SIMPLE HOMOTOPY TYPES OF EVEN DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS

CSABA NAGY, JOHN NICHOLSON, AND MARK POWELL

ABSTRACT. Given a closed n-manifold, we consider the set of simple homotopy types of n-
manifolds within its homotopy type, called its simple homotopy manifold set. We characterise it
in terms of algebraic K-theory, the surgery obstruction map, and the homotopy automorphisms
of the manifold. We use this to construct the first examples, for all n > 4 even, of closed
n-manifolds that are homotopy equivalent but not simple homotopy equivalent. In fact, we
construct infinite families with pairwise the same properties, and our examples can be taken to
be smooth for n > 6.

Our key examples are homotopy equivalent to the product of a circle and a lens space. We
analyse the simple homotopy manifold sets of these manifolds, determining exactly when they
are trivial, finite, and infinite, and investigating their asymptotic behaviour. The proofs involve
integral representation theory and class numbers of cyclotomic fields. We also compare with the
relation of h-cobordism, and produce similar detailed quantitative descriptions of the manifold
sets that arise.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and main results. One of the earliest triumphs in manifold topology was
the classification of 3-dimensional lens spaces up to homotopy equivalence, and up to homeomor-
phism, due to Seifert-Threlfall, Reidemeister, Whitehead, and Moise [T'S33, Rei35, Whi41, Moi52];
see [CohT73] for a self-contained treatment and [Vol13] for a detailed history. The two classifications
do not coincide e.g. L(7,1) and L(7,2) are famously homotopy equivalent but not homeomorphic.

The homeomorphism classification made use of Reidemeister torsion to distinguish homotopy
equivalent lens spaces. While trying to understand this more deeply, J.H.C. Whitehead defined the
notion of simple homotopy equivalence [Whi39, Whi41l, Whi49, Whi50]. A homotopy equivalence
f: X — Y between CW complexes is said to be simple if it is homotopic to the composition
of a sequence of elementary expansions and collapses; see Section 2 for the precise definition.
Chapman [Cha74] showed that every homeomorphism f: X — Y between compact CW complexes
is a simple homotopy equivalence, and so we have:

homeomorphism =- simple homotopy equivalence = homotopy equivalence.

Whitehead showed that the homeomorphism classification of 3-dimensional lens spaces coincides
with the classification up to simple homotopy equivalence, so there are many examples of homotopy
but not simple homotopy equivalent lens spaces, e.g. L(7,1) and L(7,2). Higher dimensional lens
spaces give rise to similar examples in all odd dimensions > 5 [Coh73], and infinite such families
of odd-dimensional manifolds were produced by Jahren-Kwasik [JK15].

This article constructs the first examples of closed manifolds, in all even dimensions 2k > 4,
that are homotopy but not simple homotopy equivalent. In fact, we produce infinite families.

From now on, n > 4 will be an integer and an n-manifold will be a compact, connected, CAT
n-manifold where CAT € {Diff, PL, TOP} is the category of either smooth, piecewise linear, or
topological manifolds. Manifolds will also be assumed closed unless otherwise specified. We will
also frequently make use of the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 1.1. If n = 4, we assume CAT = TOP and restrict to manifolds M such that m (M) is
good in the sense of Freedman (see [FQ90, KOPR21]).

Theorem A. Let n > 4 be even and let CAT be as in Hypothesis 1.1. Then there exists an
infinite collection of orientable CAT n-manifolds that are all homotopy equivalent but are pairwise
not simple homotopy equivalent.
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It is currently open whether all topological 4-manifolds are homeomorphic to CW complexes.
Thus, the definition of simple homotopy equivalence given previously does not apply when n = 4
and CAT = TOP. For a more general definition that does apply in this case, see Definition 2.3.

We note that if M; ~ Ny and My ~ Ny are two pairs of homotopy equivalent (but not nec-
essarily simple homotopy equivalent) odd dimensional manifolds, then M; x My ~; N; X No
(Corollary 2.33), so even dimensional examples cannot be constructed in such a straightforward
way from odd dimensional examples.

1.2. Simple homotopy manifold sets. Beyond finding the first examples of even-dimensional
manifolds that are homotopy equivalent but not simple homotopy equivalent, in order to quantify
this phenomenon we study the following manifold sets. Writing ~ for homotopy equivalence and ~
for simple homotopy equivalence, for a CAT n-manifold M we introduce the simple homotopy
manifold set
M (M) := {CAT n-manifolds N | N ~ M}/ ~,

This is the set of manifolds homotopy equivalent to M up to simple homotopy equivalence. Our
main examples will be manifolds homotopy equivalent to S x L, where L is a lens space.

We prove that for manifolds of the form M = S! x L, the size of M”(M) can be trivial, finite
and arbitrarily large, and infinite, and we determine precisely when each eventuality occurs. In
particular the existence of the latter case implies Theorem A. For an integer m > 2, let C,,, denote
the cyclic group of order m, and let C,, denote the infinite cyclic group.

Theorem B. Let n > 4 be even and let CAT be as in Hypothesis 1.1. Let M. = S' x L, where
L is an (n — 1)-dimensional lens space with m (L) = Cy,, m > 2. Then

(a) |[ME(M2)| only depends on n and m, and is independent of the choice of L or CAT;
(b) |MP(M™R)| =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,17,19};

(c) |MB(M™)| = oo if and only if m is not square-free;
(d)

|IMP(M2)| — 0o as m — oo, uniformly in n.

The ingredients of the proof will be discussed in Sections 1.4 to 1.6. They rely on an analysis
of the Whitehead group [Whi50]. For a group G, Whitehead defined this group, Wh(G), and
associated to a homotopy equivalence f: X — Y its Whitehead torsion 7(f) € Wh(m(Y)). He
proved the fundamental result that 7(f) = 0 if and only if f is simple.

First we will prove Theorem E (see Section 1.4), which characterises simple homotopy manifold
sets in a general setting. It identifies M”(M) with the orbit set of an action of hAut(M) on
a subgroup of Wh(m (M)), which depends on the surgery obstruction map in the surgery exact
sequence of M. This is analogous to how the set of manifolds homotopy equivalent to a given
Poincaré complex can be computed as a quotient of its structure set. However, we prove (see
Corollary 1.3) that for some fundamental groups, including Cy, x C,,, the relevant subgroup of
Wh(m1(M)) depends only on 71 (M) and the orientation character of M. To study this subgroup
for S' x L, we will use representation theory and number theory, as explained in Section 1.6.

The action of a homotopy automorphism g € hAut(M) on Wh(m(M)) is determined by its
Whitehead torsion 7(g) € Wh(m(M)) and the induced homomorphism 71 (g) € Aut(m(M)) (see
Definition 4.3). To understand this action for the manifolds S! x L, the key result is the following
(see Theorem 6.6):

Theorem 1.2. Every homotopy automorphism f: S' x L — S x L is simple.

This result explains why we are able to so accurately compute simple homotopy manifold sets
for this class of manifolds. Note though that further work is still required, since the action of
hAut(S! x L) on m;(S! x L) is nontrivial. See Section 1.5 for further details.

1.3. Comparison with h-cobordism. Recall that a cobordism (W; M, N) of closed manifolds is
an h-cobordism if the inclusion maps M — W and N — W are homotopy equivalences. The notion
of an h-cobordism is central to manifold topology. Smale’s h-cobordism theorem [Sma61,Sma62,
Mil65], together with its extensions to other categories and dimension 4 in [Sta67, KS77, FQ90],
states that under Hypothesis 1.1, every simply-connected h-cobordism is CAT-equivalent to the
product M xI. To generalise the h-cobordism theorem to non-simply connected manifolds, one also
considers s-cobordisms. An s-cobordism (W; M, N) is a cobordism for which the inclusions M — W
and N — W are simple homotopy equivalences. The CAT s-cobordism theorem [Bar63, Maz63,
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Sta67, KS77, FQI0] states that under Hypothesis 1.1, CAT equivalence classes of h-cobordisms
based on M are in bijection with Wh(m (M)), with the bijection given by taking the Whitehead
torsion of the inclusion M — W (Theorem 3.1). In particular every s-cobordism is a product.
This theorem underpins manifold classification in dimension at least 4.

The s-cobordism theorem is one of the tools that we can use to construct homotopy equivalent
but not simple homotopy equivalent manifolds (see Sections 3.1 and 4.2), and we note that the
examples constructed this way are always h-cobordant. This leads us to consider two refined
versions of the problem of finding homotopy but not simple homotopy equivalent manifolds, where
the manifolds are also required to be h-cobordant, or required not to be h-cobordant. We introduce
the corresponding variations of M"(M):

MECP(AL) := {CAT n-manifolds N | N is h-cobordant to M} / ~,
My con (M) := {CAT n-manifolds N | N ~ M} /(~,, hCob)

where (~; hCob) denotes the equivalence relation generated by simple homotopy equivalence and
h-cobordism. We also note that the sets MEYP(M) and M} ., (M) will arise naturally in the
computation of M”(M) in Theorem E below.

The next theorem shows that we obtain many examples where MDC°P (M) is nontrivial. Thus,
even if we restrict to h-cobordant manifolds, many of the simple homotopy sets we consider remain
large. As with M (M), the sets MBEC°P(M) can be trivial, finite, or infinite, all for manifolds
of the form M = S' x L, where L is a lens space. Again using our number theoretic analysis of
the Whitehead group, we determine precisely when each eventuality occurs, and we analyse the
asymptotic behaviour.

Theorem C. Let n > 4 be even and let CAT be as in Hypothesis 1.1. Let M = S' x L, where
L is an (n — 1)-dimensional lens space with m (L) = C,,, m > 2. Then

(a) |MECL(M™)| only depends on n and m, but it is independent of the choice of L or CAT;
(b) |MECP(M™Y| =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,15,17,19, 29};
(c) |MECP (M| = oo if and only if m is not square-free;
(d) |MECP (MY — 00 as m — oo uniformly in n.

On the other hand, we also discover a wealth of interesting behaviour when we also factor out
by h-cobordism.

Theorem D. Let n > 4 be even and let CAT be as in Hypothesis 1.1. Let M = S' x L, where
L is an (n — 1)-dimensional lens space with m (L) = C,,, m > 2. Then
() My con(M)] only depends on n and m, but it is independent of the choice of L or CAT;
(b) tim inf (sup |MZ o (Mi3)]) = 15
m— 00 n ’

(C) |MQ,hCob(M'r7‘rll)| < o0 fOT’ all n and m;
(d) limsup(inf \M?hcob(M,’;;)\) = 00.

m—oo n ’

Note that part (b) says that there are infinitely many m with [M", . (M) =1 for every n,
while part (d) says that inf,, M} ., (M)| is unbounded in m.

1.4. Characterisation of simple homotopy manifold sets. In Theorem E below, we char-
acterise the simple homotopy manifold sets M" (A1), MECP(M), and /\/lg,hCOb(M)7 for a CAT
n-manifold M, in terms of the Whitehead group, the homotopy automorphisms of M, and the
surgery obstruction map. All our main theorems above arise by applying these characterisations
to the manifolds S* x L and computing the objects that appear in Theorem E.

An orientation character w: G — Cy determines an involution x — T on the Whitehead group
Wh(G) (see Section 2.2), and we will write Wh(G, w) to specify that Wh(G) is equipped with this
involution. Define:

In(G,w) = {y € Wh(G,w) | y = —(=1)"y} < Wh(G, w),
(G ,w) = {x — (-1)"Z | € Wh(G,w)} < Tn(G,w).
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The Tate cohomology group H™(Cy; Wh(G, w)) is canonically identified with 7, (G, w)/Z,(G,w)
(see Proposition 9.5), and we will denote the quotient map by

7 Tn(G,w) — H"(Co; Wh(G, w)).

If w =1 is the trivial character, then we omit it from the notation.

There is an action of hAut(M) on Wh(G,w) (as a set) such that if f: N — M is a homotopy
equivalence and g € hAut(M), then 7(f)9 = 7(g o f). Let ¢: Wh(G,w) = Wh(G,w)/hAut(M)
denote the quotient map, let o: }AI"“(Cg;Wh(G,w)) — L2 (ZG,w) be the homomorphism from
the Ranicki-Rothenberg exact sequence (3.1) (see [Sha69], [Ran80, §9]), and let o,: N (M) —
L: (ZG,w) be the surgery obstruction map (see Section 3.2). The following theorem is the basis
of our main results (see Theorems 4.11 and 4.16).

Theorem E. Let M be a CAT n-manifold with fundamental group G and orientation character
w: G — {£1}, satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. There is a commutative diagram

MR (M) ME(M) M hcon(M)

l~ & :

q(Z,(G,w)) — (gom) ! (Imos)/ hAut(M) — o~ *(Imo,)/ hAut(M)
where each row is a short exact sequence of pointed sets, and each vertical arrow is a bijection.

The subset J,(G,w) is invariant under the action of hAut(M) on Wh(G,w), and there is an
induced action on H" " (Cy; Wh(G, w)). In the statement above, the subsets

(oom) HImoy) € Jn(G,w) and o '(Imo,) C H" ' (Co; Wh(G, w))

are both invariant under the induced actions of hAut(M). Note that if the subset Z(G,w) is
invariant under the action of hAut(M) on Wh(G,w), then ¢(Z,(G,w)) = Z,,(G,w)/ hAut(M). It
follows from the exact sequence (3.1) that the image of the homomorphism : L"_ | (ZG,w) —

H "+1(Cq; Wh(G, w)) is contained in o~!(Im o) and so we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3. Let M be a CAT n-manifold with fundamental group G and orientation character
w: G — {£1}, satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. If ¢: L | (ZG,w) — H"(Co; Wh(G, w)) is surjective,
then we have

MEM) 2= T (Gw)/ hAw(M), M ycon(M) = H™(Co; Wh(G, w)) / hAut(M).

The advantage of Corollary 1.3 is that J,(G,w) and I?”“(Cg;Wh(G,w)) (and, more gener-
ally, Im ) only depend on G and w, while Imos depends on M a priori. This will allow us to
apply Corollary 1.3 by separately analysing the involution on Wh(G, w) and the homotopy auto-
morphisms of M. Note also that, in cases where M can be regarded as a manifold in multiple
categories, the sets ¢(Z, (G, w)), Jn(G,w)/hAut(M) and fI”*l(Cg;Wh(G,w))/hAut(M) do not
depend on the choice of CAT.

To prove Theorem E, first we observe that if N is a manifold homotopy equivalent to M, then
the set of Whitehead torsions of all possible homotopy equivalences f: N — M forms an orbit
of the action of hAut(M) on Wh(G,w). By considering the different restrictions and equivalence
relations on these manifolds N, we obtain maps from the various simple homotopy manifold sets of
M to subsets/subquotients of Wh(G, w)/hAut(M). We then verify that these maps are injective,
and the remaining task is to determine their images.

For MYCP (M) we use the s-cobordism theorem. For every z € Wh(G,w) there is an h-
cobordism (W; M, N) with Whitehead torsion z, and then 7(f) = —x+ (—1)"Z for the induced ho-
motopy equivalence f: N — M (see Proposition 2.38). This shows that every element of Z,, (G, w)
can be realised as the torsion of a homotopy equivalence N — M for some N that is h-cobordant to
M. For Mg,hCob(M ), we use the surgery exact sequence combined with the exact sequence (3.1) to
describe the set of values of (7 (f)) for all homotopy equivalences f: N — M (see Proposition 3.6).
Finally, the characterisation of M” (M) is obtained by combining the results on M2 (M) and
Mgh(bb (M)
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1.5. Outline of the proof of Theorems B, C and D. Recall that a lens space L := S?*~1/C,,
of dimension 2k — 1 > 3 is a quotient of S**~! by a free action of a finite cyclic group C,, for some
m > 2. The action is determined by a k-tuple of integers (q1,...,qx) with g; coprime to m for all
j. The fundamental group is 71 (L) & C,,.

First we consider M2€°P(S! x L) and the proof of Theorem B (and hence Theorem A). The proof
is based on applying Corollary 1.3 to S! x L. This is possible, because the map : LZH(Z[COO X
Cml]) — ﬁ"‘“(Cg; Wh(Cys x Cp)) is surjective for n = 2k (see Proposition 3.12), and we get that
MP(SY x L) = J,(Coe x Cp,)/ hAut(S* x L). For the homotopy automorphisms of S x L, we will
use the following, expanding on Theorem 1.2 (see Theorems 6.5 and 6.6).

Theorem 1.4.

(a) Every homotopy automorphism f: S' x L — S' x L is simple.
(b) If mp: hAut(S! x L) — Aut(C x Cy,) is the map given by taking the induced automorphism
on the fundamental group, then Im(m) = {(2 %) € Aut(Coo x Cp,) | ¥ = £1 mod m}.

Part (a) implies that the action of hAut(S! x L) on Wh(Cy, x C,) factors through the action of
Aut(Coo x Cpy), which acts on Wh(Cy x C,,) via automorphisms, using the functoriality of Wh (see
Definition 4.3 and Remark 4.9). Therefore every orbit has cardinality at most |Aut(Coo X Cp,)| <
2m?, and |J,,(Coo x Cy,)/ hAut(St x L)| = 1 if and only if J,,(Cs x Cp,) = 0. Moreover, since it
follows from part (b) that Im(m;: hAut(S! x L) — Aut(Cs x C,,)) is independent of the choice
of the integers (g1, .., qx), the same is true for 7, (Co x Cp,)/hAut(S* x L), proving part (a) of
Theorem B.

So it remains to study the involution on Wh(Cy, x C,,) and prove the corresponding statements
about |J,,(Co % Cy,)|. First, the fundamental theorem for K1 (ZC,,[t,t7]) gives rise to a direct
sum decomposition (see Theorem 5.9):

Wh(Cyn X Coo) 2 Wh(C,p) @ Ko(ZCy) & NK,(ZCy,)?

where I~(0 is the reduced projective class group, and N K7 is the so-called Nil group. All summands
have natural involutions, which are compatible with this isomorphism. Using that J,(Cy,) = 0 (see
Proposition 5.13), we obtain the following decomposition for 7, (Cws, X Cy,) (see Proposition 5.10):

Tn(Coo X Cp) 2 {x € Ko(ZCy) | & = =T} ® NK{(ZCly).

In this decomposition the first component is always finite (see Lemma 5.12), so Theorem B (c)
is proved by the following (see Theorems 5.7 and 5.8).

Theorem 1.5 (Bass-Murthy, Martin, Weibel, Farrell). If m is square-free then NK,(ZC,,) = 0.
Otherwise NK1(ZCy,) is infinite.

For the remaining parts (b) and (d) of Theorem B, we need to study the involution on Ko(ZC),)
and prove the analogous statements about {z € Ko(ZCp,) | # = —Z} in the case where m is square-
free. This will be achieved using methods from algebraic number theory, and discussed further in
Section 1.6 (see Theorem 1.6 below).

Now we consider MEC°P(S1 x L) and the proof of Theorem C. According to Theorem E we
need to analyse Z,,(Co x Cp,). We can do this similarly to J,(Co X Cyp,). The former has the
following decomposition (see Proposition 5.10):

Zo(Coo X C) 2 {2z — T | 2 € Ko(ZCpp)} & NK1(ZChy).

It follows from Theorem 1.4 that Z,,(Cs x C,,) is invariant under the action of hAut(S* x L),
50 ¢(Z,(Cs x Cpy)) can be expressed as Z,(Coo X Cpy)/hAut(S! x L). Thus by Theorem E we
have MECP(SL x [) =2 7, (Co x Cy,)/ hAut(S! x L). By Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, together with
Theorem 1.7 below, this leads to Theorem C.

Finally, we consider /\/l?,hcob(S ! x L) and the proof of Theorem D. By Corollary 1.3, this is
isomorphic to H™(Cy; Wh(Cao X Cpn))/ hAut(S! x L). The decomposition of Wh(Cos x Chp,)
induces an isomorphism H"(Cy; Wh(Cae X Cpy)) = H™(Cy; Ko(ZC,y)). Hence, as above, it
remains to consider the involution on Ko(ZChy,), but the behaviour of H™(Cy; Wh(Cao X Chpy)) is
different from 7, (Cw % Cy,) and Z,,(Coo X Cpy), in particular it is always finite. The key algebraic
input comes from Theorem 1.8 below.
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1.6. The involution on I?O(ZCm). In light of the discussion in Section 1.5, detailed information
regarding the involution on I?O(ZCm) is required in order to complete the proofs of parts (b)
and (d) in each of Theorems B, C, and D. The purpose of Part 3 is to explore this involution in
detail and to establish the following three theorems which are the key algebraic ingredients behind
the proofs of Theorems B, C, and D respectively.

Theorem 1.6. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer. Then
(i) {z € Ko(ZCy) | T = —2}| = 1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,17,19}; and
(ii) {z € Ko(ZCy) | T = —x}| — oo super-exponentially in m.

Theorem 1.7. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer. Then
(i) {fz—Z |z € I?O(ZCm)}\ =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,15,17,19,29}; and
(ii) {z —T |2 € Ko(ZC,)}| — oo super-exponentially in m.

Theorem 1.8. Let m > 2 be an integer. Then
(i) Hz € IN(O(ZNCM) |T=—a}/{z—T|x€ IN(O(ZNC'W)H =1 for infinitely many m; and
(ii) sup {z € Ko(ZCy,) | T = —z}/{z —T | x € Ko(ZC),)}| — oo exponentially in m.
n<m

We will now explain the strategy of proof of these three theorems, as well as some of the key
ingredients. The first thing to note is that, whilst Ky(R) is difficult to compute for an arbitrary
ring, it is often computable in the case where R = ZG for a finite group G since finitely generated
projective ZG-modules P are all locally free, i.e. Z, ®z P is a free Z,G module for all primes p,
where Z, denotes the p-adic integers. In particular, Ko(ZG) = C(ZG) where C(-) denotes the
locally free class group (see Section 8.1). The general strategy for determining the involution on
Ko(ZCy,) is to note that, since Ko(ZCp,) = C(ZChp), we can fit Ko(ZC,y,) into a short exact
sequence of abelian groups:

0 = D(ZCp,) = Ko(ZChp, —>€BC

where D(ZC,,) denotes the kernel group of ZC,, (see Sectlon 8.2) and C(Z[(4]) denotes the ideal
class group of Z[(4], where (4 denotes a primitive dth root of unity. The standard involution on
Ko(ZC,y,) restricts to D(ZChy,) and induces the involution given by conjugation on each C(Z[(4])
(see Section 10.1).

The proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 are intertwined and can be found in Section 11.1. The
approach we will take is to use Lemma 9.3, and its consequence Lemma 11.4, which allow us to
obtain information about the orders |{z € Ko(ZC,,) | T = —a}| and |{z —Z | & € K¢(ZC,,)}| from
the orders of the corresponding groups [{z € A |Z = —z}| and [{x —T | « € A}| in the cases where
A = D(ZCy,) or C(Z[¢a))) for some d | m.

The key lemma which makes this approach possible is the following, which is a part of Propo-
sition 10.4. Let hy,, = |C(Z[(n])| denotes the class number of the mth cyclotomic field, and recall
that it splits as a product h,, = h} k. for integers h} = |C(Z[(m + ¢,}])| and h,,, known as the
plus and minus parts of the class number. For an integer m, we let odd(m) denote the odd part
of m, i.e. the unique odd integer r such that m = 2¥r for some k.

Lemma 1.9. We have that odd(h;) < {z =% | z € C(Z[(w])}H

It was shown by Horie [Hor89], using results from Iwasawa theory [Fri81], that there exists
finitely many m for which odd(h,,) = 1 and odd(h,,,) — oo (see Proposition 10.7). Since Lemma 1.9
also gives a lower bound on [{x € C(Z[(y]) | T = —x}|, this is enough to prove part (ii) of
Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 and to reduce the proof of part (i) to checking finitely many cases. These
cases are dealt with via a variety of methods such as analysing the group structure on C(Z[(n))
(see the proof of Proposition 11.6) and the studying the involution on D(ZC,,) by relating it to
maps between units groups (see Sections 10.4 and 11.1).

The proof of Theorem 1.8 can be found in Section 11.2. Our approach will be based on the
isomorphism

{z € Ko(ZCy) | T =~} = H'(Cy; Ko(ZCy))
{2 -7 |z € Ko(ZCym)} ’
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where Ko(ZC,,) is viewed as a ZCy-module with the Cy-action given by the involution (see Proposi-
tion 9.5). The short exact sequence above induces a 6-periodic exact sequence on Tate cohomology
(Proposition 9.7). This, combined with the fact that I;T"(Cg; A) for A finite only depends on its
2-Sylow subgroup A, (Proposition 9.9) gives the following, which is a part of Lemma 11.13.

Lemma 1.10. If h,, is odd, then H'(Co; Ko(ZC,)) = H' (Co; D(ZC.,)). In particular, if hy, and
|D(ZC,,)| are both odd, then H'(Cy; Ko(ZCy,)) = 0.

Using Iwasawa theory, Washington [Was75] showed that hg» is odd for all n > 1 (see also work
of Ichimura—Nakajima [IN12] which extends this to more primes p < 509). Since C3» is a 3-group,
|D(ZCs5n)| is an abelian 3-group and so is odd [CR87, Theorem 50.18]. By Lemma 1.10, this
implies that |H(Cy; Ko(ZC5n))| = 1 for all n > 1 which gives Theorem 1.8 (i).

On the other hand, by Weber’s theorem, han is odd for all n > 1 (see Lemma 10.10). Using a
result of Kervaire-Murthy [KM77] which relates D(ZCqn) with D(ZCyn+1) (Proposition 10.19), and
the 6-periodic exact sequence on Tate cohomology (Lemma 11.13), we show that |H(Ca; D(ZCyn))|
is unbounded as n — co. By Lemma 1.10, this implies Theorem 1.8 (ii).

Organisation of the paper. The paper will be structured into three parts. In Part 1 we develop
the necessary background on simple homotopy equivalence, Whitehead torsion and h-cobordisms.
We will then prove Theorem E, which is our main general result. In Part 2 we study the manifolds
L x 81, leading to the proofs of Theorems B, C, and D subject to results about Ko(ZC,,). Part 3
follows on from Section 1.6: we develop the necessary background on integral representation theory
and algebraic number theory. We then study the involution of I?O(ZCm), leading to proofs of
Theorems 1.6-1.8.

Conventions. The following will be in place throughout this article, unless otherwise specified.
As above, n > 4 will be an integer and an m-manifold will be a compact connected CAT n-
manifold where CAT € {Diff, PL, TOP}. They will be assumed closed except where it is clear
from the context that they are not, e.g. thickenings and cobordisms. We will frequently assume
Hypothesis 1.1 but will state this as needed. Groups will be assumed to be finitely presented.
Rings R will be assumed to have a multiplicative identity, and R-modules will be assumed to be

finitely generated.
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Part 1. General results

In this part we will establish general results regarding simple homotopy equivalence. This will
be the basis for our applications in Part 2. In Section 2, we will recall the basic theory of simple
homotopy equivalence, culminating in constraints on the Whitehead torsion of homotopy equiva-
lences between manifolds. Section 3 concerns the two methods which we will use for constructing
manifolds: via h-cobordisms (Section 3.1) and via the surgery exact sequence (Section 3.2). In
Section 4 we study the simple homotopy manifolds sets and prove Theorem E.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall the definition of simple homotopy equivalence, the Whitehead group
and the Whitehead torsion, as well as some of their basic properties. Our main sources are Milnor
[Mil66], Cohen [Coh73], and Davis-Kirk [DKO01].
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2.1. Simple homotopy equivalence. Let X be a CW complex and let ¢: D™ — X be a cellular
map. Divide the boundary of the closed (n + 1)-cell e"*! into two n-discs, de" ! = D™ Ugn—1 D™,
gluing along the first copy of D™ C de™*!. Then the inclusion X — X Ug e" ! is called an
elementary expansion. There is a deformation retract X Ug e"™! — X in the other direction, and
this is called an elementary collapse.

Definition 2.1. A homotopy equivalence f: X — Y between finite CW complexes is simple if f
is homotopic to a map that is a composition of finitely many elementary expansions and collapses

X=Xo—2X1—2Xo—> =X =Y.

For a homotopy equivalence f: X — Y, Whitehead introduced an invariant 7(f), the White-
head torsion of f, which lies in the Whitehead group Wh(m1(Y)) of m1(Y). We shall define both
the Whitehead group and the Whitehead torsion shortly. The motivation for the Whitehead tor-
sion is the following beautiful result, which completely characterises whether or not a homotopy
equivalence is simple.

Theorem 2.2 (Whitehead [Whi50]). A homotopy equivalence f: X —'Y between CW complezxes
X, Y is simple if and only if 7(f) =0 € Wh(m(Y)).

In dimensions n # 4, every closed n-manifold admits an n-dimensional CW structure; see Kirby-
Siebenmann [KS77, I111.2.2] for n > 5, [Rad26] for n = 2 and [Moi52] for n = 3. In dimension 4,
it is an open question whether this holds. Certainly every smooth or PL n-manifold admits an
n-dimensional triangulation, and hence a CW structure.

We explain how the notion of simple homotopy equivalence makes sense for 4-manifolds, even
those for which we do not know whether they admit a CW structure. The procedure, which is due
to Kirby-Siebenmann [KS77, III, §4] works for any dimension, so we work in this generality.

Let M be a topological n-manifold. Embed M in high-dimensional Euclidean space. By [KS77,
III, §4], there is a normal disc bundle D(M) — M that admits a triangulation and hence a CW
structure. The inclusion map zp;: M — D(M) of the O-section is a homotopy equivalence. Let
z;/fl denote the homotopy inverse of z;.

Definition 2.3. We say that a homotopy equivalence f: M — N between topological manifolds is
simple if the composition zy o fozy, : D(M) — D(N) is simple. Kirby-Siebenmann [KS77, ITI, §4]
showed that whether or not this composition is simple does not depend on the choice of normal
disc bundle nor on the choice of triangulation.

Remark 2.4. Simple homotopy theory in fact extends beyond topological manifolds. By West’s
resolution of the Borsuk conjecture [Wes77], a compact ANR has a canonical simple type. Han-
ner [Han51] showed that compact topological manifolds are compact ANRs.

If M, N are smooth or PL, we can ask whether f is simple using the canonical class of triangu-
lations of M and N, or by forgetting the smooth/PL structures and using the Kirby-Siebenmann
method from Definition 2.3.

Proposition 2.5 (Kirby-Siebenmann [KS77, II1.5.1]). For CAT € {Diff, PL}, a homotopy equiv-
alence f: M — N between CAT manifolds M and N is simple with respect to their canonical class
of triangulations if and only if it is simple with respect to Definition 2.5.

Hence we have a coherent notion of simple homotopy equivalence in all three manifold categories.
We remark that Proposition 2.5 can also be proven using the following theorem of Chapman.

Theorem 2.6 (Chapman [Cha74]). Let f: X — Y be a homeomorphism between compact, con-
nected CW complexes. Then f is a simple homotopy equivalence.

Thus for closed manifolds M and N that admit a CW structure, one can deduce from Chapman’s
Theorem 2.6 that the question of whether f: M =» N is simple does not depend on the CW
structures. Thus the extra work using disc bundles in Definition 2.3 is only required for non-
smoothable topological 4-manifolds.
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2.2. The Whitehead group.

Definition 2.7. For a ring R, let GL(R) = colim,, GL,, (R), where we take the colimit with respect
to the inclusions GL,,(R) < GL,4+1(R), A+ (4 9). Define

K;(R) := GL(R)®.

The Whitehead lemma [Mil66, Lemma 1.1] states that the commutator subgroup of GL(R)
is equal to the subgroup E(R) generated by elementary matrices (i.e. the matrices E such that
A+ EA is an elementary row operation). It follows that we can also write

Ki(R) = GL(R)/E(R).

Definition 2.8. Define the Whitehead group of a group G to be Wh(G) = K1(ZG)/+G, where
the map +G — K7 (ZG) is the composition +G C GL,(ZG) C GL(ZG) — K1(ZG).

Note that Wh is a functor from the category of groups to the category of abelian groups. The
map induced by a homomorphism ¢: G — H will be denoted by 6..: Wh(G) — Wh(H). Similarly,
for a continuous map f: X — Y between topological spaces, the map induced by 71(f): m(X) —
m1(Y) will be denoted by f.: Wh(m (X)) — Wh(m(Y)).

The isomorphism type of Wh(G) is known in some cases. For us the following examples will be
relevant.

Proposition 2.9 (Stallings [Sta65]). If G is a finitely generated free group, then Wh(G) = 0.

Proposition 2.10 ([Coh73, (11.5)]). If Cy, is the finite cyclic group of order m, then
Wh(Cm) o~ ZLm/2j+l—6(m)

where 6(m) is the number of positive integers dividing m.

The Whitehead group Wh(G) of a group G is equipped with a natural involution, i.e. an au-
tomorphism x +— 7 such that T = x. Equivalently, it has a ZCs-module structure, where the
generator of Csy acts by the involution. We will describe this involution below.

Let R be a ring with involution, i.e. a ring equipped with a map = — T that is an involution
on R as an abelian group, and satisfies Ty = 7 - . This induces an involution on GL(R), sending
A = (A;j) € GL,(R) to A = (4j;) € GL,(R), the conjugate transpose of A. Note that this is
perhaps non-standard notation for the conjugate transpose. We use this convention so that the
notation for involutions is consistent. This involution preserves the subgroup E(R) C GL(R) and
so induces an involution Kj(R).

If G is a group and w: G — {£1} is an orientation character, i.e. a homomorphism from G to
{£1}, then the integral group ring ZG has an involution given by Zle nig; — Zle w(gi)nig; *
for n; € Z and g; € G. The resulting involution on K;(ZG) preserves =G and so induces an
involution on Wh(G).

Definition 2.11. We will write Wh(G, w) for the abelian group Wh(G) equipped with the invo-
lution determined by the orientation character w: G — {£1}. This can equivalently be regarded

as a ZCs-module. When w = 1 is the trivial homomorphism, we will omit it from the notation
and write Wh(G) for Wh(G, 1).

Note that the choice of w only affects the involution, and Wh(G, w) is equal to Wh(G) as an
abelian group. Next we define two subgroups of Wh(G,w) which will play an important rdle in
the rest of this article.

Definition 2.12. For a group G and a homomorphism w: G — {£1}, define:

In(G,w) = {y € Wh(G,w) | y = —(=1)"7} < Wh(G, w)

(G ,w) = {z — (-1)"T | v € Wh(G,w)} < Wh(G,w)

We have Z,, (G, w) < J,(G,w), and it follows from the definition of the Tate cohomology groups
(see Proposition 9.5) that there is a canonical isomorphism
In(Gw)/Z,(Gyw) =2 H"Y(Cy; Wh(G, w)).
We will denote the quotient map by
71 Tn(Gyw) — H™H(Co; Wh(G, w)).
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2.3. The Whitehead torsion of a chain homotopy equivalence. Now we define the White-
head torsion in the algebraic setting. Let G be a group and let f: C, — D, be a chain ho-
motopy equivalence between finitely generated, free, based (left) ZG-module chain complexes.
Consider the algebraic mapping cone (€(f),0«), which is also a finitely generated, free, based
ZG-module chain complex. Since f is a chain homotopy equivalence, €(f) is chain contractible;
see e.g. [Ran02, Proposition 3.14]. Choose a chain contraction s: € (f)« — € (f)«t1. Now consider
the modules

C(foaa =D C(faisr  and  E(fleven = P C(f)ai-
i=0 =0

These are finitely generated, free, based ZG-modules. Since €(f) is contractible, its Euler char-
acteristic vanishes, and so these modules are of equal, finite rank. The collection of boundary
maps @52 ,02;+1 with odd degree domain, and the collection of the maps in the chain contraction
B2 s2i+1 with odd degree domain, both give rise to homomorphisms from €'(f)odd t0 € (f)even-
Using the given bases, their sum is an element of GL(ZG) [Coh73, (15.1)], and hence represents
an element of the Whitehead group.

Definition 2.13. The Whitehead torsion of f is the equivalence class

T(f) = [@(821‘-0-1 + 52i+1) : Cg(f)odd — Cg(f)cvcn € Wh(G)
i=0
This equivalence class is independent of the choice of the chain contraction s [Coh73, (15.3)].

Remark 2.14. Since €(f)oad and € (f)even are finitely generated, the sum in the definition of 7(f)
is a finite sum.

The equivalence class 7(f) remains invariant under permutations of the bases of C, and D,, or
if a basis element is multiplied by (—1) or an element of G [Coh73, (15.2) and (10.3)].

Now we list some useful facts about 7. We fix the group G, and all chain complexes will be
assumed to be finitely generated, free, based, left ZG-module chain complexes.

Proposition 2.15 ([DKO01, Theorem 11.27]). Let f,g: Ci. — D, be homotopic chain homotopy
equivalences. Then 7(f) = 7(g).

Lemma 2.16 ([DKO01, Theorem 11.28]). Let f: C. — D, and g: D, — E, be chain homotopy
equivalences. Then 7(go f) =7(f) + 7(g). In particular 7(Id) = 0.

We say that a short exact sequence 0 — C? — C, — C? — 0 of chain complexes is based if the
basis of C, consists of the image of the basis of C’ and an element from the preimage of each basis
element of C7.

Lemma 2.17. Let 0 — C, —» C, — CY — 0 and 0 — D, — D, — DY — 0 be based short exact
sequences of chain complexes, and let (f', f, f") be a morphism between them, where f': C! — D!,
f:Cy = D,, and f": C!! — D! are chain homotopy equivalences. Then 7(f) = 7(f') + 7(f").

Proof. The given data determines a based short exact sequence 0 — €(f') = € (f) = €"(f) = 0
of mapping cones, so the statement follows from [DKO01, Theorem 11.23]. (]

The following lemma gives a useful way to compute Whitehead torsion in favourable special
cases. We will apply it in Section 6.

Lemma 2.18. Let f: Cy — D, be a chain map such that f;: C; — D; is an isomorphism for each
i. Then [f;] € Wh(QG) for each i and 7(f) = > 2o (=1)"[fi].

Proof. Let n = max{i | C; # 0}, we will prove the statement by induction on n. If n = 0, then
C(fodaa =€ (f)1 = Coy, E(f)even = €(f)o = Do, and 91 = fo, so 7(f) = [fo] by Definition 2.13.
For the induction step define C, by C} = C; if i < n and C; = 0 otherwise, and define CY by
Cl'=C, and C; = 0 if i # n. Define D., DY, f': C, — D., and f"”: C!! — D! analogously, and
apply Lemma 2.17. O

For a chain complex C, and an integer k we will denote by Cj, the same chain complex with
shifted grading i — C4;. Similarly, the cochain complex Cy_, is defined by changing the grading
to i — Cy_,;. The notation C**% and C*~* is defined analogously for a cochain complex C*.



SIMPLE HOMOTOPY TYPES OF EVEN DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS 11

Lemma 2.19. Let f: Cy — D, be a chain homotopy equivalence. For every k € Z, it can also be
regarded as a chain homotopy equivalence f: Cygys — Diiy, and we have 7(f: Crysx — Dpis) =
(—=D)Fr(f: Co — D,).

Proof. Tf we shift the grading by an even number, then €(f)oqa and € (f)even remain unchanged.
If we shift the grading by an odd number, then €(f)oaqa and €(f)even are swapped, and by
[Coh73, (15.1)], 7(f) changes its sign. O

Definition 2.20. Let f: C* — D* be a homotopy equivalence of cochain complexes of finitely
generated, free, based, left ZG-modules. It can be regarded as a homotopy equivalence of chain
complexes f: C™* — D™* and we define 7(f: C* — D*) =7(f: C~* = D™*).

Next we describe how we can define the dual of a left R-module as another left R-module, if R
is a ring with involution.

Definition 2.21. Suppose that R is a ring with involution. Let X and Y be a left and a right
R-module respectively. Then we define the abelian groups

YrX=Y@,X/(yrez=y®rz) VreRzxeX,yeY;
Homllg(X,Y) ={p € Homy(X,Y) |Vr € R,x € X | p(rz) = o(x)T} .

If Y has a left S-module structure for some ring S (which is compatible with its right R-module
structure), then Y ®z X is a left S-module with s(y ® x) = (sy) ® =, and Hom’% (X, Y) is a left
S-module with (sp)(z) = sp(z).

Remark 2.22. Hom% (X,Y) is equal to Homy(X,Y), the group of right R-module homomorphisms
X — Y, as a subgroup of Homz(X,Y) (or as a left S-module). Here X denotes the right R-module
that is equal to X as an abelian group, with its multiplication given by xr = 7 - x, where - denotes
multiplication in X.

Definition 2.23. Suppose that R is a ring with involution. Let X be a left R-module. Its dual is
the left R-module X* = Hom% (X, R).

Now suppose that G is equipped with a group homomorphism w: G — {£1}, i.e. an orientation
character. This determines an involution on the group ring ZG, and also on the Whitehead
group Wh(G,w) (see Section 2.2). So if C, is a finitely generated, free, based, left ZG-module
chain complex then, using Definition 2.23, we can define the dual cochain complex C*, which also
consists of finitely generated, free, based, left ZG-modules.

Lemma 2.24. Let f: C. — D, be a chain homotopy equivalence and let f*: D* — C* be its dual.
Then 7(f*) = 7(f) € Wh(G,w).

Proof. First note that if g: X — Y is an isomorphism between finitely generated, free, based, left
ZG-modules, and g*: Y* — X* is its dual, then the matrix of g* is the conjugate transpose of the
matrix of g, hence 7(¢*) = 7(g9) € Wh(G, w).

Now let (‘K(f),&{) denote the mapping cone of f, so that €(f); = Ci—1 ® D;. We regard
f*: D* — C* as a homotopy equivalence f*: D™* — C~* of chain complexes, and define its
mapping cone (‘f(f*),&{*). Then €(f*); = (D_it1)* ® (C_;)* = (€(f)-it+1)*, and this implies
that € (f*)odd = (€ (f)even)™ and € (f*)even = (€ (f)oaa)*. Moreover, a;”: C(f*)i = C(f*)im is
the dual of 37, o C(f)—ir2 = C(f)—it1.

Let s.: €(f)« — €(f)«t1 be a chain contraction. We define s,: €(f*). — €(f*)sy1 by
sp = (5-0)": C(f)i = (€(f)=iv1)" = C€(f*)iv1 = (€(f)-i)". Then it follows by dualising the
formula 5,07 + 07s, = Id that s, is a chain contraction of E(f*).

Thus the map €, (65;_1 + 8hiv1): C€(f*)oaa = € (f*)even is the dual of the map P, (8§i+1 +
32,-+1) 2 € (f)oda = € (f)even- By our earlier observations in the first paragraph of the proof, this

implies that 7(f*) = 7(f). O

Finally we consider the effect of changing the underlying (group) ring.

Definition 2.25. Let A and B be groups, X a left ZB-module and § € Hom(A, B). The left
ZA-module X, is defined as follows. The underlying abelian group of Xy is the same as that of
X. For every a € A and z € Xy let ax = 0(a) - z, where - denotes multiplication in X.
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Similarly, if Y is a right ZB-module, then the right ZA-module Y is equal to Y as an abelian
group, and ya =y - 0(a) for every a € A and y € Y? where - denotes multiplication in Y.

Lemma 2.26. Let A and B be groups equipped with orientation characters wa: A — {£1} and
wp: B — {£1} respectively. Let X be a left ZA-module and let : A — B be an isomorphism such
that wp o @ = wa. Then we have the following isomorphisms of left ZB-modules.

(a) 7.BY Rza X = Xg—l.

(b) Homyp(Xg-1,ZB) = Homy (X, ZB?) = Homy 4 (X, ZA)g-1, in particular (Xg-1)* = (X*)g-1.

Proof. (a) If Y is a right ZA-module and a left R-module for some ring R, then it follows from
the definition of the tensor product (see Definition 2.21) that Y ®z4 X = yo! ®z5 Xg-1 (as left
R-modules). By applying this for Y = ZB? and R = ZB, we get that ZB? @4 X = ZB®zp Xg-1.
Of course Xy-1 2 ZB ®zp Xy-1 via the map z — 1 ® x.

(b) (cf. [Nic23, Proposition 3.9]) For Y as above, it also follows from the definitions that
Hom,(X,Y) = Homy5(Xg-1,Y? "), so Hom4, (X, ZB?) = HomYp(Xg-1,ZB) = (Xp-1)*.

The isomorphism € induces an isomorphism Z#: ZA — ZB of abelian groups (or rings). This
map is also an isomorphism Z6: ZA — ZB? of right ZA-modules. Hence it induces an isomorphism
(Z6),: Homy (X, ZA) — Homy ,(X,ZB?) of abelian groups. We can check that (Z6), is also an
isomorphism Hom} (X, ZA)g-1 — Hom} 4 (X, ZB?) of left ZB-modules. So we get that (X*)s-1 =
Hom} , (X, ZA)g-1 = Homy (X, ZB?). O

Lemma 2.27. Let A and B be groups and let 0: A — B be an isomorphism. Let f: C, — D, be
a chain homotopy equivalence of finitely generated, free, based, left ZB-module chain complexes,
which can also be regarded as a chain homotopy equivalence f: (Cy)g — (Dy)o of ZA-module chain
complezes. We have

7(f: (C)g — (Dy)g) = 0, (7(f: C. = D,)) € Wh(A).

Proof. First note that if g: X — Y is an isomorphism between finitely generated, free, based, left
ZB-modules, and we regard it as an isomorphism g: Xy — Yy of ZA-modules, then its matrix
changes by applying 6~ to each entry, hence 7(g: Xg — Yp) = 0, 1(7(9: X = Y)) € Wh(A).
Now let (€(f),0s«) denote the mapping cone of f and let s.: €(f)« — € (f)«r1 be the chain
contraction used to define 7(f) over ZB. Then s, is also a chain contraction for (¢'(f)g, 0s), the
mapping cone over ZA.
So we can compute 7(f: (Cy)g = (Dy)p) from

@(82i+1 + 32i+1) : (%(f)a)odd = (%(f)odd)e — (%(f)e)even = (%(f)even>97
which is @, (82i+1 + 82i+1): € (f)oda = € (f)even regarded as an isomorphism of ZA-modules,
hence 7(f: (Cy)o — (Dy)g) = 0. (7(f: Cs — D.)). O

2.4. The Whitehead torsion of a homotopy equivalence. Now let X and Y be finite CW
complexes with universal covers X and Y, and let F' := m1(X) and G := 7 (Y). The cellular
chain complex of Y with ZG coefficients is C,(Y;ZG) = ZG ®zg Cy(Y) = C.(Y), which is a
finitely generated, free, left ZG-module chain complex. Choose a lift of each cell of Y in Y to
obtain a basis of C, (}7), which is well-defined up to ordering, signs and multiplication by elements
of G. Similarly, the cellular chain complex of X with ZF coefficients, C,(X;ZF) = C.(X), is a
finitely generated, free, left ZF-module chain complex with a basis well-defined up to ordering and
multiplication by elements of +F.

Let f: X — Y be a cellular homotopy equivalence, and let § = 71(f): F — G. The right
ZG-module ZG corresponds to a local coefficient system on Y, which is pulled back to the local
coefficient system on X corresponding to the right ZF-module ZG?. Therefore f induces a chain
homotopy equivalence f,: C.(X;ZG%) — C.(Y;ZG) of left ZG-module chain complexes. Note
that by Lemma 2.26 (a) we have

Co(X;2G%) = ZGP @zp Co(X) = Co(X) g1 = Co(X; ZF g1,

so this is also a finitely generated, free chain complex with a basis that is well-defined up to ordering
and multiplication by elements of £G.
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Definition 2.28. The Whitehead torsion of the cellular homotopy equivalence f: X — Y is
7(f) == 7(f+), where f.: C.(X;ZG?) — C.(Y;ZG) is the induced chain homotopy equivalence.

By Remark 2.14, it follows that 7(f.) is well-defined, even though the bases of C,(X;ZG?) and
C.(Y;ZG) are well-defined only up to ordering and multiplication by elements of +G.

Proposition 2.29 ([Coh73, Statement 22.1]). Let f,g: X — Y be homotopic cellular homotopy
equivalences between finite CW complezes. Then 7(f) = 7(g) € Wh(G).

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 2.15, because homotopic homotopy equivalences
induce homotopic chain homotopy equivalences. (]

Now we can extend the definition of Whitehead torsion to arbitrary homotopy equivalences. If
f: X — Y is a homotopy equivalence between finite CW complexes, then it is homotopic to a
cellular homotopy equivalence f': X — Y, and we define 7(f) := 7(f’). By Proposition 2.29 this
is independent of the choice of f’. Moreover, it follows that if f, g: X — Y are arbitrary homotopy
equivalences and f ~ g, then 7(f) = 7(g).

Now that we have defined Whitehead torsion, it is worth recalling its key role: Theorem 2.2
states that a homotopy equivalence f: X — Y between CW complexes X and Y is simple if and
only if its Whitehead torsion 7(f) = 0 € Wh(m(Y)).

We collect a few key properties of Whitehead torsion.

Proposition 2.30 ([Coh73, Corollary 5.1A]). Let X andY be finite CW complexes and let f: X —
Y be a cellular map. Let Cyl; denote the mapping cylinder of f. Then the inclusion Y — Cyl; is
a simple homotopy equivalence.

Proposition 2.31 ([Coh73, Statement 22.4]). Let X, Y, and Z be finite CW complexes and let
f: X =Y and g: Y — Z be homotopy equivalences. Then

7(go f) = 7(9) + 9+(7(f))-

Proposition 2.32 ([Coh73, Statement 23.2]). For i = 1,2, let X;, Y; be finite CW complezes
and let f;: X; — Y; be a homotopy equivalence. Let i1: Y] — Y] X Yy and ig: Yo <— Y] X Y5 be
natural inclusion maps defined by fizring a point in Yo and Y7 respectively. For the product map
fl X fg: X1 x Xo— Y X YQ, we have

7(f1 % f2) = x(Ya) - i1.(7(f1)) + x (Y1) - i2.(7(f2))

Corollary 2.33. Let f1: M; — Ny and fo: Ms — No be homotopy equivalences between odd
dimensional manifolds. Then f1 X fo: My X My — N1 X N3 is a simple homotopy equivalence.

Proof. We have 7(f; x f3) =0, by Proposition 2.32 and the fact that x(N7) = x(N3) = 0. O

Proposition 2.34. Let f: X — Y be a homeomorphism between finite CW complexes. Then
7(f)=0.

Proof. By Theorem 2.6, f is a simple homotopy equivalence. Hence 7(f) = 0 by Theorem 2.2. O

The following generalises an observation of Wall. He pointed this out in the case where M, N
are simple Poincaré complexes [Wal74, p. 612], i.e. finite Poincaré complexes X for which the chain
duality isomorphism O*()~( ) — C’*()? ) is a simple chain homotopy equivalence. At the time, it was
known that smooth manifolds are simple Poincaré complexes [Wal99, Theorem 2.1] but the case
of topological manifolds was not established until the work of Kirby-Siebenmann [KS77, II1.5.13].

Proposition 2.35. Let M and N be closed n-dimensional topological manifolds. Let G = m1(N)
with orientation character w: G — {£1}, and let f: M — N be a homotopy equivalence. Then
7(f) € Tn(G,w).

Proof. Let F = (M) and 6 = w1 (f): FF — G. Since f is a homotopy equivalence, f.([M]) =
+[N], where [M] and [N] denote the (twisted) fundamental classes of M and N respectively. Since
Poincaré duality is given by taking cap product with the fundamental class, and the cap product is
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natural, we get a diagram of left ZG-module chain complexes that commutes up to chain homotopy
and sign:

e (M 2G0) << on—+(N.70)

c.om;z¢0) — <Y cvize)

Poincaré duality is a simple chain homotopy equivalence by [KS77, 111.5.13], so we have that
7(PD: C" *(N;ZG) — C.(N;ZG)) = 0. By Lemmas 2.26 and 2.27, the Poincaré duality map

PD: C" *(M;ZG%) = C"*(M; ZF)g-1 — C.(M;ZG%) = C,.(M; ZF)y-1
is simple too. It follows from Proposition 2.15 and Lemma 2.16 that 7(C™*(f)) + 7(C.(f)) = 0.
Therefore it is enough to prove 7(C"*(f)) = (—=1)"7(C«(f)).
By Lemma 2.19, we know that 7(C"*(f)) = (=1)"7(C~*(f)), and it follows from Defini-
tion 2.20 that 7(C~*(f)) = 7(C*(f)). Finally Lemma 2.24 shows that 7(C*(f)) = 7(C«(f)). We
deduce 7(C™"*(f)) = (—1)"7(C.(f)), completing the proof. O

We recall the definitions of hA- and s-cobordisms.

Definition 2.36. A cobordism (W; M, N) of closed manifolds is an h-cobordism if the inclusion
maps iy M — W and iy: N — W are homotopy equivalences. If in addition iy, and iy are
simple homotopy equivalences then W is an s-cobordism.

Definition 2.37. Suppose that W is an h-cobordism between closed n-dimensional manifolds M
and N. Let G = m (W) and let w: G — {£1} be the orientation character of W. We will write
7(W, M) and 7(W, N) to denote the Whitehead torsion of the inclusions M — W and N — W
respectively. We will refer to the composition N — M of the inclusion N — W and the homotopy
inverse of the inclusion M — W as the homotopy equivalence induced by W.

Proposition 2.38. Let W be an h-cobordism between closed, n-dimensional manifolds M and N .
Let G = (W) and let w: G — {£1} be the orientation character of W.

(a) We have that T(W,N) = (=1)"7(W, M) € Wh(G, w).
(b) If f: N = M denotes the homotopy equivalence induced by W, then we have

7(f) = =7(W, M) + (=1)"7(W, M) € Wh(G, w)
where w1 (M) is identified with G via inclusion. In particular 7(f) € Z,(G, w).

Proof. For (a) this is the “duality theorem” [Mil66, p. 394], translated into our conventions; see
also the Remark on [Mil66, p. 398]. Then (b) follows from part (a) and Proposition 2.31. O

3. REALISING ELEMENTS OF Wh(G) BY MAPS BETWEEN MANIFOLDS

Throughout this section, fix n > 4, a finitely presented group G, and CAT € {Diff, PL, TOP},
satisfying Hypothesis 1.1.

3.1. Realising via h-cobordisms. If (W;M,N) is an h-cobordism, then we will use the iso-
morphism 7 (ipr) to identify m (M) with 71 (W), and regard (W, M) € Wh(m (W)) as an el-
ement of Wh(m(M)). Here is the complete statement of the s-cobordism theorem, for closed
manifolds. It is due to Smale, Barden, Mazur, Stallings, Kirby-Siebenmann, and Freedman-
Quinn [Sma62, Bar63, Maz63, Sta67, KS77,FQ90].

Theorem 3.1 (s-cobordism theorem). Let M be a closed, CAT n-manifold with m (M) = G,

satisfying Hypothesis 1.1.

(a) Let (W;M,M') be an h-cobordism over M. Then W is trivial over M, i.e. W = M x [0,1],
via a CAT-isomorphism restricting to the identity on M, if and only if its Whitehead torsion
7(W, M) € Wh(G) vanishes.

(b) For every x € Wh(QG) there exists an h-cobordism (W; M, M') with (W, M) = x.

(¢) The function assigning to an h-cobordism (W; M, M') its Whitehead torsion T(W, M) yields
a bijection from the CAT-isomorphism classes relative to M of h-cobordisms over M to the
Whitehead group Wh(G).
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See [KPR22, Theorem 3.5] for details of the proof of part (b) in the case n = 4. In this case
there is an extra subtlety that does not occur for n > 5, because one has to check that M’ has the

same fundamental group as M.
Recall that Z,,(G,w) = {y + (-1)""7 | y € Wh(G,w)} < Wh(G, w).

Corollary 3.2. Let M be a closed, CAT n-manifold with 71 (M) = G and orientation character
w: G — {£1}, satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. For every x € T,(G,w) there exists a closed, CAT n-
manifold N and a homotopy equivalence f: N — M induced by an h-cobordism between M and N
such that 7(f) = x.

Proof. Let x € 7,,(G,w) and write x = —y + (—1)"7 for some y € Wh(G, w). Apply Theorem 3.1
to obtain an h-cobordism (W; M, N) from M to some n-manifold N with 7(W, M) = y. If f is the
homotopy equivalence induced by W, then 7(f) = —y + (—1)"y = = by Proposition 2.38 (b). O

Corollary 3.3. Let M and N be closed, CAT n-manifolds satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. Suppose
M has 71 (M) =2 G and orientation character w: G — {x1}. If there is a homotopy equivalence
f: N = M such that 7(f) € T,,(G,w), then there exists a closed, CAT n-manifold P that is simple
homotopy equivalent to N and h-cobordant to M.

Proof. By Corollary 3.2 there is an h-cobordism between M and some n-manifold P such that
7(g9) = 7(f) for the induced homotopy equivalence g: P — M. Moreover, if g~ denotes the
homotopy inverse of g, then g~ tof: N — P is a simple homotopy equivalence, because 7(g 1o f) =
T D+ g7 () =7(g7Y) + g7 (7(g)) = (g7 o g) = 7(Id) = 0 by Proposition 2.31. O

3.2. Realising via the surgery exact sequence. We recall the surgery exact sequence. Let M
be a closed CAT n-dimensional manifold with 71 (M) = G and orientation character w: G — {£1},
for some n > 4, satisfying Hypothesis 1.1.

Definition 3.4. The homotopy structure set of M, denoted S"(M), is by definition the set of
pairs (N, f), where N is a closed CAT n-manifold and f: N — M is a homotopy equivalence,
considered up to h-cobordism over M. That is, [N, f] = [N, f'] € S"(M) if and only if there is an
h-cobordism (W; N, N’), with inclusion maps i: N — W and ¢': N’ — W, together with a map
F: W — M such that Foi= f and Foi = f'.

We can similarly define the simple homotopy structure set S*(M) to be the set of pairs (N, f),
where N is a closed CAT n-manifold and f: N — M is a simple homotopy equivalence, considered
up to s-cobordism over M.

The Browder-Novikov-Sullivan-Wall surgery exact sequence for x € {h, s} is as follows [Wal99,
FQ90]; see also [Liic02, Theorem 5.12], [OPR21].

N(M x [0,1], M x {0,1}) 25 L% (ZG, w) ~=— §*(M) 22 N(M) 225 LE(ZG, w).

Here, N'(M x [0,1], M x {0,1}) and N (M) denote the sets of the normal bordism classes of degree
one normal maps over M x [0, 1] and M respectively. These sets do not depend on the decoration z.

The groups LZ(ZG,w) are the surgery obstruction groups. Elements of L"(ZG,w) are repre-
sented by nonsingular Hermitian forms over finitely generated free ZG-modules for n even, and by
nonsingular formations over finitely generated free ZG-modules for n odd, with the involution on
ZG determined by w. See e.g. [Ran80]. In the case of L?(ZG,w) the forms/formations are also
required to be based and simple.

The maps labelled o, are the surgery obstruction maps. For the definition of o4, we take a
degree one normal map (f,b): N — M, perform surgery below the middle dimension to make the
map [n/2]-connected, and then produce the based, simple form or formation (for n even or odd
respectively) of the surgery kernel in the middle dimension(s), to obtain an element of L? (ZG, w).
To define the map o}, we perform the same procedure, and then forget the data of the bases, to
obtain an element of L (ZG,w). One of the main theorems of surgery [Wal99],[Liic02] is that the
maps o, for x € {h, s}, are well-defined.

The map W, is the Wall realisation map. Given a z € L} |(ZG,w) and [My, fo] € S*(M),
Wall realisation produces a new element [My, f1] € S*(M) together with a degree one normal
bordism between (Mo, fo) and (M, f1) whose surgery obstruction equals z. This determines an
action of L7 | (ZG,w) on S*(M), and the map W, is defined by acting on the equivalence class
of the identity map, [M,Idy] € S*(M).
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The s and h decorated L groups are related by the exact sequence:

o L5 (26 w) = LN (ZGw) 2 B (Cyy Wh(G, w)) — LE(ZG, w) — LM (ZG,w) — -
(3.1)
Remark 3.5. The only proof we could find in the literature for this sequence is due to Shane-

son [Sha69, Section 4]. There, Shaneson attributed its derivation to Rothenberg, by a different
(unpublished) proof.

Here for the definition of the Tate group, Cy acts on Wh(G, w) via the involution. Recall that
H"(Cy; Wh(G,w)) 2 T, (G, w) /T (G, w) and 71 T (G, w) — TIn(G,w)/Z,(G,w) is the quotient
map. Define a map

7o S (M) — H" 1 (Cy:; Wh(G, w))
[N, f] = w(7(f)).
We check that this map is well-defined. By Proposition 2.35, the Whitehead torsion of a homotopy
equivalence between manifolds lies in J,(G,w). If we change the representative of [N, f] we

obtain an h-cobordism between N and some N’ over M, and by Proposition 2.38 this changes the
torsion by an element of Z,,(G, w). The map ¢ from (3.1) determines an action of L, (ZG,w) on

H™+1(Cy; Wh(G, w)), given by o = x + 1)(2) for € H™(Co; Wh(G,w)) and z € L, (ZG, w).
We will now establish two properties of 7.

Proposition 3.6. The map 7 is L' | (ZG,w)-equivariant. That is, for all z € L (ZG,w) and
[Mo, fo] € S"(M), we have T([Mo, fo]?) = 7([Mo, fo])*.

Proposition 3.7. There is a commutative diagram

Sh(M) o N(M)

— =t

H™(Co; Wh(G, w)) —2= LS (ZG, w)

L£LL+1 (ZG, ’LU)

=)
N
t~
I
N
Q
g

between the surgery exact sequence and the exact sequence (3.1).

Remark 3.8. This commutative diagram in Proposition 3.7 is part of a braid that appeared
in Jahren and Kwasik’s preprint [JK17, Diagram (6)], but was removed for the published ver-
sion [JK18]. In the case CAT = TOP, see also Ranicki [Ran86, p.359-360]. Neither reference
contains a proof.

In the proofs of these propositions we will need to work with Whitehead torsion in a more general
setting than (chain) homotopy equivalences, so we will use Milnor’s definition [Mil66, Section 3—4].
Given a chain complex C, of free ZG-modules with free homology H,. = H,.(C.), if bases are
chosen for both C, and H,, then the Whitehead torsion 7(C,) € Wh(G) is defined. In particular,
if H, is trivial, then it has a unique basis, so it is enough to choose a basis for C,.

Given a chain homotopy equivalence f: C, — D, between based chain complexes, Cohen [Coh73,
§16] showed that the definition of 7(f) from Section 2 coincides with Milnor’s definition of the
Whitehead torsion of the mapping cone €(f) of f, with basis determined by the bases of C, and
D, (which is the same as the Whitehead torsion of the pair (Cyl;, Cs)).

More generally, 7(C.) is also defined when H, is only stably free, equipped with a stable basis.
A module X is called stably free if X @ ZG* is free for some k > 0, and a stable basis of X is by
definition the data of an integer k and a basis of X ®ZG* for some k. Note that in this more general
setting, 7(C,) is no longer unambiguously defined when H, is trivial and C, is based, because the
stable basis of the trivial module is not unique. But it has a canonical stable basis (given by its
unique basis), so when H, is trivial, we will assume that it is equipped with the canonical stable
basis, unless we specify a different one.

In the proofs of Propositions 3.6 and 3.7, every space X will be equipped with a fixed map to M.
This allows us to take chain complexes and homology groups with ZG coefficients. That is, we will
write C,(X) for C..(X;ZGY) if f: X — M is the fixed map and 0 = 71 (f): m (X) — m (M) = G.
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Proof of Proposition 3.6. The case of odd n was proved in Shaneson [Sha69, Lemma 4.2], so we
will assume that n = 2q is even.

An element z € L | (ZG, w) is represented by a formation (H; Lo, L1), where H is a (—1)%-
symmetric hyperbolic form over ZG (of rank 2k) and Lo and L; are lagrangians in H. Let
[My, fo] € S"(M). First we recall the definition of the action of z on [My, fo].

Consider My x I and add k trivial g-handles, then we obtain a cobordism Wy between My and
N = Mo#k(S? x S9). There is an isometry H = H,(#*S9 x S7) such that Lo corresponds to
the subgroup generated by the % x S? (recall that all homology is with ZG coefficients by default
in this proof). Then Wy can also be constructed from N x I by adding k (¢ + 1)-handles along a
basis of Lg.

Next add k (¢ + 1)-handles to N x I along a basis of L;. This yields a cobordism W; between
N and some M, and we define W = Wy Uy Wy. It is a cobordism between My and M; over M
with the map F': W — M, which restricts to the composition of the projection My x I — My and
fo on My x I, and sends the extra handles to a point. Let

f ::F|M1:M1%M, Fi::F]Wi:Wi%M(i:O,l), g:=F|y: N— M.

Then [Mo, fol* = [Ma, fi].

Fix a basis of H. On L; we consider the basis which corresponds to the gluing maps of the
handles that are added to IV x I to construct Wj, this determines a dual basis on L}. The adjoint
of the intersection form on H is an isomorphism H — H*, and we get a split short exact sequence

0—-Li—-H—-L;—0 (3.2)

A splitting determines an isomorphism H = L; ¢ L}, and its Whitehead torsion, denoted z; €
Wh(G, w), is independent of the choice of the splitting (see [Mil66, Section 2]).

We note that changing the basis of H has the same effect on zg and x1, so 1 —xg is independent
of the choice of basis. In the case when the basis is given by the homology classes corresponding
to the spheres in H,(#"57 x S9), we have zo = 0 and 1(z) = 7(x1) by definition; see [Sha69, p.
312] and the correspondence between the different descriptions of the odd-dimensional L-groups
given at the end of [Wal99, Chapter 6]. Therefore we have, independently of the choice of basis of
H, that

Y(2) = w(x1 — w0) € H™H(Co; Wh(G, w)). (3.3)

Now consider the triple (Cylg,, W;, N), where Cylg, denotes the mapping cylinder of F;. We
compute the relative homology groups as follows:

(1) H*(W“N) = Hq+1(Wi7N) & Li;

(2) Hi(Cylg,,N) = Hy 1(Cylg,, N) = ker(H,(g)) = H, because Cyly, ~ M ~ My, and using
the construction of N as N = My#k(5? x S9);

(3) H.(Cylg,, Wi) = Hy1(Cylp,, Wi) = ker(Hy(F;)) = ker(Hy(g))/ ker(Hy(N — W) =
H/L; = Lj, because W; is constructed from Mo x I ~ M =~ Cylp by adding (¢ + 1)-
handles.

So all of these homology groups are free (over ZG), and we equip them with the previously chosen
bases. The long exact sequence

e d Hq+2(CyIFi,Wi) — Hq+1(Wi, N) — (34)

Hg11(Cylp,, N) = Ho1 (Cylg,, Wi) — Hy(Wi, N) — -+
is therefore isomorphic to the short exact sequence (3.2). If we regard it as a based free chain
complex with vanishing homology, then by the sign conventions in the definition (see [Mil66, p.
365]) its Whitehead torsion is (—1)%z;. The cobordism W; is simple homotopy equivalent to N
with a (¢ + 1)-cell attached for each basis element of L;, so

Ci(Wi, N) = Cor (Wi, N) = Ly = Hga (Wi, N) = H (Wi, N)
with the same choice of basis, therefore, again by the definition, 7(W;, N') = 0. Finally, Cylp, ~
M =~ Cyl, by Proposition 2.30, so 7(Cylg,, N) = 7(Cyl,, N). Hence by [Mil66, Theorem 3.2] we
have
7(Cyly, N) = 7(Cylp,, Wi) + (=1)%z;,
which implies that
X — Tp = (—1)q+1(T(Cy1F1, W1) — 7(Cylg,, Wo)).
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Next consider the triple (Cylp,, Ws, M;). Since W; can be obtained from M; x I by adding k
trivial g-handles, we have W, ~; M; V (\/k S?). We choose the basis corresponding to the spheres
in both C., (Wi, M;) = Cy(Wy, M;) = Co(\V* S9) and H,(W;, M;) = H,(W;, M;) = H,(\/* $9), so
that 7(W;, M;) = 0. Since f;: M; — M is a homotopy equivalence and Cylp ~, M ~; Cylp,
we have H,(Cylg ,M;) = H,(Cylp,M;) = 0 and 7(Cylg,, M;) = 7(Cylp,, M;) = 7(f;). In the
homological long exact sequence of the triple (Cyl r,» Wi, M;) all terms are trivial except for the
isomorphism

0 — Hyi1(Cylp, Wi) = Hy(Wi, M;) = 0 (3.5)
We equipped Hy1(Cylp,, W;) = L} with the dual of the basis of L;. Since the handles added to
M; x I to obtain W; (determining the basis of H,(W;, M;)) are the duals of the handles added to
N x I to obtain W; (corresponding to the basis if L;), the isomorphism (3.5) preserves the basis.
Therefore the Whitehead torsion of the long exact sequence (3.4) vanishes. So by [Mil66, Theorem
3.2] we have 7(f;) = 7(Cyly,, W;). Therefore z1 — 2o = (—=1)7(7(f1) — 7(fo)), which implies that
m(x1—x0) = w(7(f1) —7(fo)). Combining with (3.3), we have w(7(f1)—7(fo)) = m(x1—x0) = P(z).
Hence, as required, we have:

7([Mo, fol?) = 7([My, f1]) = (7 (f1)

)
(7(fo)) +m(r(f1) — 7(fo)) = (7 (fo)) + m(21 — 20)
([Mo, fol) + ¥ (2) = 7([Mo, fo])* O

Proof of Proposition 3.7. The first triangle commutes by Proposition 3.6 combining with the fact
that 7([M,Id]) = 0. The last triangle commutes by the definitions of o4 and oy, see e.g. [Ran86,
p-359-360]. The map oy is by definition the map o4 followed by the map F: L (ZG,w) —
LM"(ZG, w) that forgets bases. So we need to prove that the square commutes. Let [N, f] € S*(M),
then 7y, ([N, f]) € N(M) is the normal bordism class of f: N — M (with an appropriate bundle
map), and T([N, f]) = w(7(f)). We need to determine the image of these elements in L (ZG, w).

First assume that n = 2q is even. Since f is g-connected, os(n ([N, f])) is defined as a form
on ker(Hy(f)) = Hg41(Cyly, N), which is trivial (because f is a homotopy equivalence), and it
is equipped with a certain stable basis. The stable basis of Hq+1(Cy1f,N ) = 0 is chosen such
that with this choice 7(Cyly, N) = 0 (where H;(Cyly, N) = 0 is equipped with the canonical
stable basis if i # ¢+ 1). If H;11(Cyl;, N) were also equipped with the canonical stable basis,
then the Whitehead torsion of (Cyl;, N) would be equal to 7(f). Therefore the transition matrix
between the chosen and the standard stable basis (when both are regarded as bases of ZGF for
some k > 0) has Whitehead torsion (—1)?7(f). In L (ZG,w) the same element o4(ny ([N, f]))
is also represented by a standard hyperbolic form with a basis such that the transition matrix
between the chosen and the standard basis has Whitehead torsion (—1)97(f).

The image of w(7(f)) in L (ZG,w) is represented by a standard hyperbolic form with a basis
with the property that if x denotes the Whitehead torsion of the transition matrix between the
chosen and the standard basis, then x € 7,(G,w) and w(x) = =« (7(f)) (see [Sha69, p. 312]).
In particular, the representative of o4(n,([V, f])) constructed above also represents o(7([N, f])),
noting that ((—1)27(f)) = 7(r(f)), because H"+(Cy; Wh(G, w)) is 2-torsion. Hence the square
commutes if n is even.

Next consider the case when n = 2¢ + 1 is odd. Let U denote a tubular neighbourhood of a
disjoint union of embeddings S? — N representing a generating set of ker(m,(f)) and let No = N'\
Int U. We identify H,(0U) with the standard hyperbolic form, then H,11(U,0U) (more precisely,
its image under the boundary map) corresponds to the standard lagrangian. We can assume
that f|U is constant, so f|N0 is a map of pairs (Ny,0U) — (M,*). Then ker(Hg41(No,0U) —
Hy1(M, %)) = Hq+2(Cy1f|NO,N0 U Cyly),,, ) determines another lagrangian in H,(0U). We equip
H,(0U) and Hy41 (U, OU) with their standard bases, and Hgo (CylﬂN0 ; NoUCyly, ) with a stable
basis such that T(CylleO ;s No U Cyly,,) = 0. Then os(ni([N, f])) is represented by the formation
(Hy(0U); Hy1 (U, aU),Hﬁg(CyIﬂNO,NO U Cylfbu)). Since f is a homotopy equivalence, we can
take the empty generating set for ker(m,(f)). Then H,(0U) = 0, so we have the trivial formation,
with the standard basis on the ambient form and on the first lagrangian. The stable basis on the
second lagrangian, H, 2(Cyls, V), is chosen such that 7(Cyls, N) = 0. Therefore the transition
matrix between this stable basis and the standard one has Whitehead torsion (—1)4T17(f). In

Il
I )
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L: (ZG,w) the same element o,(nn ([N, f])) is also represented by a formation on the standard
hyperbolic form given by the standard lagrangians, such that the ambient form and the first
lagrangian are equipped with their standard bases, and for the second lagrangian the transition
matrix between the chosen and the standard basis has Whitehead torsion (—1)%17(f).

The image of 7w(7(f)) in L (ZG,w) is represented by a formation on the standard hyperbolic
form given by the standard lagrangians, such that the ambient form and the first lagrangian
are equipped with their standard bases, and if x denotes the Whitehead torsion of the transition
matrix between the chosen and the standard basis of the second lagrangian, then z € 7, (G, w) and
m(x) = w(7(f)). Again we use that we can ignore signs because ﬁ"+1(02; Wh(G, w)) is 2-torsion.
So the representative of o (n, ([N, f])) constructed above also represents o(7([N, f])), showing that
the square also commutes if n is odd. O

Corollary 3.9.

(a) Im7 = o~ (Im o).
(b) Im® C o~ (Imoy).

Proof. First we prove (a). The commutativity of the square in Proposition 3.7 implies that Im 7 C
0 *(Imo,). For the other direction assume that = € H"(Cy; Wh(G, w)) and o(z) = o4(y) for
some y € N(M). Then op,(y) = Foog(y) = Foo(z) =0, so y = np(v) for some v € S"(M). Then
o(z —7(v)) = o(x) — os(nr(v)) = o(x) — 05(y) =0, so x — T(v) = (z) for some z € L! | (ZG,w).
So by Proposition 3.6 x = 7(v)* = 7(v*) € Im 7.

For (b), since Id); has vanishing surgery obstruction, we have Imv = ker o C o~ !(Imo,). O

Corollary 3.10. Let z € ﬁ"“(Cg;Wh(G,w)). If x € Tmp, then there is a CAT n-manifold N
and a homotopy equivalence f: N — M such that w(7(f)) = z.

Proof. By Corollary 3.9, z = 7([N, f]) for some [N, f] € S"(M). O

Remark 3.11. There is a common generalisation of the two realisation techniques used in Section 3.
Let L7 (ZG,w) denote the surgery obstruction groups defined in [Kre85, Section 4]. Similarly to
L (ZG,w), the elements of L7 (ZG,w) are represented by based nonsingular forms/formations,
but, unlike the elements of Lf (ZG,w), they are not assumed to be simple. Thus there is a natural
forgetful map L7 (ZG,w) — LM(ZG,w) and L3(ZG,w) is the kernel of a map L3™(ZG,w) —
Wh(G,w) (see [Kre85]). There is also an action of Wh(G,w) on L7 (ZG,w) (which determines a
map Wh(G,w) — L& (ZG, w) by acting on 0) given by changing the basis; this action is transitive
on the fibers of the L3 ™ (ZG,w) — LM(ZG,w).

Wall’s construction for realising elements of L? (ZG,w) [Wal99] can also be applied to L7,
but it will only produce homotopy equivalences, not simple homotopy equivalences. The White-
head torsion of the resulting homotopy equivalence is given by the previously mentioned map
L3 (ZG,w) — Wh(G, w), and in fact the image of this map is in J, (G, w).

The realisation of L"(ZG,w), and the map W}, can be regarded as a special case of this
construction, by first choosing a basis for the form /formation representing an element of L” (ZG, w),
equivalently, choosing a lift in L%7(ZG,w). As the choice of basis is not unique, the homotopy
equivalence we obtain is not unique, and its Whitehead torsion (the value of 7) is only well-defined
in the quotient ﬁ"‘*‘l(C’g;Wh(G,w)). The realisation part of the s-cobordism theorem is also
a special case via the map Wh(G,w) — L%7(ZG,w). The Whitehead torsion of the homotopy
equivalence induced by the h-cobordism we get is of course in Z, (G, w).

In the rest of this section we will consider the orientable (w = 1) case, and omit w from the
notation.

Proposition 3.12. Let G, = Cyx X Cy,, with m > 2. For every even integer n = 2k > 0, the
map

Ui Lyt (Z[G]) — H™FH(Cos Wh(Gn))
18 surjective.

Proof. We verify that the forgetful map F: L3, (ZG,,) — L% (ZGy,) is injective. The conclusion
then follows from the exact sequence (3.1). First we apply Shaneson splitting to the domain and
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the codomain, to obtain a commutative diagram whose rows are split short exact sequences and
whose vertical maps are the forgetful maps [Ran86].

0 —— L5, (ZCy) — L3, (ZGy) —— LBy (ZCr) —— 0

| | |
0 — Lh (2C,) — Lb.(2G,) — LY, | (ZCy) — 0.

By the five lemma it suffices to show that the left and right vertical maps are injective. In [Bak76],
Bak gave computations of L (ZG) for X € {s, h,p} and G a finite group whose 2-hyperelementary
subgroups are abelian, which certainly holds for finite cyclic groups. See also [Bak75, Bak78] First
we note that, by [Bak76, Theorem 8], the forgetful map L, | (ZCy,) — L%, | (ZCy,) is injective.
So the right vertical map is injective.

To prove that the left vertical map is injective we also use [Bak76]. For a finite group G whose
2-Sylow subgroup Gz is normal and abelian, Bak defined ro := rk H(Cq; Wh(G)). On [Bak?76,
p. 386], he noted that if G5 is cyclic, as in our case G = C,, then ro = 0. Therefore by the
sequence (3.1), as shown on [Bak76, p. 390], it follows that L3, (ZC,,) — L% (ZCy,) is injective.
Hence F: L3, (ZG,,) — LY (ZG,,) is injective as desired. O

4. SIMPLE HOMOTOPY MANIFOLD SETS

In this section we prove Theorem E about the characterisation of simple homotopy manifold
sets. First we look at the analogous problem in the setting of CW complexes, which has a simpler
answer. Then we consider the case of manifolds, which will rely on the results of Section 3.

4.1. CW complexes. Fix a CW complex X and let G = 71(X). Our goal is to understand the
set C"(X) defined below.

Definition 4.1. Let C?(X) :== {CW complexes Y | Y ~ X}/ ~, .
We will need some auxiliary definitions.
Definition 4.2. If Y is a CW complex homotopy equivalent to X, then let
tx(Y)={7(f)| f: Y — X is a homotopy equivalence} C Wh(G).

Definition 4.3. For z € Wh(G) and g € hAut(X) let 29 = g.(z) + 7(g). Clearly z'4 = x and
29°9" = (29')9 (see Proposition 2.31), so this defines an action of hAut(X) on the set Wh(GQ).

With this notation we have the following theorem.
Theorem 4.4. The map tx induces a well-defined bijection
tx: CM(X) — Wh(G)/hAut(X).
The proof will consist of the following sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. If Y is a CW complex homotopy equivalent to X, then tx(Y') is an orbit of the
action of hAut(X) on Wh(G).

Proof. By Proposition 2.31 we have 7(g o f) = 7(f)? for every homotopy equivalence f: Y — X
and g € hAut(X). If f: Y — X is a homotopy equivalence and g € hAut(X), then g o f is also
a homotopy equivalence, so if z € tx(Y), then 29 € tx(Y) for every g. On the other hand, if
f, /'Y — X are homotopy equivalences, then there is a ¢ € hAut(X) such that f' ~ go f,
showing that if z, 2’ € tx(Y), then 2’ = 29 for some g. O

Lemma 4.6. IfY is a CW complex homotopy equivalent to X andY ~, Z, then tx(Y) =tx(Z).

Proof. Let h: Z — Y be a simple homotopy equivalence. If © € tx(Y), i.e. x = 7(f) for some
homotopy equivalence f: Y — X, then foh: Z — X is a homotopy equivalence with 7(f o
h) = 7(f) = = by Proposition 2.31. This shows that tx(Y) C tx(Z). We get similarly that
tx(Z) Ctx(Y), therefore tx (V) = tx(2). O

Lemma 4.7. If Y and Z are CW complexes homotopy equivalent to X and tx(Y) =tx(Z), then
Y ~, 7.
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Proof. Let ¢ € tx(Y) = tx(Z) be an arbitrary element, then there are homotopy equivalences
f:Y = Xand f': Z— X with 7(f) = 7(f') = 2. Let f~': X — Y denote the homotopy inverse
of f, then by Proposition 2.31 0 = 7(Idy) = 7(f~ 1) + f-2(7(f)) = 7(f %) + f-'(x). Hence we
have 7(f~to f)=7(fH + f1(r(f") = 7(f =) + f-t(z) = 0, showing that f~1o f': Z - Y is
a simple homotopy equivalence. O

Lemma 4.8 ([Coh73, (24.1)]). For every x € Wh(G) there is a CW complex Y and a homotopy
equivalence f:'Y — X such that 7(f) = x. O

Proof of Theorem 4.4. By Lemma 4.5, tx takes values in Wh(G)/hAut(X) and by Lemma 4.6
it induces a well-defined map tx on C*(X). Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8 imply that ¢y is injective and
surjective, respectively. O

Remark 4.9. There are two special cases when the action of hAut(X) on Wh(G) has a simpler
description.

First, assume that 7m1(g) = Idg for every g € hAut(X). Then 7(go g’) = 7(g9) + 7(¢’) for every
9,9 € hAut(X) and 29 = = + 7(g) for every © € Wh(G) and g € hAut(X). This implies that
{7(g) | g € hAut(X)} is a subgroup of Wh(G) and Wh(G)/hAut(X) is the corresponding quotient
group.

Second, assume that 7(g) = 0 for every g € hAut(X). Then 29 = g,(z) for every x € Wh(G) and
¢ € hAut(X). This means that the action of hAut(X) factors through the map m;: hAut(X) —
Aut(G), in particular hAut(X) acts via automorphisms of the group Wh(G).

4.2. Manifolds. Now we consider the problem in the manifold setting. Fix a closed connected
CAT n-manifold M and let G = 71 (M) with orientation character w: G — {£1}. Then we can
consider either all n-manifolds that are homotopy equivalent to M, or those that are h-cobordant
to M, up to simple homotopy equivalence, or manifolds homotopy equivalent to M up to the
equivalence relation generated by simple homotopy equivalence and h-cobordism.

Definition 4.10. Let
M"(M) := {closed CAT n-manifolds N | N =~ M} / ~,

MBECP (M) = {closed CAT n-manifolds N | N is h-cobordant to M} / ~,
M con (M) := {closed CAT n-manifolds N | N ~ M} /(~,,hCob)

where (~;, hCob) denotes the equivalence relation generated by simple homotopy equivalence and
h-cobordism.

As before, hAut(M) acts on the set Wh(G,w), and a subset tp(N) C Wh(G,w) is defined
for every manifold NV that is homotopy equivalent to M. By Proposition 2.35if f: N — M is a
homotopy equivalence between manifolds, then 7(f) € J,(G,w), so we can also define

up (N) =7ty (N)) ={w(7(f)) | f: N = M is a homotopy equivalence}
which is a subset of H"(Cy; Wh(G, w)).

Theorem 4.11.

(a) The subset J,(G,w) C Wh(G,w) is invariant under the action of hAut(M). The action of
hAut(M) on J,(G,w) induces an action on the set H"1(Cy; Wh(G, w)).
(b) The map tyr induces well-defined injective maps

ta: MU(M) = J,(G,w)/hAut(M) and th,: MY (M) — ¢(Z,(G, w)),
where q: Jn(G,w) = Jn(G,w)/hAut(M) denotes the quotient map, so that
1(Zn (G, w)) € Tu(G,w)/ hAut(M).
Similarly, the map uys induces a well-defined map

s M ycop (M) — H™(Co; Wh(G, w))/ hAut(M).
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(¢) There is a commutative diagram

MEEP (M) M(M) M hcon(M)

AT (G, 0)) > T (G, w)/ hAut(M) —s= H™1(Co; Wh(G, w))/ hAut (M)

In each row the first map is injective and the second map is surjective. In the top row the
composition of the maps is trivial, while the bottom row is an exact sequence of pointed sets.
(d) If Hypothesis 1.1 are satisfied, then %V'M 18 surjective, ups 18 injective, and the top row is an
exact sequence of pointed sets.
(e) If Hypothesis 1.1 are satisfied, then, using the notation from Section 3.2, the subsets

0 (Imoy,) C Jn(G,w) and (¢om)~*(Ima,) C H"!(Ca; Wh(G, w))
are invariant under the action of hAut(M), and we have
Imty = (0o m) (Imo,)/ hAut(M) and Imiy = o~ ' (Im o)/ hAut(M).

This implies Theorem E (see also Theorem 4.16 below). Note that parts (a), (b) and (c) do not
require Hypothesis 1.1 and so apply to smooth/PL 4-manifolds as well as topological 4-manifolds
with arbitrary fundamental group.

We will use the following lemmas in the proof of Theorem 4.11.

Lemma 4.12. Let N and P be manifolds homotopy equivalent to M. If N ~; P or N is h-
cobordant to P, then up(N) = upr(P).

Proof. If N ~, P, then t3;(N) = tp(P) by Lemma 4.6, so up(N) = w(tp(N)) = 7wt (P)) =
uM(P)

If N is h-cobordant to P and h: P — N is a homotopy equivalence induced by an h-cobordism,
then 7w(7(f o h)) = w(7(f)) + 7(fe(r(h))) = w(7(f)) for every homotopy equivalence f: N — M
(because f.(7(h)) € I,(G,w) by Proposition 2.38). Hence up(N) C upr(P). We get similarly
that ups(P) C up(IN), therefore up (N) = ups(P). O

Lemma 4.13. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.1 are satisfied, and N and P are manifolds homotopy
equivalent to M. Ifupr(N) = ups (P), then there is a manifold Q that is simple homotopy equivalent
to N and h-cobordant to P.

Proof. Since up(N) = up(P), there are homotopy equivalences f: N — M and g: P - M
such that 7 (7(f)) = 7(7(g)), equivalently, 7(f) — 7(g9) € Z,(G,w). If g~* denotes the homotopy
inverse of g, then (g~ o 1) = 7(g7) + g, (7() = 7(g-1) + 6 (r(9)) + 6 (r(f) — 7(9)) =
(g7 og)+g., (r(f)—7(9)) = g: 1 (7(f) —7(g)) by Proposition 2.31. So we can apply Corollary 3.3
to the homotopy equivalence g~ ' o f: N — P. O

Lemma 4.14. Suppose that N and P are manifolds satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. If there is a manifold
Q@ that is simple homotopy equivalent to N and h-cobordant to P, then there is a manifold R that
18 h-cobordant to N and simple homotopy equivalent to P.

Proof. Apply Corollary 3.3 to the composition of a homotopy equivalence P — @ induced by an
h-cobordism and a simple homotopy @ — N. O

Proposition 4.15. Suppose that N and P are manifolds satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. Then the

following are equivalent.

(a) The manifolds N and P are equivalent under the equivalence relation generated by simple
homotopy equivalence and h-cobordism.

(a) There is a manifold Q that is simple homotopy equivalent to N and h-cobordant to P.

Proof. A chain between N and P of alternating simple homotopy equivalences and h-cobordisms
can be reduced to a chain of length two using Lemma 4.14. ]

Now we are ready to begin the proof of Theorem 4.11.
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Proof of Theorem 4.11. (a) If g € hAut(M), then 7(g) € J,.(G,w) by Proposition 2.35. Moreover,
m1(g) ow = w, hence g.: Wh(G,w) — Wh(G,w) is compatible with the involution, so if z =
—(—1)"Z, then g.(x) = —(—1)"g.(x). Hence, if x € J,(G,w), then 29 € J,(G,w), i.e. hAut(M)
acts on J, (G, w).

It 2,y € Jo(Gyw) and @ — y € To(Gyw), then 29 — 39 = (g.(2) + 7(9)) — (9.(9) + 7(9)) =
g«(x —y) € T,(G,w) (because g, is compatible with the involution). Therefore there is an induced
action on H"+1(Cy; Wh(G, w)).

(b) If f: N — M is a homotopy equivalence for some n-manifold N, then 7(f) € J,(G,w) by
Proposition 2.35. Hence ¢y (N) C J,.(G,w) for every manifold N that is homotopy equivalent to
M. Lemmas 4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 can be used again to show that ¢,; induces well-defined injective
maps tp: MIHM) — T (G,w)/hAut(M) and th,: MECP(M) — 7,(G,w)/hAut(M). If N is
h-cobordant to M and f: N — M is a homotopy equivalence induced by an h-cobordism, then
7(f) € Z,(G,w) by Proposition 2.38, showing that ¢t/ (N) € ¢(Z,,(G, w)).

The analogue of Lemma 4.5 shows that up/(N) is an orbit of the action of hAut(M) on
H"1(Cy; Wh(G,w)) (using that 7(7(g o f)) = m(r(f)9) = 7(r(f))? for every homotopy equiva-
lence f: N — M and ¢g € hAut(M)). Lemma 4.12 shows that uys induces a well-defined map on
My, (M),

(¢) This follows immediately from the definitions.

(d) The surjectivity of ty, and injectivity of @y, follow from Corollary 3.2 and Lemma 4.13,
respectively.

For the exactness of the top row, assume that N is equivalent to M under the equivalence
relation generated by simple homotopy equivalence and h-cobordism. By Proposition 4.15 there is
a manifold P that is simple homotopy equivalent to N and h-cobordant to M. This represents an
element of MIC°P (M), which is mapped to the equivalence class of N in M?(M).

(e) First consider o~ *(Im o), which is equal to Im 7 by Corollary 3.9. This is hAut(M )-invariant,
because for any [N, f] € S"(M) and g € hAut(M) we have 7(7(f))? = n(1(go f)) = T([N,go f]).
Since the action of hAut(M) on H™*1(Cy; Wh(G, w)) is induced by its action on J,(G,w), and
o Y (Imoy) is hAut(M)-invariant, 7= (o~ (Im o)) is hAut(M)-invariant too.

Now suppose that [N] € M?,hcob(M)~ Then there is a homotopy equivalence f: N — M and
un ([N]) is the orbit of 7(7(f)) = ([N, f]) € ImT = o~ !(Imo,). This shows that Imuy C
0 1(Imoy)/hAut(M). On the other hand, if x € p~!(Imoy) = Im7, then x = 7(7(f)) for some
homotopy equivalence f: N — M, and then [N] € Mg,hCob(M) and wups([N]) is the orbit of x.
Therefore Im iy, 2 o~ (Im o)/ hAut(M).

By the commutativity of the diagram in part (c), Im¢y; is contained in the inverse image of
Imauy = o (Imo,)/hAut(M), which is 77 1(o7!(Imoy))/ hAut(M). In the other direction, if
r € J,(G,w) and 7(x) € o~ '(Imo,) = Im7, then there exists a manifold N; and a homotopy
equivalence fi: Ny — M with 7n(7(f1)) = n(z). It follows that © = 7(f1) + y for some y €
Z,.(G,w). Use (f1)« to identify 71 (Ny) with G = (M) (since f1 is a homotopy equivalence,
the orientation character of N is also w). By Corollary 3.2 there exists a manifold Ny and a
homotopy equivalence fo: No — N; with 7(f2) = y. By Proposition 2.31 we have 7(f1 o f2) =
T(f1) + (f)«(7(f2)) = 7(fr) + 7(f2) = 7(f1) + y = @ (where (f1). = Id because we used f to
identify 71 (N;) with G). So for [Ny] € M"(M) we get that t5,([N2]) is the orbit of x, showing
that Imt,; O (oo m) "' (Imoy)/ hAut(M). O

In particular we have the following, which is immediate from Theorem 4.11.
Theorem 4.16. If Hypothesis 1.1 are satisfied, then there are bijections
thr: MECP (M) = (T, (G, w))
tar: MEM) S5 (0o m) Y (Imoy,)/ hAut(M)
e s M oo (M) = 071 (Ima,) / hAut(M).
With extra input from the map 1, the latter two statements become cleaner.

Corollary 4.17. If Hypothesis 1.1 are satisfied a@\d 1 s surjective, then there are bijections
MP(M) =2 J,(G,w)/ hAut(M) and MZhCOb(M) =~ H"t1(Cy; Wh(G, w))/ hAut(M).
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Proof. By Corollary 3.9 (b), H™(C; Wh(G,w)) = Im¢) C o~ (Imo,). Hence o~ '(Imo,) =
H" 1 (Cy; Wh(G, w)), (0o 7) (Imoy) = T.(G, w). O

Remark 4.18. If 7(g9) € Z,(G,w) for every g € hAut(M), then the proof of Theorem 4.11 (a)
shows that Z,,(G,w) is also an invariant subset under the action of hAut(M), and ¢(Z,(G,w)) =
Z,(G,w)/hAut(M). It also means that w(7(g)) = 0 for every g, so hAut(M) acts on the group
ﬁ"“(cg; Wh(G, w)) via automorphisms.

As in Remark 4.9, if 7(g) = 0 for every g, then hAut(M) acts on the groups Z,(G,w) and
JIn(G,w) via automorphisms. And if m1(g9) = Idg for every g, then J,(G,w)/hAut(M) and
H™1(Cy; Wh(G, w))/hAut(M) are quotient groups of J;, (G, w) and H"(Cy:; Wh(G, w)).

Now we consider some corollaries of Theorems 4.11 and 4.16.

Definition 4.19. Let M be a closed, CAT n-manifold with m (M) = G and orientation character
w: G — {£1}. We define the subsets

T(M) = {7(9) | g € hAut(M)} C J,,(G,w)
U(M) = {n(r(g9)) | g € hAut(M)} € H" ' (Co; Wh(G, w))

Proposition 4.20. Let M be a closed, CAT n-manifold satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. Let G = m (M)
with orientation character w: G — {£1}. Then |MEC°P(M)| > 1 if and only if I,,(G,w) \ T(M)
18 nonempty.

Proof. Note that T(M) = ty (M) C Jn(G,w) is the orbit of 0 under the action of hAut(M).
So ¢(Z,(G,w)) contains more than one element if and only if Z,,(G,w) \ T(M) is nonempty. By
Theorem 4.16 this is equivalent to M"C°P (M) containing more than one element. O

Proposition 4.21. Let M be a closed, CAT n-manifold satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. Let G = 7 (M)
with orientation character w: G — {£1}. Then |M% o, (M)] > 1 if and only if o~ (Im o) \U (M)
is nonempty. In particular, it is a sufficient condition that Im(¢) \ U(M) is nonempty.

Proof. Again U(M) = up (M) C H"(Cy; Wh(G, w)) is the orbit of 0 under the action of
hAut(M). So o~ !(Imo,)/hAut(M) contains more than one element if and only if o~ (Imoy) \
U(M) is nonempty. By Theorem 4.16 this is equivalent to M% ., (M) containing more than one
element. Finally, by Corollary 3.9(b) we have o~ (Im o) \ U(M) 2 Im() \ U(M). O

Proposition 4.22. Let M be a closed, CAT n-manifold satisfying Hypothesis 1.1. Then the
following are equivalent:

(i) [ME(M)] > 1.

(ii) Bither IMECP(M)| > 1 or My o (M)] > 1.

(iii) (oom)~t(Imay) \ T(M) is nonempty.

Proof. (i) < (ii). By Theorem 4.11 (c) and (d) we have |[M"(M)| = 1 if and only if [ MI°P(A1)| =
1 and ‘Mg,hCob(MH =1
(i) < (iii). Follows from Theorem 4.16 since T'(M) is the orbit of 0. O

Part 2. The simple homotopy manifold set of S' x L

In this part we consider S x L, the product of the circle with a lens space L. We will prove The-
orems B, C, and D about the simple homotopy manifold sets of S* x L. As described in Sections 1.4
and 1.5, we need to study the involution on Wh(C\, x C,,,) and the group hAut(S* x L). Section 5
contains our results about the groups Jp(Coo X Cin ), Zn(Coo X Cyn) and H™ 1 (Co; Wh(Cao X Cy))
(for n even), which rely on the results of Part 3. In Section 6, we prove that all homotopy auto-
morphisms of S x L are simple, and determine the automorphisms of C, x C,, induced by them.
In Section 7, we combine these results to prove Theorems B, C, and D.
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5. THE INVOLUTION ON Wh(Cy x Cp,)

In order to understand its involution, we first consider a direct sum decomposition of the
Whitehead group Wh(Co x G). This decomposition is derived from the fundamental theorem
for K1(ZG]t,t7']) [Bas68]; see also [Ran86], [Weil3, I11.3.6]. Whilst this theorem appeared for the
first time in Bass’ book, the paper of Bass-Heller-Swan [BHS64, Theorem 2’] is often mentioned
in conjunction with it, as an early version which contained several key ideas, and the theorem for
left regular rings, appeared there. See [Bas68, pXV] for further discussion.

We will use the version given by Ranicki [Ran86]. We start by defining the terms appearing in
the decomposition in Section 5.1. Section 5.2 contains the decomposition of Wh(Co x Cp,) and
the induced decompositions of 7, (Coo X Cr,), Zp(Coo X C,) and ﬁ”“(Cg; Wh(Co x Cp,)). These
will be combined with the results of Part 3 in Section 5.3, to prove Theorems 5.14, 5.15, and 5.17,
which will be the key algebraic ingredients in the proofs of Theorems B, C, and D respectively.

5.1. The [N(O and NK; groups. First we consider the Koy groups. For a ring R, we will define
the abelian group Ky(R), and, for a group G, the reduced group Ko(ZG). A convenient reference

for this material is [Weil3]. In Part 3, we will study the involution on I?O(ZG) in more detail when
G is a finite cyclic group.

Definition 5.1. For a ring R let P(R) denote the set of isomorphism classes of (finitely gener-
ated left) projective R-modules, which is a monoid under direct sum. Define K(R) to be the
Grothendieck group of this monoid, i.e. the abelian group generated by symbols [P], for every
P € P(R), subject to the relations [Py & P2] = [Py] + [P2] for P1, P, € P(R).

The assignment R — Ky(R) defines a functor from the category of rings to the category of
abelian groups. If f: R — S is a ring homomorphism, then Ko(f): Ko(R) — Ko(S) is the map
induced by extension of scalars P — fx(P) := S ®g P (see Definition 2.21) for P € P(R).

Definition 5.2. For a group G, let
Ko(ZG) = Ko(ZG)/Ko(Z),
where the map Ko(Z) — Ko(ZG) is induced by the inclusion i: Z — ZG.
Definition 5.3. For a group G and a (finitely generated) projective ZG-module P, the rank of P
is defined to be
tk(P) :=rky(e4(P))

where €: ZG — Z denotes the augmentation map and rky denotes the rank of a free Z-module.

We have that K((Z) = Z and, for P € P(ZG), the rank rk(P) coincides the the image of [P]
under the composition Ko(ZG) — Ko(Z) = Z induced by e. Since € o i = Idz, we have a splitting
of abelian groups Ko(ZG) = Z & Ko(ZG) given by [P] — (tk(P),[P]). In particular, K¢(ZG) is
the set of equivalence classes of projective ZG-modules P where P ~ Q if P @ ZG* = Q ® ZGY for
some 1,5 > 0.

For R a ring with involution, we can define a natural involution on Ky(R). If P € P(R), then
P* € P(R) (see Definition 2.23) since P @ @ = R"™ implies that P* ® Q* = R"™.

Definition 5.4. The standard involution on Ky(R) is given by [P] — —[P*]. This map preserves
the rank of projective ZG-modules and so induces an involution on Ky(ZG).

Next we define the Nil groups N K;(R) and recall some of their properties.

Definition 5.5. For a ring R, let
NK{(R) := coker(K;(R) — Ki(R[t])),
where the map K;(R) — K;(R[t]) is induced by the inclusion R — RJt].

Note that NK; is a functor from the category of rings to the category of abelian groups. If
R (and hence R[t]) is a ring with involution, then K;(R[t]) also has a natural involution (see
Section 2.2). This involution preserves the image of K7(R) — Ki(R[t]), and hence induces an
involution on N K7 (R), which we will denote by = — Z.

Definition 5.6. We equip NK;(R)? = NK;(R) ® NK;(R) with the involution (z,y) — (¥, ).
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We will need the following result of Farrell [Far77] (note that Nil, which is also written as Nilo,
coincides with NK; by [Bas68, Chapter XII; 7.4(a)]).
Theorem 5.7 (Farrell). For any ring R, if NK;(R) # 0, then NK;(R) is not finitely generated.

The following can be proven by combining results of Bass-Murthy [BM67], Martin [Mar75], and
Weibel [Wei09].

Theorem 5.8. Let m > 1. Then NK1(ZC,,) =0 if and only if m is square-free.

Proof. If m is square-free, then NK;(ZC,,) = 0 by [BM67, Theorem 10.8 (d)]. If n | m and
NK,(ZC,) # 0, then NK,(ZC,,) # 0 (by, for example, [Mar75, Theorem 3.6]). It remains to
show that NK;(ZCp2) # 0 for all primes p. This was achieved in the case where p is odd in
[Mar75, Theorem B] and in the case p = 2 in [Wei09, Theorem 1.4]. O

5.2. Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition of Wh(Cy x G). By [Ran86, p.329, p.357] we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 5.9 (Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition). Let G be a group. Then there is an isomorphism
of Z.C5-modules, which is natural in G:

Wh(Cao x G) = Wh(G) & Ko(ZG) & NK,(ZG)?

where the ZCsy-module structure of each component is determined by the involution defined in
Section 2.2, Definition 5.4 and Definition 5.6 respectively.

Proposition 5.10. Let G be a group. The decomposition of Theorem 5.9 restricts to the following
isomorphisms:

TIn(Coe x G) 2 Tn(G) & {z € Ko(ZG) | & = —(—1)"T} & NK1(ZG)
T, (Coo X G) 2 T, (G) & {x — (=1)"T | # € Ko(ZG)} & NK,(ZG)
where NK1(ZG) is embedded into NK1(ZG)? by the map x + (z,—(—1)"T).

Proof. Since Theorem 5.9 gives a decomposition of ZCs-modules, Z,,(C, X G) and J,(Cx X G)
are decomposed into the corresponding subgroups of the components on the right-hand side. If
(,y) € NK1(ZG)?, then (z,y) = (¥,%), so (z,y) = —(—1)"(x,y) if and only if y = —(—1)"Z, so

{(z,y) € NK1(ZG)? | (2,y) = —(=1)"(z,9)} = {(z, —(-1)"T) | x € NK1(ZG)}
which is isomorphic to NK1(ZG). Similarly, we have

(@,y) = (=1)"(z,9) = (z = (=1)"y, —(-1)"z — (-1)").
Therefore we have that
{(@,y) = (=1)"(z,9) | (x,y) € NK1(ZG)*} = {(z, ~(-1)"T) | v € NK1(ZG)}
which is isomorphic to N K3 (ZG). O
We immediately get the following corollary; see also [Ran86, p.358].

Corollary 5.11. Let G be a group. The decomposition of Theorem 5.9 induces an isomorphism
H™ 1 (Co; Wh(Coo x G)) = H™(Cy; Wh(Q)) ® H™ 1 (Cy; Ko(ZG)).

5.3. The groups J,(Coo X Cp)y I, (Coo X Cy), and IA{”‘H(CQ; Wh(Coo x Cypp)). In this section we
prove, using results from Part 3, our main results about the groups J,,(Coo X Cp), Zp,(Coo X Cip),
and H"(Co; Wh(Cyso x Cp)) for n even.

First note that by Proposition 5.10 and Theorem 5.7, for any group G and any n, if NK; (ZG) #
0, then J,(Co X G) and Z,,(C x G) are not finitely generated. If G is finite and n is even, then
we also have the following.

Lemma 5.12. Suppose that n is even and G is a finite group. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) |Tn(Cx X G)| < 00

(ii) |Zn(Cx x G)| < o0

(iii) NK1(ZG) = 0.
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Proof. Let SK1(ZG) = ker(K1(ZG) — K1(QG)) where the map is induced by inclusion ZG C QG.
It was shown by Wall [Wal74, Proposition 6.5] (see also [Oli88, Theorem 7.4]) that SK;(ZG) is
isomorphic to the torsion subgroup of Wh(G). Let Wh'(G) = Wh(G)/SK1(ZG) be the free part.
The standard involution on Wh(G) induces an involution on Wh'(G), and Wall showed this induced
involution is the identity (see [Oli88, Corollary 7.5]).

It follows that if 2 = —Z € Wh(G), then  maps to 0 € Wh'(G), so x € SK;(ZG). Hence
Z.(G) < Jo(G) < SKi(ZG). If @ is finite, then SK;(ZG) is finite [Wal74] and Ko(ZG) is
finite [Swa60] (see also Proposition 8.4 (ii)). Therefore the lemma follows from Proposition 5.10
and Theorem 5.7. O

Proposition 5.13. Suppose that n is even. Then for every m > 2 we have J,(Cy,) = 0, and

hence Z,,(Cy) = H" 1 (Cq; Wh(C,y,)) = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 2.10, Wh(C,,) is a finitely generated free abelian group. By [Bas74, Propo-

sition 4.2], the involution acts trivially on Wh(G) for all G finite abelian. Hence J,,(Cy,) = {z €

Wh(Cyp,) |z = —2} =0. O
The next three theorems are the main results of Section 5. They will be established as a

consequence of Theorems 11.1, 11.2 and 11.3, which will be proven in Section 11 (which is in
Part 3). These results were stated in the introduction as Theorems 1.6, 1.7 and 1.8 respectively.

Theorem 5.14. Suppose that n is even and m > 2 is an integer.
(i) |Tn(Coo X C)| =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,17,19};
(i) |Tn(Coo % Cr)| = o0 if and only if m is not square-free;
(iil) |Jn(Coo x Cp)| = 00 super-exponentially in m.
Theorem 5.15. Suppose that n is even and m > 2 is an integer.
(i) |Zn(Coo x C)| =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,15,17,19,29};
(ii) |Zn(Coo X Cp)| = 00 if and only if m is not square-free;
(iil) |Zn(Coo X Cy)| — o0 super-exponentially in m.
Remark 5.16. To write Theorem 5.14 (i) another way, the m > 2 for which |7, (Co X Cpy)| =1
are as follows:

_Jp,  where p <19 is prime
B 2p, where p < 7 is an odd prime.

Furthermore, Theorem 5.15 (i) states that |Z,(Cs x Cp,)| = 1 if and only if |7, (Coe X Cpy)| = 1
or m € {15,29}.

Proof of Theorems 5.14 and 5.15. First note that Theorem 5.14 (ii) and Theorem 5.15 (ii) imme-
diately follow from Theorem 5.8 and Lemma 5.12. For the proofs of (i) and (iii), we can therefore
restrict to the case where m is square-free, when NK;(ZC,,) = 0. By Propositions 5.10 and 5.13
we then have:

TIn(Coo % Cy) 2= {x € Ko(ZCy) | T = —a}
Zo(Coo x Cr) = {z —F | 2 € Ko(ZCy)}.
The results follow from Theorems 11.1 and 11.2 (see Section 11). g

Theorem 5.17. Suppose that n is even and m > 2 is an integer.
(i) |[H"(Co; Wh(Coo x Cyn))| = 1 for infinitely many m.
(i) [H™(Cy; Wh(Coo x Cpp))| < 00 for every m.
(iii) sup |[H™ ' (Co; Wh(Co x C1))| = 00 exponentially in m.
1<m

Note that (i) and (iii) imply that
lim inf |[H™ T (Cy; Wh(Coo x Cyn))| = 1,limsup [H™ 1 (Ch; Wh(Cog x Cpy))| = c0.
m—r 00

m— o0

Proof. Tt follows from Corollary 5.11 and Proposition 5.13 that

Sl o Pl T o {7 € Ky(2Cy) |z = -7}
H™ 1 (Co; Wh(Coo x Cp)) 2 HY(Co; Ko(ZCy)) vl Rzl
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Hence parts (i) and (iii) follows from Theorem 11.3, which will be proved in Section 11. Part (ii)
follows from the fact that Ko(ZC),) is finite [Swa60] (see also Proposition 8.4 (ii)). O

6. HOMOTOPY AUTOMORPHISMS OF ST x L

Fix k,m > 2 and ¢1,...,q, such that ged(m,q;) = 1. Let L = Log_1(m;q1,...,qx) be a
(2k — 1)-dimensional lens space with 7 (L) = C,,,. We will be interested in the product S* x L
and its homotopy automorphisms. Fix basepoints of S! and L and let i;: S* — S' x L and
io: L = S' x L denote the standard embeddings, we will identify S* and L with their images in
St x L. Let G =Co x Cp, 21 (St x L).

6.1. The automorphism induced on the fundamental group. Our first goal is to determine
which automorphisms of G can be realised by homotopy automorphisms of S! x L, i.e. to describe
the image of the map m: hAut(S' x L) — Aut(G) Note that the automorphisms of G = Coo X Cy,
can be expressed as matrices of the form (& ?), where a € {£1}, b € C},, and ¢ € C)¥ = Aut(Cy,).

Lemma 6.1 ([Coh73, Statement 29.5]). Letc € C). There is a homotopy automorphism f: L — L
such that w1 (f) = c if and only if ¢* = £1 mod m.

Lemma 6.2.

(a) There is a diffeomorphism f € Diff(S* x L) such that m (f) = (7
(b) There is a diffeomorphism f € Diff (S x L) such that mi(f) = ({1

Proof. (a) Take f = r x Idy, for an orientation-reversing diffeomorphism r: S — S*.

(b) Let S2k=1 = {(z1,...,2) | Y |2]®> = 1} C C*. Recall that L = Log_1(m;q1,...,qx)
is the quotient of S?*~! by the C,,-action generated by (z1,...,2;) + ((Tz1,...,(%2), where
¢ = e¥™/™  Define ¢: S — Diff(L) by e*™ s ([21,...,2x] = [(1t21,...,(%2]). Then we can
define a suitable diffeomorphism f by f(x,y) = (x, d(z)(y)). O

Lemma 6.3. For every homotopy automorphism f: S x L — S' x L there is a homotopy auto-
morphism fo: L — L such that f ois ~ g0 fo: L — S' x L.

Proof. Since 71 (L) 2 C,, is the torsion subgroup of 71 (S* x L) & C., X Cppn, the restriction of my (f)
is an isomorphism 71 (L) — 71 (L), and hence Im 71 (fois) = Im 71 (p) where the covering p: RxL —
S1 x L is the product of the universal covering of S! and Id;. By the lifting criterion [Hat02,
Proposition 1.33], f oiy has a lift f2 L — R x L such that foiy = pOfg Let m: Rx L — L denote
the projection. Since R is contractible, the universal covering map R — S' is null-homotopic. It
follows that p ~ iy o . Thus

foiy=pofo~igomo fo=izo fo,

where by definition fo =7o f;: L— L.
This implies that 71 (f2) is the restriction of 71(f), so it is an isomorphism. Since 7;(i2) is an
isomorphism for j > 1 and f is a homotopy automorphism (hence 7;(f) is an isomorphism), m;(f2)

is also an isomorphism. Therefore f, is a homotopy automorphism too. O

Definition 6.4. Let Agx(m) < Aut(G) denote the subgroup of matrices (&%) such that ¢* = +1
mod m.

Theorem 6.5. We have Im(my: hAut(S? x L) — Aut(GQ)) = Agi(m).

Proof. Suppose that f: S x L — S! x L is a homotopy automorphism with m(f) = (¢%). By
Lemma 6.3 there is a homotopy automorphism fs: L — L such that f o iy ~ i3 0 fo. This implies
that 7 (f2) = ¢, so by Lemma 6.1 ¢ = £1 mod m. Therefore 7 (f) € Aax(m).

Let ¢ € C% be such that ¢ = 41 mod m. By Lemma 6.1 there is a homotopy automorphism
f: L — L such that 7 (f) = c¢. Then Idg: x f is a homotopy automorphism of S* x L such that
m(Ids: xf) = (§9). Matrices of this form, together with the matrices realised in Lemma 6.2,
generate Agy(m). Therefore Agy(m) C Im(my: hAut(S! x L) — Aut(Q)). O



SIMPLE HOMOTOPY TYPES OF EVEN DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS 29

6.2. The Whitehead torsion. Next we prove that every homotopy automorphism of S' x L is
simple.

Theorem 6.6. If f € hAut(S* x L), then 7(f) = 0.

Remark 6.7. When m is odd, this also follows from results of Khan and Hsiang-Jahren. By [Khal?7,
Corollary 6.2], hAut(S! x L) is generated by maps of the form f x Idy, Idg: xg and rp,, where
f € hAut(S'), g € hAut(L), h: S* — Map(L) and rp,(z,y) = (z,h(x)(y)). By Proposition 2.32,
generators of the first two types have vanishing Whitehead torsion. If m is odd, then it follows
from [HJ83, Proposition 3.1] that 7(ry) = 0 (see also [Khal7, Corollary 6.4]).

The proof consists of two parts, which we will prove in the following two lemmas. For a CW
complex X and an integer n > 0, let sk, (X) denote the n-skeleton of X. We will endow S! x L
with a standard CW decomposition, that we recall during the next proof.

Lemma 6.8. Ifg: S' x L — S' x L is a homotopy automorphism such that g‘LuSk%,g(sle) =1d,
then 7(g) = 0.

Proof. We will denote the generators of the components of G by a € C, and g € C,,. Let
Y= Z;’L:_Ol B € ZC,, C ZG be the norm element of ZC,,.

The lens space L = Log_1(m;qi,...,qr) has a CW decomposition with one cell E; in each
dimension 0 < j < 2k — 1 (see e.g. [Coh73, §28]). The corresponding cellular chain complex

(CF,dE) with ZC,, coefficients has C[ = ZC,, for every j and

dLt =

{Z if j is even
J

Brn—1 ifj=2hn—1

where r,,q, = 1 mod m.

The product M = S x L has a CW decomposition containing the cells of L, plus a (j + 1)-cell
Ej 4, the product of E; and the 1-cell of S, for every 0 < j < 2k —1. Its chain complex (CJM, d;w)
with ZG coefficients is the tensor product of (C’JL ,dJL) and the chain complex of S' with ZCL,
coefficients, ZCy 2 ZCs. Tt has CM = C’% >~ 7ZG and CJM ~ ZG? for every 1 < j < 2k —1

(with ZG @ {0} corresponding to E; and {0} @ ZG corresponding to E}). The differentials are

g —1 ™ —1 0
d{”( ,odM o = 5a_1 g ) forh>1,

a—1

r by 0
= (1—a,p™ 1), d%:(l_a ﬁrh_1> for h < k.

We write elements of ZGJ as row vectors, so a homomorphism ZG7 — ZG" is multiplication on
the right by a j x h matrix.
We can assume that g is cellular, let g;: CJM — CJM denote the induced chain map. Since

g‘LUskzk,z(LxSl) = Id, we have g; = Id for every j < 2k — 2 and 92’“*1|ZG@{0} =1Id.

We investigate the map gor—1: C3L_| — CM . Tt is represented by a 2 x 2 matrix with entries
in ZG, with respect to the basis corresponding to Eox_1 and E}, ;. Since ggk_1|ZG@{O} = Id,

10

the matrix is ( ) for some z,y € ZG. To compute x and y, we consider the difference between

Ty
g and Id on E},_,. Since g|,,, = Id, the cell B}, _, and g(E},_,) together form a map
2k—1

S§2k=1 5 §1 x L. This map represents an element of mop_1(S* x L) = mop_1 (R x S?~1) = 7, 50
its homotopy class is an integer multiple of that of the inclusion S?*~1 — R x §2¢=1 composed
with the projection R x S?*=1 — S1 x L. The image of the fundamental class of S?*~1 under this
composition is represented by the chain ¥ € ZG & {0} < ZG? =2 CM . So E}, _, and g(E}, ;)
differ by some integer multiple of ¥ € ZG @ {0}. Therefore (by changing g on EY, , and E,,
to replace it with another cellular map which is homotopic to it) we can assume that y = 1 and
z = aX for some a € Z. That is, gop—1 = (5 9).

Since (g;) is a chain map, we have d}! o gor. = gor—1 0 d}f. When converted to matrices this
yields

gl =@ 7 1) = (L - % 1) (L 9) = (1—a,f™ — 1),
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since f"¢% = 3. Looking at the first coordinate, we have gar(1 — ) = (1 — «). Multiplication by
(1 — @) is an injective map ZG — ZG, so we deduce that gop = 1.

Therefore g; is an isomorphism for every j. By Lemma 2.18 we can compute the torsion via the
formula 7(g) = Z?io(—l)j[gj]. Since gor—1 is an elementary matrix and g; = Id for j # 2k — 1,
this implies that 7(g) = 0. O
Lemma 6.9. For every homotopy automorphism f: S' x L — S x L there is another homotopy

automorphism g such that 7(f) = 7(g) and 9|LuSk2k,2(Lx31) =Id.

Proof. By Lemma 6.3 there is a homotopy automorphism fo: L — L such that foiy ~ig0 fo.

Let h: L — L be the homotopy inverse of f2, and let h := Idg1 xh: S x L — S' x L. Note that

hoiy =ig0oh: L — S! x L. By Corollary 2.33 7(h) = 0. Let f' = foh. Then by Proposition 2.31,

we have that 7(f") = 7(f). Moreover, combining the above observations we have
floig=fohoiy= foigoh=~iyo fyoh=~is.

This means that after changing f’ by a homotopy we can assume that f’ { ;= 1d.

The embedding i;: ST — S x L represents (1,0) € m1(S* x L) & C, x Cp,. Since m1(f’) is
an automorphism of Ci, X Cpn, m1(f")71(1,0) = (a, b) for some a € {+1}, b € Cy,. It follows from
Lemma 6.2 that there is a diffeomorphism h € Diff(S! x L) such that 71 (h)(1,0) = (a,b). Let
1" = f'oh. Then 7(f”) = 7(f’") by Proposition 2.31 and Chapman’s Theorem 2.6. Moreover
m1(f")(1,0) = (1,0), i.e. f” o4y =~ i3. The diffecomorphisms constructed in Lemma 6.2 keep L
pointwise fixed, so f”’L = Id, and after applying a homotopy we can also assume f”’sl =1d.

Finally, we recursively construct maps f]’-’ for every 1 < j < 2k — 2 such that f” ~ fj’-’ rel
StV L and f]’-’}LUSk]_(LXsl) = Id. We start with f{" = f". If fI’ ; is already defined, we consider
the single j-cell E/ in S' x L — L. Since fjf’_1|aE, = Id, the cell £} and f/ ,(E) together form

_ i
amap S/ — S x L. This map is nullhomotopic (because m;(S* x L) = m;(R x S**~1) = 0 for
2 <j<2k-2),s0 f' |, is homotopic to Idg; rel OFE}. We can extend this homotopy to a

y = Id. Therefore f; can be defined for

B
J
homotopy between f7' | and an f/ with f7
every 1 < j <2k —2.
To complete the proof of Lemma 6.9, we take g = fy; _,: S x L — S x L. O

|LuSkj (Lx S

Proof of Theorem 6.6. Consider a homotopy equivalence f: S' x L — S' x L. By Lemma 6.9,
we can replace f by a homotopy equivalence g: S x L — S x L such that 7(f) = 7(g) and

g’LUSkzk,Q(LXSI) = Id. Then g satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 6.8, and so 7(g) = 0. Therefore

7(f) =0, and f is a simple homotopy equivalence, as desired. O

7. THE PROOF OF THEOREMS B, C, AND D

We can now combine the results of the previous sections to prove Theorems B, C, and D.
Let n = 2k > 4 be an even integer and fix a category CAT satisfying Hypothesis 1.1.

Recall the definition of the sets M% (M), MEP(M) and MY .1, (M) from Definition 4.10. Also
recall the definition of Agg(m) (Definition 6.4): Agg(m) < Aut(Coo X C,) denotes the subgroup
of matrices (¢ %) such that ¢ = 1 mod m. Note that Asx(m) acts on Wh(Cw x Cyy,) and on the
subgroups Z,,(C % Cy,) and J,(Coo x Cyy).

Proposition 7.1. Letm > 2 and q1, . .., g such that ged(m,q;) = 1. Let L = Log_1(m;q1, ..., qx)
be an (n — 1)-dimensional lens space with w1 (L) = C,,. Let G := Co x Cpy, 2 w1 (S* x L). Then
there are bijections of pointed sets M"(S'x L) = 7,,(G)/Aa(m), MECP(SIx L) = T, (G)/Azr(m)
and M 6o, (S* x L) 2 H™1(Cy; Wh(G)) /Azi,(m).

Proof. Firstly note that, since C, x C,, is polycyclic, it is a good group [FQ90, KOPR21], so
Hypothesis 1.1 is satisfied. Moreover, since the map v is surjective for G = C, X Cy,, w = 1 and
n even by Proposition 3.12, the vertical maps in the diagram of Theorem 4.11 (c) are bijections if
M = S' x L. Therefore M"(S! x L) = 7,(G)/hAut(S* x L), MECP(SL x L) = ¢(Z,,(G)), and
M cop (ST x L) 2 H™1(Cy; Wh(G))/ hAut(S* x L).

By Theorem 6.6, every homotopy automorphism of S' x L is simple, therefore the action of
hAut(S* x L) on Wh(G) factors through the action of Aut(G) (see Definition 4.3 and Remark 4.18).
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By Theorem 6.5, the image of m1: hAut(S! x L) — Aut(G) is Aax(m). In particular, the orbits
of the action of hAut(S' x L) and Agi(m) on Jn(G), Z,(G), and H™(Ca; Wh(G)) coincide.
This implies that 7,,(G)/hAut(S! x L) = J,,(G)/Aax(m), ¢(Z,.(G)) = L,,(G)/Aax(m). Hence, as
required, we have H"(Cy; Wh(@G))/hAut(S? x L) = H"1(Cy; Wh(G))/Agp(m). 0

In particular Proposition 7.1 implies that |[M”(S* x L)|, [MYC°P(S1 x L)| and IM hcob (ST X L)
are independent of the choice of the ¢; and of CAT, and only depend on n and m. This proves
part (a) of Theorems B, C, and D.

From now on, we will write M for S! x L, where L is any (n — 1)-dimensional lens space with

7T1(L) = Cm

Lemma 7.2. Let n = 2k > 4 be an even integer, m > 2 and G = Cs X C,,,. Then the following
hold.
(a) [ME(ME)| = 1 if and only if Tn(G) = 0.
) [ME(M)| = oo if and only if IJn( )| =
c) If ME(MP) is finite, then 2SIl < \/\/lh(M”)| < |Tn(@))].
d) |MBECP(MMY| =1 if and only ZfI (G)=0.
e) |MBECP (M| = oo if and only if |T,(G)| =
)
)
)
)

(b
(
(

(

(f) If MECP(M™T) is finite, then w < |MhC°b(M”)\ < |Z.(G)].

(8) IMLycon(Mp)| =1 if and only zf H"*l(C’g,Wh(G)) =0.

(h) ML oo (M)| = 0o if and only if [H" ! (Ca; Wh(G))| = o0

(1) If MP o (M) is finite, then T UCEWHEN | pqh \(Mm)| < [H™(Co; Wh(Q))].

Proof. (a) By Proposition 7.1, |[M"(M?)| = |7,,(G)/Az2r(m)|. The group Agy(m) < Aut(G) acts
on Wh(G), and hence on J,,(G), by automorphisms. So 0 € J,,(G) is a fixed point of this action,
and |7, (G)/Azx(m)| =1 if and only if J,(G) = 0.

(b) Aut(G), and hence its subgroup Asi(m), is finite. Hence |7, (G)/Aak(m)| = oo if and only
it 1 7,(G)| = o0

(c) It is easy to see that \Lﬁ;((f@))n < |Tn(G)/Agi(m)] < |Tn(G)]. We have |Agi(m)] < | Aut(G)] <
2m(m—1) < 2m? since elements of Aut(G) can be represented as matrices of the form (¢ ?), where
ac{xl},beCy, ce CX.

The proofs of parts (d), (e), and (f) (resp. parts (g), (h) and (i)) are entirely analogous to those
of parts (a), (b), and (c) respectively, and so will be omitted for brevity. O

Theorem 7.3. Let n =2k > 4 be an even integer and m > 2. Then the following hold.
) [ME(M2)| =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,17,19}.

(a

(b) |/\/lh(M”)| = oo if and only if m is not square-free.

(c) |IMP(M?)| — oo as m — oo (uniformly in n).

(d) |MECP(MRY| =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,15,17,19, 29}.
(e) |MECP (M) = oo if and only if m is not square-free.

(f) [MBCL(MM)| — 00 as m — oo (uniformly in n).

(g) There are infinitely many m such that |M2’hcob(Mﬁl)| =1 for every n.

(h) |Mghcob(M”)| is finite for every n and m.

(i) hmsup(lnf |MP hCob(Mn)D = 0.

m—r o0

Proof. (a), (b), (d), (e), (g), and (h) follow immediately from Lemma 7.2 and Theorems 5.14, 5.15,
and 5.17.

¢) For every m, it follows from Lemma 7.2 (¢) that |[MP(M?)| > w for every n.

() y m, s (M, o y
By Theorem 5.14 (iii) W — 00 as m — oo. Item (f), can be proved similarly using
Theorem 5.15 (iii).

(i) For every m, it follows from Lemma 7.2 (i) that inf,, [M} oo, (M) > lHﬂ'H(CQ;\;V"ligcx XCm))|,
By Theorem 5.17 (iii), we see that 51 sup;<,, |H" 1 (Cy; Wh(Coo XC)))| — 00 as m — co. This im-

|H" 1 (C2;Wh(Coo X C1))| |1 (Co;Wh(Coo X Cm))|
212 2m?2

= Q. D

plies that sup;,,

— 00 as m — 00. So the map m —
|H" ! (C2;Wh(Cloo X Cr))|
2m?2

is unbounded. Therefore lim sup,,,_, .
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This completes the proof of the remaining parts of Theorems B, C, and D, subject to the proofs
of Theorems 11.1 to 11.3 which will be postponed until Section 11. We can now deduce:

Theorem 7.4. There exists an infinite collection of orientable, CAT n-manifolds that are all
homotopy equivalent to one another but are pairwise not simple homotopy equivalent.

Proof. By Theorem 7.3 (b), if m is not square-free (e.g. if m = 4), then M"(M[) is infinite. Note
that M = S! x L is orientable, so the same is true for every n-manifold homotopy equivalent
to it. Therefore we can get a suitable infinite collection by choosing a representative from each
element of M"(M™). O

This completes the proof of Theorem A. Note that this does not depend on the results postponed
to Section 11. In particular, if m is not square-free, then |NK;(ZC,,)| = oo (Theorem 1.5) which
implies | 7;,(Coo X Cy,)| = 0o (Lemma 5.12) and so |[M"(M)| = oo (Lemma 7.2 (b)).

Part 3. The involution on Ky (ZC,,)

The aim of this part will be to prove Theorems 11.1, 11.2, and 11.3, which are key ingredients
in the proofs of Theorems 5.14, 5.15, and 5.17 respectively. In Sections 8 and 9, we will recall the
necessary background on class groups, Tate cohomology, and ZC5-modules. The main technical
heart of this part will be Section 10 where we will investigate the involution on [N(O(ZCm) and
prove general results which allow it to be computed. In Section 11, we make use of the results in
Section 10 to prove Theorems 11.1, 11.2, and 11.3. Throughout, we assume that all modules are
left modules.

8. LOCALLY FREE CLASS GROUPS

We will now recall the theory of locally free class groups for orders in semisimple Q-algebras.
Good references for this material are [Swa80, Section 1-3] and [CR87, Section 49A & 50E].

8.1. Definitions and properties. Recall that for a ring A, a nonzero A-module is simple if it
contains no simple A-submodules other than itself and 0, and is semisimple if isomorphic as an
A-module to a direct sum of its simple A-submodules. We say that a ring A is simple (resp.
semisimple) if A, viewed as an A-module, is simple (resp. semisimple). For a field K, a K-algebra
is a ring A for which K is a subring of the centre Z(A). A K-algebra is finite-dimensional if it is
finite-dimensional as a K-vector space.

Let A be a finite-dimensional semisimple Q-algebra. An order in A is a subring A C A that is
finitely generated as an abelian group and which has Q- A = A. For example, let G be a finite
group. Then A = QG is a finite dimensional Q-algebra which is semisimple by Maschke’s theorem
in representation theory, and A = ZG is an order in A.

From now on, fix an order A in a finite-dimensional semisimple Q-algebra A. For a prime p, let
Ap =7, ®z A and let A, = Q, ®g A denote the p-adic completions of A and A.

Definition 8.1. A A-module M is locally free if M), = Z,®7 M is a free A,-module for all primes p.

The following is [Swa80, Lemma 2.1]. Note that the converse need not hold, i.e. there exist
orders A and projective A-modules that are not locally free [Swa80, p. 156].

Proposition 8.2. If M is a locally free A-module, then M is projective.

We say that two locally free A-modules M and N are stably isomorphic, written M =y N, if
there exists r, s > 0 such that M @ A™ =2 N @ A® are isomorphic as A-modules.

Definition 8.3. Define the locally free class group C(A) to be the set of equivalence classes of
locally free A-modules up to stable isomorphism. This is an abelian group under direct sum (since
the direct sum of locally free modules is locally free).

It follows that C'(A) < Ko (A) is a subgroup, where K, is the Oth reduced algebraic K-group as
defined in Section 5.1. It is a consequence of the Jordan-Zassenhaus theorem that C(A) is finite
[CR87, Remark 49.11 (ii)].

We will now specialise to the case where A = ZG for G a finite group. In contrast to the
situation for general orders, we have the following [Swa80, p. 156]. By Proposition 8.2, this implies
that a ZG-module is projective if and only if it is locally free.
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Proposition 8.4. Let G be a finite group.

(i) If M is a projective ZG-module, then M is locally free.
(ii) There is an isomorphism of abelian groups Ko(ZG) = C(ZG). In particular, Ko(ZG) is
finite.

Finally we note the following which relates locally free class groups to ideal class groups (see
[Rei75, Section 35]).

Proposition 8.5. Let K/Q be a finite field extension. Then C(Ok) coincides with the ideal class
group of Ok.

8.2. Kernel groups. Let A be a finite-dimensional semisimple Q-algebra A. An order in A is
said to be mazimal if it is not properly contained in another other order in A. Since every finite
field extension of Q is separable, A is a separable algebra and so every order in A is contained in
a maximal order [Swa70, Proposition 5.1].

Let A be an order in A and let I be a maximal order in A containing A. The inclusion
map i: A < I induces a map i,: C(A) — C(I') given by extension of scalars [M] — [[' @4 M]
which is necessarily surjective by [CR87, Theorem 49.25].

Definition 8.6. Define the kernel group D(A) to be the kernel of the map i,: C(A) — C(T'). This
is often also referred to as the defect group.

The group C(T') does not depend on the choice of maximal order in A; in fact, if T'y, 'y are
maximal orders in A, then C(T'y) & C(T'z) [CR87, Theorem 49.32]. Furthermore, the kernel group
D(A) does not depend on the choice of maximal order. This can be seen from the fact that it can
be defined without reference to a maximal order: if M is a locally free A-module, then [M] € D(A)
if and only if there exists a finitely generated A-module X such that M & X = A™ & X for some
n [CR87, Proposition 49.34].

In particular, we have a well-defined exact sequence of abelian groups:

0—-DA)—-CA)—=C(T)—0

where I' can be taken to be any maximal order in A containing A.

8.3. The idelic approach to locally free class groups. Let A be an order in a finite-dimensional
semisimple Q-algebra A.

Definition 8.7. Define the idéle group

J(A) = {(ap) € HA; | ap € A for all but finitely many p} C HA;.
P P

As a subgroup of A, this is independent of the choice of order A [CR87, p. 218]. Every class
in C(A) is represented by a locally free A-module M C A [CR87, p. 218]. For each p, there
exists o, € A, such that M, = Ay, C A,. For all but finitely many p, M, = A, and so
ap € Ay, In particular, o = () € J(A). Conversely, given an ideéle a € J(A), we have that
Ao = AN, Apay, € Ais alocally free A-ideal. Let o, 8 € J(A). Then Ao = Af as A-modules
if and only if 8 € U(A) - a - A where A* C J(A) by sending a € A* to oy, = 1 ®q a for all p,
and U(A) = {(ap) € [[, 4y | ap € A) for all p} C J(A) [CR87, 49.6]. Furthermore, we have that
Aa® A =2 A @ Aap [CR8T7, 49.8]. This leads to the following.

Proposition 8.8. There is a surjective group homomorphism
[A-]: J(A) > C(A), aw—[Aa].
Remark 8.9. Whilst we will not make use of it in this article, we note that this leads to the formula

N J(A)
c)= Jo(A) - A% U(A)

for the locally free class group, where Jo(A) = {x € J(A) | nr(z) =1} and nr: J(A) — J(Z(A)) is
induced by the reduced norm. This is due to Frohlich [Fro75] (see also [CR87, Theorem 49.22]).
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8.4. Involutions on locally free class groups. Let A be an order in a finite-dimensional
semisimple Q-algebra A. Suppose further that A is a ring equipped with an involution =: A — A
which restricts to A, i.e. the map ~ is an involution on A as an abelian group which satisfies Ty = y-=
for all z,y € A and T € A for all z € A. For example, if G is a finite group and w: G — {£1} is
an orientation character, then A = QG has an involution given by Zle n;g; — Zle w(g:)nig; !
for n; € Z and g, € G which restricts to A = ZG (see Section 2.2). Given a (left) A-module M, we
now have the notion of a dual (left) A-module M* (see Definition 2.23).

We now note the following properties of the dual of locally free modules. This follows from the
fact that, by Proposition 8.2, locally free modules are projective and hence reflexive.

Lemma 8.10. Let M be a locally free A-module. Then:

(i) M™* is locally free;
(ii) The evaluation map ev : M — M**, m— (f — f(m)) is an isomorphism of A-modules.

We can use this to define an involution on the locally free class group.
Definition 8.11. There is an involution of abelian groups:
x: C(A) —» C(A), [M]— —[M7].
That is, * is a group homomorphism such that %2 = Idg(a-

In the case A = Z@, we have that Ko(Z@G) = C(ZG) and the involution above coincides with
the standard involution on IN{O as defined in Section 5.1.

We will now explore some properties of this involution. In what follows we refer to [CR87,
pp. 275-6]. This deals only with the case A = ZG, though the arguments there apply to the more
general setting described above.

It is an immediate consequence of the alternative description of the kernel group given in Sec-
tion 8.2 that, if [M] € D(A), then [M*] € D(A) [CR87, p. 275]. In particular, the involution x*
restricts to D(A). This implies that, if i: A < I for I' a maximal order in A, then * induces an
involution on C(T") via the map i,: C(A) = C(T'), and this coincides with the involution on C(T")
coming from the fact that I" is an order in A.

Recall that an involution on an abelian group is the same structure as a ZCs-module, where the
C-action is given by the involution. In particular, we have shown the following.

Proposition 8.12. There is a short exact sequence of ZCy-modules
0— D(A)—-C(A)—-C(T)—0
where D(A), C(A), and C(T') are ZCy-modules under the involutions described above.

We will conclude this section by noting that the idelic approach to class groups gives a different
way to define an involution on C'(A). The involution -: A — A induces involutions on A, for each
p and so on J(A). It can be shown that the involution fixes the subgroups A*, U(A) and Jo(A)
and so induces an involution on C(A) given by [Aa] — [A@] (see [CR87, p. 274]).

The following is proven in [CR87, p. 274].

Proposition 8.13. The involution on C(A) induced by the involution on J(A) is the standard
involution *: C(A) — C(A), [M] — —[M*].

This gives an alternate way to understand the standard involution on K 0(ZG). We make further
use of this description the following section.

9. TATE COHOMOLOGY AND Z(C5-MODULES

In this section, we will recall some basic facts about ZCs-modules which will be used throughout
the proofs of Theorems 11.1, 11.2, and 11.3. We will also explain how the methods of Tate
cohomology can be applied to ZCs-modules in preparation for the proof of Theorem 11.3.
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9.1. Tate cohomology. The following can be found in [Bro94, VI1.4].

Definition 9.1. Given a finite group G and a ZG-module A, the Tate cohomology groups ﬁ”(G; A)
for n € Z are defined as follows. Let A = {x € A| g-x = x for all g € G} be the invariants, let
Ag = A/{g-x—x | g € G,x € A) be the coinvariants and let N: Ag — A be the norm map
Ty gec 9 - @ which is a well-defined homomorphism of abelian groups. Then define:

H"™(G; A), ifn>1
coker(N: Ag — A%), ifn=0
ker(N: Ag — AY), ifn=-1
H_,_1(G;A), ifn < -2,

H™(G; A) =

where H", H_,,_1 denote the usual group cohomology and homology groups.

We now recall the following basic properties. The first can be found in [Bro94, VL.5.1], the
second follows from the first since functoriality means that o, is split whenever « is, the third is
[CE56, XI1.2.5], and the fourth is [CE56, XI1.2.7].

Proposition 9.2. Let G be a finite group.

(i) Let0 - A S B By ¢ = 0 be a short ezact sequence of ZG-modules. Then there is a long
exact sequence of Tate cohomology groups:

s BHNG0) D BMNG: A) 2 BTG B) 2 BM(G0) S BN (G A) - -

(ii) Let A, B be ZG-modules. Then H™(G; A® B) = H"(G; A) ® H"(G; B) for all n € 7.
(iii) Let A be a ZG-module. Then |G|- H*(G; A) =0, i.e. |G| -z =0 for all x € H"(G; A).
(iv) Let A be a finite ZG-module and suppose (|G|,|A]) = 1. Then H™"(G;A) =0 for all n € Z.

9.2. Tate cohomology and the structure of ZC>-modules. Let A be a ZCs-module or, equiv-
alently, an abelian group with an involution *: A — A. In order to prove Theorems 11.1 to 11.3,
we would like to find techniques to determine the following groups associated to A:

{reA|z=(-1)"7}
{x+(-1)"z |z € A}
We are especially interested in the case n odd (i.e. n = 1) but we will consider both cases. Note
that, for the groups on the left, the notation A~ ={zx € A|z=-7} and At ={z € A |2 =T}
is often used since they are the (—1) and (+1)-eigenspaces of the involution action. If 2 € A is
invertible, then A = AT @ A~ but this need not hold in general.

The following lemma will suffice for the study of the first two classes of groups. Part (i)

follows from the fact that A — AC? is a left-exact functor where A is given the altered involution
x +— (—1)"x, and part (ii) is immediate.

(reA|z=(-1)"z)}, {z+(-1)"F|zec A},

Lemma 9.3. Let 0 — A % B 2 € = 0 be an exact sequence of ZCs-modules and let n € Z.

(i) Then «,f induce an exact sequence of abelian groups:
0o {zecA|T= (-2} S {zeB|T=(-1)"2} > {aeC|T=(-1)"z).
(ii) There are injective and surjective maps induced by «, B:
{2+ ()T |z e A} S {a+ (-1)"F |z € B} 25 {o + (-1)"F | z € C).

Remark 9.4. For each n, the right map in (i) need not be surjective. For example, take 0 — Z 2,
Z — Z/2 — 0 where Z/2 has the trivial involution and Z has the involution z — (—1)"z. For each
n, the sequence (ii) need not be exact in the middle. For example, take 0 — Z/2 - Z D 7Z/2 —
Z — 0 where Z/2 has the trivial involution, Z & Z/2 has involution (z,y) + ((—=1)""12,z +y) and
Z has the involution = +— (—1)"z.

The third class of groups can be studied using Tate cohomology due to the following. This is
standard (see, for example, [CE56, p. 251]) but we will include a proof here for convenience.
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Proposition 9.5. Let A be a ZCs-module and let n € Z. Then

L {redlr=(-1)"z7}

T {z+ ()T [z e A}

Proof. Since Cs has 2-periodic Tate cohomology group (see, for example, [Bro94, V1.9.2]), it suffices

to compute HO(Cy; A) and H~1(Ca; A). We have A% = {z € A |z =T} and A, = A/{z — T |

x € A} and so the norm map is given by
A

: {r—T|ze A}

The result follows since H~1(Cy; A) = ker(N), H%(Cy; A) = coker(N). O

H"™(Cy; A)

N —s{zxe€eA|lz=T}, xz—z+T

Remark 9.6. This shows that, for a group G and w: G — {£1} an orientation character, we have
In(Gw) /T, (G w) =2 H™H(Co; Wh(G, w))
which was noted already in Section 2.2.
We now recall a series of special facts about the Tate cohomology of C5. The first is a consequence

of Proposition 9.2 (i) and the fact that finite cyclic groups have 2-periodic cohomology (see [Ser79,
p. 133]). Note that this also applies for C5 replaced by an arbitrary finite cyclic group.

Proposition 9.7. Let 0 - A 5 B By ¢ = 0 be a short exact sequence of ZCs-modules. Then
there is a 6-periodic exact sequence of abelian groups:

HY(Cyy A) —25 HY(Cy; B) —22 HY(Cy;C)

o] lo

HO(Cy;C) 5 H(Cy; B) 45— H°(Cy; A).

We will next consider results which apply only in the case where A is finite ZG-module, i.e.
a ZG-module whose underlying abelian group is finite. This is a consequence of the theory of
Herbrand quotients (see [Ser79, Chapter VIII, Section 4]) though we will include a direct proof
here for convenience.

Proposition 9.8. Let A be a finite ZCs-module. Then there exists d > 0 such that
H™(Cy; A) = (2,/2)*
for allm € Z. In particular, |ﬁ” (G; A)| is independent of n € Z.

Proof. First note that, since A is finite, so is }AI”(CQ; A) by Proposition 9.5. Next note that there
are exact sequences of finite abelian groups (see, for example, [Ser79, p. 134]):

A
Alz= A A ———M——
0—-{zclA|z=2}—A— _>{:c—5|xeA}—>O

0 — H'(Cy; A) —s{reA|z=12}— H'(Cs; A) >0

- {r—%|zeA}
where the middle maps are z — x + 7.

The first implies that |[{z € A | ZT = 2}| = |A/{x — T | = € A}| and, by combining this with
the second, we get that |[H'(Ca;A)| = |H®(Cy; A)|. Hence, since H™(Cy; A) is 2-periodic (see
Proposition 9.5), we get that |}AI"(C’2; A)| is independent of n € Z.

Next recall that, by Proposition 9.2 (iii), we have 2 - ﬁ"(C’g;A) = 0, i.e. every element in
H™(Cy; A) has order at most two. This implies that H™(Cy; A) & (Z/2)% for some d,, > 0. Since
|H™(Cy; A)| is independent of n, this implies that d,, is also independent of 7. O

For a finite abelian group A and a prime p, let A,y = {z € A | p" -z = 0 for some n > 1}
denote the p-primary component of A. This coincides with the Sylow p-subgroup of A and we use
this notation since A,y = Z,) ®z A where Z,) denotes the localisation of Z at S = Z\ (p).

Proposition 9.9. Let A be a finite ZCs-module and let n € Z. Then
H"™(Cy; A) = H"(Cy; Aga))-
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In order to prove this, we will use the following standard fact about localisations.

Lemma 9.10. Let A be a finite ZCo-module. For p prime, A,y < A is a ZCs-submodule and
A= EBpHA\ Ay as ZCy-modules.

Proof of Proposition 9.9. By Lemma 9.10 and Proposition 9.2 (ii), we get that

"(Cy; A) = (P HY (Coz A

pllAl|

If p # 2, then |A(p| is odd and so ﬁl(Cg;A(p)) = 0 by Proposition 9.2 (iv). This gives that
H™(Cy; A) =2 H™(Cy; A(g)), as required. 0

10. COMPUTING THE INVOLUTION ON K((ZC,,)

The aim of this section will be to investigate the involution on IN(O(ZCm) in preparation for the
proofs of Theorems 11.1, 11.2, and 11.3 in Section 11.

We will view Ko (ZC,, ) as a ZCy-module with the Cs-action coming from the standard involution
on Ky as defined in Section 5.1. We saw in Section 8.1 that Ko(ZCl,) = C(ZC),) is an isomorphism
of ZCs-modules where C(ZC,,) denotes the locally free class group, and in particular it is finite.
Our basic approach for computing C(ZC,,) will be to use the following short exact sequence of
Z.C5-modules established in Section 8.4

0 — D(ZC,,) —» C(2Cy,) — C(Ty) — 0

where T',;, is a maximal order in QC,,, containing ZC,, and D(ZC,,) has the induced involution.

The plan for this section is as follows. In Section 10.1, we relate the involution on C'(I'y,) to the
involution on C(Z[{4]) induced by conjugation. In Section 10.2, we study the conjugation action on
C(Z[¢4)) and its relation to the class numbers hg = |C(Z[(4])|. In Section 10.3, we survey results
on divisibility of class numbers as well as make minor extensions (see Proposition 10.7 (ii)). In
Section 10.4, we investigate the involution on D(ZC,,).

10.1. The induced involution on the maximal order. Let m > 2 and let C,, = (z | ™).
Then there is an isomorphism of Q-algebras:

Q= [JQC), == [
d

dlm

where (4 = €2™/4 denotes a dth primitive root of unity. Since Og(,) = Z[(4], it follows that
T, =1] dlm Z[¢4) is a maximal order in QC,,. The image of ZC,, under the isomorphism above
is contained in I'y, and so I'), contains ZC,,. In fact, '), is the unique maximal order in QC,,
containing ZC,, [CR87, p. 243]. This implies that there is an isomorphism of abelian groups

T) = P C(Z[),
d|m

where, as noted in Proposition 8.5, the locally free class group C(Z[(4]) coincides with the ideal
class group of Z[(4].

For an integer d > 1, let =: C(Z[(4]) — C(Z|[¢4]) denote the map induced by conjugation, i.e.
if o: Z[C4] — 7Z|C4] is the ring homomorphism generated by (g — Cd_l, then = = o, is the induced
map on C(Z[¢a]). We will now compute the induced involution on B ,,, C(Z[¢a]). This was shown
in the case where m is prime in [Rei68] (see also [CR87, p. 275]).

Proposition 10.1. Let i: ZCy, < I, @ = [y, (Ca) and let is: C(ZCp) — @Dy, C(Z[Ca]) de-
note the induced map. Then, under iy, the standard involution on C(ZC,,) induces the conjugation
map on each C(Z[(q]).

This means that, if © € C(ZCy,) and is(z) = []4,, Ta, then is(c(z)) = [l ca(za) where
c: C(ZCy,) — C(ZC,,) is the standard involution and cq: C(Z[(q]) — C(Z[(4]) is induced by
conjugation.
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Proof. For each d | m, let i(D: ZC,, — Z[(4], * — (4. It suffices to prove that, under the

map i C(ZCy,) — C(Z[C4]), the involution on C(ZC,,) induces conjugation on C(Z[(4]). By
Proposition 8.13, the standard involution on C(ZC,,) is induced by the involution on the idéle

group J(QC,,). Note that i{Y is induced by the map J(ED): J(QC,,) = J(Q(¢y)). Under the
map (¥, the involution on QC,, induces conjugation on Q(¢4). In particular, the involution on

C(Z[¢q)) induced by iY coincides with the involution induced by conjugation on J(Q(¢4)). The
result now follows since, if a locally free Z[(g]-ideal M = (z1,...,2,) C Q((4) is represented by
a € J(Q(Cq)), then M = (Z1,...,ZTn) € Q((q) is represented by @ € J(Q((q))- O

In summary, we have shown that there is a short exact sequence of ZCs-modules
0= D(ZCpn) = C(ZCrm) — @ C(Z[Ca]) = O,
dlm

where C(ZC),) has the standard involution, D(ZC,,) has the induced involution, and each C'(Z[¢4])
has the involution induced by conjugation.

10.2. Ideal class groups of cyclotomic fields. For every integer m > 2, let A\, = (n +¢,1 . Let
i: Z[Am] = Z[(p] denote inclusion and recall that the map i.: C(Z[A\n]) = C(Z[(n]) is injective
[Lan78, Theorem 4.2]. Furthermore, the norm map gives a surjection N: C(Z[(n]) — C(Z[A\n])
such that the composition

N i
C(Zm)) = C(Z[Am]) = C(Z[Gm])
is the map x — x + T (see, for example, [Lan78, pp. 83-4]). By viewing C(Z[(4]) and C(Z[\,]) as
Z.C3-modules under the conjugation action, the maps i, and N are ZC5-module homomorphisms.
Note that the conjugation action induces the identify on C(Z[A,]).
This has the following useful consequences. Recall that, for A a ZC5-module, we defined A~ =
{reA|lz=-T}and AT ={z € A|z =71}
Lemma 10.2.
(i) The map is induces an isomorphism C(Z[A\n]) 2 {z+T |z € C(Z[¢n])}-
(ii) There is a short exact sequence of ZC2-modules:

0= C(Z[Cm])™ = C(Z[Cm]) 25 C(Z[Am]) — 0.

Remark 10.3. Since Q(\,,) is the maximal real subfield of Q((,,), it is often written as Q(¢pm)™.
However, whilst C(Z[\,]) C C(Z[¢n])" is a subgroup, these groups are not equal in general. For
example, if m = 29, then C(Z[\y9]) = 0 and C(Z[(29]) T = (Z/2)3.

Proof. (i) Since N is surjective, we have
Im(i,) =Im(is o N) ={z 4+ T |z € C(Z[{w])}-
(ii) Since i, is injective, we have
ker(N) = ker(i. o N) = {z € C(Z[(n]) | # +T = 0}. O

In order to set up later applications, we will now use Lemma 10.2 to obtain information about
each of the following groups:

{z e C(Z[n) |z = —T}, {x —T |z € C(Z[¢n))}, {fjcx(%fz])()'(%?m]_)ﬁ}

> H1(C2;C(Z[Cm))

Since C(Z[(,]) is a finite abelian group (see, for example, Section 8.1), we can define the class
number of the cyclotomic integers to be h,, = |C(Z[(n])]- By Lemma 10.2 (ii), we have that
hin = h bt where h,, = |C(Z[(n]) 7| and k), = |C(Z[\y])|. We refer to h,, as the minus part of
the class number and A, as the plus part of the class number respectively.

For an integer m, let odd(m) denote the odd part of m, i.e. odd(m) is the unique odd integer r
such that m = 2Fr for some k.

Proposition 10.4. There are subgroups:

(i) C(ZGn])™ <{z € CZIG]) | x = —T};
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(ii) 2 C(Z[Gn])” <{x -7 |z € C(Z[Gm])}-
In particular, h,, divides |[{x € C(Z[(y)) | £ = —T}| and odd(h,,,) divides |[{x—7 | z € C(Z[¢w])}-
Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) each follows from Lemma 9.3, Lemma 10.2 (ii) and the fact that T = —x
for all z € C(Z[(y])~. For the last part note that, since C(Z[(y,])~ is a finite abelian group, we
have C(Z[(n])” = A ® B where |A| is even and |B| = odd(h,,) is odd. Since B is odd, 2- B = B
and so
B<2-A®pB=2-C(Z[¢n])” <{z—7 |z e CZ[¢n])}

Then use that {z — T | z € C(Z[(x])} has a subgroup of size odd(h,,). O

10.3. Divisibility of class numbers of cyclotomic fields. The aim of this section will be to
survey results on the divisibility of the class numbers h,, and h;,. The most basic divisibility
results are that, for n | m, we have h, | hy,, [Was97, p. 205] and h,, | h,, [MM76, Lemma 5].
Motivated by Proposition 10.4, we will now pursue divisibility results of two distinct types. We
will start by considering odd(h.,), i.e. the unique odd integer 7 such that h,, = 2*r for some k,
and we then consider the parity of h.,.

Recall the following theorem of Masley-Montgomery [MMT76] (see also [Was97, p. 205]). In
anticipation of its application in the proofs of Theorems 11.1 and 11.2, we will separate out the
case where m is square-free.

Proposition 10.5. The integers m > 2 for which h,, =1 are as follows.

(i) If m is square-free, then
D, where p € {2,3,5,7,11,13,17,19}
m = 2p, where p € {3,5,7,11,13,17,19}
pq or 2pq, where (p,q) € {(3,5),(3,7),(3,11),(5,7)}.
(ii) If m is not square-free, then
m € {4,8,9,12,16, 18, 20, 24, 25, 27, 28, 32, 36, 40, 44, 45, 48, 50, 54, 60, 84, 90}
Furthermore, h., =1 if and only if hy, = 1.

The proof of Proposition 10.5 is based on the fact that h,, — oo as m — oo. We will now
establish lower bounds on the growth rate of h_ , and hence on h,, since h,, > h, . Let ¢(m)
denote Euler’s totient function.

m>

Proposition 10.6. There exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all m > 1, we have:

mlogm
- log 1
hm Z e loglogm

In particular, h,, — 0o super-exponentially in m.

Proof. 1t is shown in [Was97, Theorem 4.20] that log k., /(;%(m)logm) — 1 as m — co. This
implies that logh,, > Cyp(m)logm for some Cy > 0. The result now follows from the fact that
w(m) > m/2loglogm for m sufficiently large [HW54, Theorem 328]. O

The following result gives the analogue of Proposition 10.5 for odd(h;,). Note that h,, =1
implies odd(h,,,) = 1, so we need not consider these m since they are classified in Proposition 10.5.
This was established by Horie [Hor89, Theorems 2 and 3] and builds on Friedman’s theorem from
Iwasawa theory [Fri81] and the Brauer-Siegel theorem for abelian fields [Uch71].

Proposition 10.7. The complete list of m > 2 for which odd(h,,) =1 and h,, # 1 is as follows.
(i) If m is square-free, then m € {29,39, 58,65, 78,130}.
(ii) If m is not square-free, then m € {56,68,120}.

Furthermore, odd(h,,) =1 if and only if odd(h,,) = 1.

In [Hor89, Theorem 1], Horie also showed that odd(h,,,) — oo as m — oo but gave no bound
on the growth rate. In fact, we have the following result analogous to Proposition 10.6.

Proposition 10.8. There exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all m > 1, we have:

mlogm

odd(h,) > ¢“Toglogm |

In particular, odd(h,,) — oo super-exponentially in m.
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We will prove this by tracing through Horie’s proof of [Hor89, Theorem 1]. Recall that an
abelian field K is a finite Galois extension K/Q with Gal(K/Q) abelian and we can assume that
K C C. For an abelian field K with maximal real subfield K, let hyx = |C(Ok)|, hj; = |C(Ok+)|
and hj = h/h}; (which is an integer). Let disc(K) denote the discriminant of a number field K.

Proof. We will use that, if L/K is an extension of abelian fields, then odd(h)) | odd(h}) [Hor89,
Lemma 1]. For each abelian field K, let K’ denote the maximal subfield of K with degree a power
of 2. By the fundamental theorem of Galois theory and the fact that a finite abelian group A has
a subgroup of order d for all d | |A|, we get that |K’/Q]| is the highest power of 2 dividing |K/Q].
For an integer n > 1, let A, = {m | odd(h,,) < n} and B, = {|Q({»)'/Q| | n € A,}.

We will begin by finding a bound for sup(B,). Let K = Q((y)" for some m € A,. Then
Q(&m)/ K is an extension of abelian fields and so odd(hy) | h;,, and so odd(hy) < n. Since |K/Q|
is a power of 2, hx must be odd [Was97] and so hj; = odd(hj) < n. Furthermore, note that K is
imaginary unless K = Q [Hor89, p. 468].

It follows from the proof of Theorem 1 and Proposition 1 in [Uch71] that % is uniformly
bounded across imaginary abelian fields K, where disc(K) denotes the discriminant, and that
hy > |disc(K)[6 for all but finitely many imaginary abelian fields K. This implies that there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that |K/Q| < Clog(h)) for all imaginary abelian fields K. Hence,
if K = Q(¢n) for m € A,, then |K/Q| < C'logn. This implies that sup(B,) < Clogn. It also
follows that there are only finitely many fields of the form Q((,,)" for m € A,,.

We now aim to find a bound for sup(A4,). First let S denote the set of primes which are
ramified in some field Q(¢,,)" for m € A,. This is finite since there are finitely many such fields,
and coincides with the primes which are ramified in Q((,,) for some m € A,, [Hor89, p. 468]. Let
S ={p1,...,ps} for distinct primes p;. By [Hor89, p. 469] there exists a cyclotomic field L = Q(¢)
such that L C Q(¢,n,) € Lo where Lo, is the basic Z, X --- x Z,_-extension over L. Furthermore,
we have |Q(¢n)/L| = [15_, p?(pi) for some n(p;) > 1 and so, in the notation of [Fri81], we can
write Q((n) = Ly where N = (nq,...,ns). Let 65\2,) denote the highest power of 2 dividing h,,. By
[Fri81, Theorem B], we have that 65\2,) = A -n(2) + B for all but finitely many N, where A, B >0
are integers that do not depend on N. This implies that there exists a constant C’ > 0 such that
e?) < ¢’ n(2) for all N.

Let K = Q((n)’- Then |Q(¢n)/Q| = 27t for some r > 0 and ¢ odd, where 2" = |K/Q| < Clogn
by the bound on log(B,). Since |Q(¢n)/L| | |Q(¢m)/Q|, we have that 27(2) < 27 < C'logn. Hence
ho/odd(h) < hpm/odd(hm) = 2°5 < (Clogn)C’. Since m € A,, we have odd(h>,) < n. This
gives that h,, < a(logn)’n for some constants a,b > 0 and so, for any ¢ > 0, we have that
h.. < an'*c. Combining this with Proposition 10.6 gives that log(an'*¢) > Cy lzglﬁ)gg"% for some
Co > 0, which implies that logn > C'E™ for some C' > 0.

loglogm
Finally, fix m > 2. Then m € A,, where n = odd(h,,), and so gives

log(odd(h;,)) = logn > Cmleam

loglogm?

which is the required bound. (|

We will now consider the parity of h,, and h,,. Whilst we will not explicitly make use of it,
we will record the following basic observation which dates back to Kummer (see [Has52, Satz 45],
[Yos98, Remark 1]).

Lemma 10.9. Let m > 2. Then hy, is odd if and only if h.,, is odd.
We now state more detailed results in the case where m is a prime power.

Lemma 10.10. Let p be a prime such that p < 509 and let n > 1. Then:
(1) hyp is odd if and only if
p & {29,113, 163,197,239, 277, 311, 337, 349, 373, 397, 421, 463, 491}.
(ii) hpn ts odd if and only if by, is odd.
Proof. (i) This was proven by Schoof [Sch98, Table 4.4].
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(ii) The case p = 2 is proven in [Has52, Satz 36’], but the original result is attributed to an 1886
article of Weber [Web86]. See also [Y0s98, p. 2590]. For n > 1 and p < 509 an odd prime, it was
shown by Ichimura—Nakajima that h,n /hy, is odd [IN12, Theorem 1 (IT)]. The result follows. O

Remark 10.11. Prior to the results of Ichimura—Nakajima, it was shown by Washington that
hpn /Ry is odd for p = 3,5 [Was75]. Note that both results of Washington and Ichimura-Nakajima
all depend on Iwasawa theory. As far as we are aware, this is an essential ingredient in all known
proofs that there exists an odd prime p such that hp» is odd for all n > 1.

10.4. Kernel groups of ZC,,. The aim of this section will be to determine the involution on
D(ZCy,) which is induced by the involution on C(ZC),) (see Proposition 8.12).

We will begin with the following classical result due to Rim [Rim59, Theorem 6.24] (see also
[CR87, Theorem 50.2]). Recall that, if p is a prime and I’ is the maximal order in QC), containing
ZCy, then T'y 2 Z x Z[(,] and so C(T',) = C(Z[¢p]) since Z is a PID.

Lemma 10.12. Let p be a prime. Then the map ZC, — Z[(p],  — (p induces an isomorphism
C(ZC,) = C(Z[¢p))- In particular, D(ZC,) = 0.

We will now determine D(ZC,,), as well as its involution, in the case where m is square-free.
This will be used in the proofs of Theorems 11.1 and 11.2. As usual, we will view an abelian group
with involution as a ZCs-module.

Let my = 1, let m, = 1 — (, for a prime p and, more generally, let m, = lem
integer m > 2. Note that Z[Cp]/mm = @,,, Z[Cm]/Tp since the 7, are coprime (see, for example,
[CR87, p. 249]). Let W, : Z[(n]* — (Z[¢m]/mm)™ be the natural map.

mp for an

Definition 10.13. For a square-free integer m > 2, define
Vi = coker(W,,, : Z[Cn]™ — (Z[Cn)/7m) ™).
We will view this as a ZC5-module with the involution induced by the conjugation map
(2] [mm) = (2] [Tm) s G Gl
Note that, if p is prime, then Z[(,]/m, = F,. We can then see that ¥,: Z[(,]* — T’ is surjective

by considering the cyclotomic units 1+ ¢, +---+ ¢\~ € Z[¢p]* for (i,p) = 1. In particular, V, = 1.
We will now show how D(ZC,,) is related to Vy for d | m.

Lemma 10.14. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer. Letdy,...,d, be the distinct nontrivial positive
divisors of m, ordered such that d;y1 has at least as many prime factors as d; (so dy is prime and
d, =m). Then there is a chain of ZCs-modules

1=A4<--- <A, =D(ZCy)
such that A; /A1 = Vy,_.,, for1<i<n.

It is proven in [CR87, Theorem 50.6] that | D(ZCr)| = []4,, [Val- Our proof will involve following
the argument given there, and extending it to determine the group structure and the involution.

Proof. First recall that I' = €, Z[(4] is the unique maximal order in QC}, which contains ZC,.
This implies that there is a pullback square:

zc, — 2 T
J{il Jj
ZCy/mT —I T'/mT.
By [CR&7, p. 246] this induces an exact sequence
(ZCo /mT)* & T* Y220 (0 /)< 2 DzC,,) = 0
where 9: u — M (u) where
M(u) ={(z,y) € (ZCp/mD) X T' | ji(z) = ja(y)u € I'/mI'}

is the ZC),-module with action X - (z,y) = (i1(N)x,i2(N)y) for A € ZC,,. We now claim that the
conjugation map on (I'/mI')* induces the involution on D(ZC,,). First note that, by Proposi-
tion 8.13, the involution on D(ZC,,) is induced by the natural involution x — x~! on the idele
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group J(QC,,) C Hp Q,Cp,. For all primes p, we have Z,C,, C T', & (ZC,,/mI'), C Q,C,,
M(u) = ZCpa for o = (ay) € J(QC,,), then [CR87, Exercise 53.1] implies that

o = S ey (2ZCh /mD)y, i (p,m) =1
"7 \(up,1) € Ty @ (ZC/mD)y, i (pm) #1,

where u, € T', is any element such that ja(u,) = [u] € (I'/mI),. By the same argument as
in the proof of Proposition 10.1, the involution on J(QC,,) induces an involution on J(Q((4))
which coincides with the involution induced by conjugation. In particular, the involution maps

— (1,1) or (@p,1) where =: T, — T, is induced by conjugation on I'. In particular, this
coincides with the involution induced by conjugation on (I'/mT")*.

By [CR87, Lemma 50.7], j; can be replaced by the map «: (ZCy,/mZCp,)* — (I'/mI')*. By
[CR87, Lemma 50.8], coker(a) = @B, (Z[C4]/ma)* and it follows from the proof that conjugation
map on (I'/mI")* induces conjugation on (Z[(4]/7mq)* for each d | m. If v: T'* — coker(«) is the
map induced by js, then we obtain an exact sequence

P zlca* = P(Z[Ca)/7a)< 2 D(EZCr) — 0
d|m

dlm

Let dy,...,d, be the ordered sequence of divisors of m. By [CR87, p. 250] we have that

Y lzica )t ZlCa)* = (ZlCa,)/7a,)* ® @D (ZlCpa,)/mp)* € ED(ZICa,)/7a,)*

pld, j>i

given by x + (z,z7!,...,271), where the last inclusion comes from the fact that Z[(4]/m, C
D ,ja ZlCa)/mq = Z[Ca]/ma for primes ¢ since the m, are pairwise coprime in Z[(q]. If © € Z[Ck]™,
then 2~ 1 € (Z[Gx]/mp)* € (Z[Gprl /mp)*.

For 1 <4 < n, this shows that v restricts to a map v;: @,5; Z[Ca,;|* = D,5:(Z[Cq;] /7)™
where v = ;. By a mild generalisation of [CR87, Exercise 50.2], this implies that there is an exact
sequence induced by the projection map:

1 — coker(yj,: W — EB (Z[Cq,) /7)) — coker(y;) — coker(¥gq,) — 1,
J>i+1
where W = {z € Z[(,]* | * = 1 modmg,} & Bjs;41 Z[Ca,]*. By [CR87, p. 252, we have
Im(7},,) = Im(v;41) and so coker(y},,) = coker(yi4+1). Let A; = coker(yn—i41) for 1 <i < n
and Ay = 1. Then we have that 1 = Ay < --- < A,, = coker(y) = D(ZC,,)such that there are
isomorphisms A;/A;_1 = coker(¥,,_, ) as abelian groups.

Since the involution on D(ZC,,) is induced by conjugation on (I'/mI')*, it follows that it
restricts to A; where it acts via conjugation on the Z[(4]. Hence, with respect to the involution,
A; < D(ZCy,) is a ZCy-modules and the chain Ag < --- < A, is a chain of ZCs-modules. Under
the abelian group isomorphism

Ai/Ai—l = COker(\I’dn7¢+1 : Z[Cdnfi%»l} X = (Z[Cdn7i+l]/ﬂ-dn—i+1)><)7

the involution on coker(¥y, .. ,) induced by the involution on A; coincides with the involution
induced by conjugation on (Z[(4,_,,,]/7d,_,.,) . Hence there is an isomorphism of ZCy-modules
Ai/Ai—1 2 V,_it1, as required. g

Let m > 2 be a square-free integer. We will now give a method for analysing the involution
on V,, = coker(¥,,). For a field F and ai,...,a, € C, we will write Flay,...,a,] to denote
F®zZloa,. .., ay]. Note that this may not be a field and so need not coincide with F(ayq, ..., ap).

First note that, as described above, we have that

U ZCm %@ Cm/ﬂ—p >

where p ranges over the prime factors of m. If p | m then, since m is square-free, we have m = pk
where (k,p) = 1 and so we can take (,, = (p - (¢. This implies that Z[(,,] = Z[{p, (x] and so

Z[Cm]/wp = Z[va <k]/7rp = FP[Ck}'



SIMPLE HOMOTOPY TYPES OF EVEN DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS 43

Let m = p; - - - p,, for distinct primes p;. Then ¥, can be written as

m Cm — @]sz Cm/p, ?

where (,, = Hj Cpjs Cmype = H#i Cp, and the map Z[(yn]* — Fp,[(m/p,]* is the map sending
Cp; — 1. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 10.15. For a square-free integer m > 2, define

Vi = 0ker<\IJ$:Z§m —>®]FPLCM/pL )7

Fpt [)‘m/l’z

where Fp, [N /p, ] < Fp, [Cnyp,]* is induced by the inclusion Z[X,,/p,] < Z[(p/p,] and WF is the
composition of ¥, with the quotient maps ¥y, [Crn/p, ] = Fp, [y, ] /Fpi [Amypi]*
We will view this as a ZC3-module with the involution induced by the conjugation map
B ]Fm [Cm/pi]x — Fpi [Cm/pi]xa Cm/pf; = Cn_l}pl

Lemma 10.16. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer.

(i) There is a surjective ZCQ module homomorphism Vi, — Vin.

(i) Vi =V, ice. if & € Vyn, then T = —x € V.
Proof. (i) For 1 <i < n, we let f; = Idr, ®zti, where v;: Z[Ap/p,] = Z[Gnyp,] is the natural

inclusion map. Then the surjective homomorphism V,,, — V,, is induced by noting that

vm%coker((\ﬂm7f1,...,fn Z[Cm]™ EB@IE‘ A /il —)@Fpi[cm/pi]X)
i=1

= coker((f1,-.-, fn): @Fm Do) = Vin).
i=1

(ii) We first claim that, if p is prime and n is an integer then o € Fp[¢,] implies a- @ € Fy[\,,].
Let 8 = a - @. Since Z[(,] has integral basis {¢}}7=,, we can write 3 = > 1 01 a; @ ¢} for a; € Fy.
Note that § = § which implies that

Zanl@CZ Zz Oan l®§ZEF[Cn]
Since F,[¢,] = F, ®7 Z[¢,] = F} as an abelian group, we get that a,, = a,—; € F,, for all i and so

B=ar+ YT e ® (Gt G +e € Fyh,
where € = —a,, / for n even and € = 0 for n odd.
Finally, let f: V,, — V,n be the map described above and let o = [(av1, ... @,)], where o; €
Fp,[Ca/p, 1. We have shown that «; - @; € Fp,[Aa/p,]* for all i and so
fla) - f(@) =[(ar-@1,...,an @) =[1,...,1)] =1

and f(@) = f(a)~!. Since f is surjective and induces the involution on Vin, this implies that
T = —z for all € V,,, where we now write the inverse as —z rather than 2! since V,, is an

abelian group. O

We will now deduce the following, which is the main result of this section. Note that this is
analogous to Proposition 10.4 which applied in the case of ideal class groups. Recall that, for an
integer m, we let odd(m) denote the unique odd integer 7 such that m = 2¥r for some k.

Proposition 10.17. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer. Let dy,...,d, be the distinct nontrivial
positive divisors of m, ordered such that d; 1 has at least as many prime factors as d;, and let A;
be the ZCs-modules defined in Lemma 10.14. Then there is a chain of abelian subgroups

l={z—T|zcA}<---<{z—T|ze€A,}={x—T|ze DZC,)}
and, for each 1 < i < n, there are surjective group homomorphisms
(z-T|leeA}{z-T|loeA i} »{z—T|zeVy ...} »2 Va
In particular, []g,, odd(|Vy|) divides |{z — T | z € D(ZCp)}|.

n—i+1°
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Proof. The chain of abelian subgroups follows direct from Lemma 10.14 and Lemma 9.3 (ii). Let
1 <i <n. By Lemma 10.14, there is a short exact sequence of ZC-modules

0—+4;1 >4 =V — 0.

n—i+1

By Lemma 9.3 (ii), there are injective and surjective maps:
{z-Z|lzcA ) —={e-TlzcA}»{z-T|xecVy,_, .}

Since the composition is necessarily the zero map, this gives the first surjective homomorphism.
The second is a direct consequence of both parts of Lemma 10.16 as well as Lemma 9.3 (ii) again.
For the last part, the two statements we have proved so far imply that

H{z —7Z |z € D(ZCp)}| :H|{x—§|meAi}/{m—f|x€Ai,1}\

and |2 - 17d7m+1| divides {z = Z | z € A;}/{x —T | ® € A1} for all 1 < i < n. It now
suffices to note that odd(|Vg,_,,,|) divides [2- Vg, _,, | by the same argument as in the proof of
Proposition 10.4. ]

Remark 10.18. To obtain a complete analogue of Proposition 10.4, it would be desirable to also
obtain bounds on [{x € D(ZC,,) | x = —%}|. However, unlike Proposition 10.4, the bounds we
obtain in Proposition 10.17 are obtained by subquotients rather than just subgroups. We therefore
cannot apply Lemma 9.3 (i) since the final map in the sequence need not be surjective in general
(see Remark 9.4). As we shall see in Section 11, it is possible to circumvent the need for such
bounds in the proof of Theorem 11.1.

We now conclude this section with a result which holds in the case that m is not square-free.
Firstly an analogue of Lemma 10.14 holds in the case that m is a prime power, by Kervaire—
Murthy [KM77, Theorem 1.2]. For brevity, we will not state this result here. We will instead make
do with the following consequence of their result in the case that p = 2 which will be used in the
proof of Theorem 11.3. Note that Vont1 is directly analogous to the ZC5-modules V,,, defined in
Definition 10.13 when m is square-free.

Proposition 10.19. Let n > 1. Then there exists an exact sequence of ZCs-modules

0— Vont1 — D(Z02n+1) — D(ZCQn) — 0,

2n7i—2

where Vani1r = @12 (Z,/27)

Proof. This is a consequence of results of Kervaire-Murthy [KM77]. In [KM77, p. 419] they show
that there is an exact sequence of ZC5-modules

with the involution acting by negation.

0— Vontr — ko(ZCQn+1) N ko(ZCQn) S¥) I?o(ZKQnJrl]) —0

where « is induced by the natural map of rings ZCynt1 — ZCon X Z[(gn+1]. Since the maximal
order ZCs» C Ton C QCha is given by T'on = @, Z[(a:], we get that

ker(o) 2 ker(8: D(ZCon+1) — D(ZC4n))

where 3 is the ZC3-module homomorphism induced by map ZCyn+1 — ZCon. This gives an exact
sequence of the required form. It follows from [KM77, Theorem 1.1] that V5n+1 is as described. O

10.5. Divisibility and lower bounds for kernel groups. The aim of this section will be to
establish divisibility results for [D(ZC,,)| and odd(|V,,|). These results are necessary for deter-
mining the involution on D(ZC,,) in an analogous way to how divisibility results for class numbers
hmm were necessary for determining the involution on C(Z[(]) (see Section 10.3). The results on
0dd(|V;,|) are motivated by Proposition 10.17.

We begin by recalling the following, which is [CR87, Theorem 50.18].

Proposition 10.20. If p is a prime and G is a finite p-group, then D(ZG) is an abelian p-group.
In particular, if p # 2, then |D(ZG)| is odd.
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We will now find conditions on m > 2 square-free for which odd(|V,,|) # 1. Our strategy is
motivated by the bounds d such that d | |[D(ZC,,)| which were obtained by Cassou-Nogues in
[CNT72,CN74]. In particular, our argument shows that these bounds actually give factors of |V,,].

Recall that V,,, = coker(¥;"), where

Ut Z[Cn])* — oot
e 2l > D g s

is the map defined in Definition 10.15.
Lemma 10.21. Let m > 2 be an integer, let p be a prime such that pt m, let f, = ord,,(p) denote
the order of p in Z/m and let g, = ©(m)/2fp.
(1) The inclusion Z[A\p] C Z[(y] induces inclusion Fp[Am] C Fp[Cm]-
(ii) If m > 3, then |Fp[¢n]*| = (pfr — 1)9v.
(prp —1)9, if f, is even
(pfr —1)F, if f, is odd.
If m =2, then (2, A2 € Z and so |F[C2]*| = |Fp[Aa]*| =p — 1.

(iii) If m > 3, then [Fp[An]*| =

Proof. The proofs of (ii) and (iii) are analogous. We will prove (iii) only as it is more complicated.
First note that Q(\,,)/Q is a Galois extension and p is unramified in Q(\,,)/Q since it is unramified
in Q(¢m)/Q (see, for example, [Was97, Lemma 15.48]). This implies that p - Z[\,,] = P1 - - - Py for
some g > 1, where the P; C Z[\,,] are distinct prime ideals. The P; coincide under the Galois
action and the Z[\,,]/P; all coincide with the splitting field F,(A,,) and so

Fp[Am] = Z[An]/(p) = Fp(Am)?
which implies that Fp[Ap,]* = (Fp(An)™)9.

Let f = [Fp(Am) : Fp]. Since Gal(F,(Ay,)/F,) is generated by the Frobenius element Frob,:  —
P, we get that f is the smallest positive integer such that Frob;j = Idp,(z,,)- Note that Frobg (Am) =
¢? +¢»'. This implies that Frob! = Idg (. if and only if ¢ = (&' and so f is the order
of p in (Z/m)*/{£1}. Since [Q(A\n) : Q] = p(m)/2, we have that [F,[\,]| = p#(™/2. Since
IF,(Am)?| = pf9, this gives that g = ¢(m)/2f. Hence we have |F, [\, ]*| = |[Fp(Am) X9 = (p! —1)9.
Note that f = f, if and only if f, is odd, and otherwise f = f,/2.

Finally, (i) follows by comparing the expressions for F,,[A,,] and F,[(,,] as products of fields. O

We will now use Lemma 10.21 to obtain bounds on |1~/pq| for p, ¢ distinct odd primes, and for
[Vap|, where p is an odd prime respectively.

Proposition 10.22. Let p and q be distinct odd primes. Let f, = ordq(p), g = (¢ — 1)/2fp,
fq =ord,(q) and g, = (p —1)/2f,. Define

P fq .
e (0% + )% (qF +1)%, if f,. fy are even
¥ g
211)7(p7p + 1)9p(qfq — 1)7q, if fp is even and fq is odd
P \
Pa Q%q(pfp — 1)97”((]% +1)9, if f, is odd and f, is even
QIITq(pfp ~1)% (¢« —1)7, if f,, f, are odd.

Then cpq | |Vygl. In particular, if odd(cpq) # 1, then odd(|Vp,|) # 1.

Proof. Let E = ((pg, Z[Apgl*) < Z[(pq]*- By [Was97, Corollary 4.13], E has index two with
Zllpg)* /E = Z/2 generated by 1 — (pq. Let 9,0 Z[(pq]™ — Fp[¢g]* be the map sending (, +— 1. If
1

o € Z[Apg]™, then a = Z::qTO ai(Chy + ¢y ) for some a; € Z and so

Up(0) = YiZy @(Ch + (%) € Fy[Ag]"

p_-2 X
where a; = ), 2 @itrq. Hence the composition Z[(pq]* Y, Fplé)* — Fplla]

FDLR is trivial and so
pLl7tq

~ +\ Fp[Cq]™ Fq[Cp]™
Vg = coker(V,,) = coker (Z/pq ®L/2 - Fp[Aq]* ? FqlAp] )
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where 1 € Z/pg maps to \Il (Cpq) and 1 G Z/? maps to \I/ 4(1 = Cpg)- In particular, this implies

that |V,,| is divisible by 2pq |F e ]X | |lF o | The result now follows from Lemma 10.21. O
Proposition 10.23. Let p be an odd prime. Let fo = ord,(2) and go = (p — 1)/2f2. Define

1(2%2 + 1)92, if fa is even
C2p = f f 92 . .
5(22—1)2, if fo is odd.

Then cgp, | |‘~/2p|. In particular, if odd(cep) # 1, then odd(|‘~/2p|) # 1.

Proof. Let map: Z[(p]* — F2[(p]* be reduction mod 2. Since (o = —(, and (s = —1, we have
Wop: Z[CGp)* — F2[Gp]* @ F)f. Tt is shown in [CR87, Theorem 50.14] that projection induces an
isomorphism Vs, = coker(¥s,) = coker(mg,). Similarly, if 7T;_pi ZCp)* — §Z[§\”]X, then ‘72p =

coker(¥3)) = coker(my,). By [Was97, Corollary 4.13], Z[(p]* = ((p, Z[Ap]*). The same argument
as Proposition 10.22 implies that |c0ker(7r2p)\ is divisible by

1 | Fpl]™ | | FalGp]™ | _ 1 | Fa[¢p]™
p Fp [A2]* Fa P‘p] X p Fa [/\p] x|
The result now follows from Lemma 10.21. O

11. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS ON THE INVOLUTION ON K (ZC,,)

The aim of this section will be to prove the following three theorems. As we saw previously,
these theorems are required to prove Theorems 5.14, 5.15, and 5.17 respectively.

Theorem 11.1. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer. Then
(i) |{z € Ko(ZCyn) | T = —a}| =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,17,19}; and
(ii) {z € Ko(ZC),) | T = —x}| — oo super-exponentially in m.

Theorem 11.2. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer. Then
(i) {z—Z |z € I?O(ZC,,,)}\ =1 if and only if m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,15,17,19,29}; and
(ii) {z—7 |z € Ko(ZC',)}| — oo super-exponentially in m.

Theorem 11.3. Let m > 2 be an integer. Then
(i) Hz € f(o(ZNCm) |T=—z}/{z—T|x€ IN(O(ZNCW)H =1 for infinitely many m; and
(ii) sup {z € Ko(ZCy,) | T = —a}/{z —T | x € Ko(ZC),)}| — oo exponentially in m.
n<m

11.1. Proof of Theorems 11.1 and 11.2. The proofs of Theorems 11.1 and 11.2 are best handled
together since
{2 —T |z € Ko(ZCp)} < {z € Ko(ZC,y,) | T = —x}.

In particular, it suffices to prove the following four statements.

(A1) {z —Z | # € Ko(ZCp)}| — oo super-exponentially in m.

(A2) If m ¢ {2,3,5,6,7,10,11, 13,14, 15,17,19,29}, then |{z — 7 | 2 € Ko(ZCy)}| # 1.

(A3) Tt m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11, 13,14, 17,19}, then |{z € Ko(ZC),) | T = —2}| = 1.

(A4) If m € {15,29}, then [{z — T | 2 € Ko(ZCyn)}| = 1 and |{z € Ko(ZCy,) | T = —a}| # 1.

To see this, note that (A1) coincides with Theorem 11.2 (ii) and implies Theorem 11.1 (ii). The
forwards direction of Theorem 11.1 (i) is implied by (A2) and (A4), and the backwards direction
coincides with (A3). The forwards direction of Theorem 11.2 (i) coincides with (A2) and the
backwards direction is implied by (A3) and (A4).

Recall from Section 8.1 that Ko(ZCy,) = C(ZC),) is an isomorphism of ZCy-modules, where
C(ZC,y,) denotes the locally free class group. We therefore have the following short exact sequence
of ZCs-modules established in Section 10.1:

0 = D(ZCp,) = Ko(ZChp, —>@C [¢a])

where D(ZC),) has the induced involution, and each C ( [C4]) has the involution induced by con-
jugation. Each of statements (A1)—(A4) will be proven via the following lemma.
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Lemma 11.4. Let m > 2 be an integer. Then
() {z—7 | o€ DEC)H < [{o 7 | @ € Ro(ZCm)};
(i) [gm {z -7 2 € C(Z[GD}H < {z =T [ 2 € Ko(ZCp)}|; N
(ii) if[{xz—7 |z € D(ZCw)} # 1 or {z—T | x € C(Z[Cn))} # 1, then |[{z—7T | x € Ko(ZC,)}| #

1 (and so |{z € Ko(ZCp,) | T = —x}| #1);
(iv) z{|{x € D(ZCy) | T = —a} =1 and Hd|m|{~x € C(Z)) |
Ko(ZCy,) | T =—a} =1 (and so {x —T | x € Ko(ZCp,)}| = 1).
Proof. By Lemma 9.3, there is an exact sequence
0— {z € D(ZCy) | T = —z} = {z € Ko(ZCy) | T = —2}
- Pz e CZl) | = = -7}

dlm

T = —x}| = 1, then |{z €

as well as injective and surjective maps
{t—-T|xeDZCy)}—={x—-T|x€ [N(Q(ZC’m)} — @{x —T |z e C(ZC))}-
djm
The second sequence implies (i) and (ii), with (iii) as a corollary. The first sequence implies (iv). O
We will now proceed to prove each of statements (A1)-(A4). We will begin with the following
which, by Lemma 11.4 (ii), implies (A1).
Proposition 11.5. We have that |{z — T | © € C(Z[(n])}| — oo super-exponentially in m.

Proof. It was shown in Proposition 10.4 that odd(h;,) divides |[{x —Z | # € C(Z[(xn])}|- The result
now follows from that fact that, by Proposition 10.8, odd(h,;,,) — oo super-exponentially in m. O

We will now prove (A2). Our approach will be to use Lemma 11.4 (iii). In particular, we will
begin by classifying the m > 2 square-free for which |{z —Z | x € C(Z[(;n])}| = 1. We will then
determine the subset of these values for which |[{z — = | x € D(ZC,,)}| = 1.

Proposition 11.6. The complete list of m > 2 square-free for which |[{x —T |z € C(Z[¢xn])} =1
1s as follows:
P, where p € {2,3,5,7,11,13,17,19, 29}
m =< 2p, where p € {3,5,7,11,13,17,19,29}
pq or 2pg, where (p,q) € {(3,5),(3,7),(3,11),(5,7),(3,13)}.
Proof. First note that h,, = 1 implies |[{z — % | * € C(Z[{m])}| = 1. On the other hand, it
follows from Proposition 10.4 that odd(h,,) # 1 implies {z —Z | € C(Z[(n])}| # 1. In
Proposition 10.7 (i), it is shown that the m > 2 square-free for which odd(h,,) =1 and h,, # 1 are
precisely the m € S, where S = {29, 39, 58,65, 78,130}. It remains to determine for which m € S
we have {z —Z | x € C(Z[(w])} = 1.
Suppose m € S. By [Was97, p. 421], we have h = 1 and so C(Z[(n]) = C(Z[¢n])™ by
Lemma 10.2 (ii). In particular, we have:
{z -7 |2 e CZ[n])} =2 C(Z[Gnm])-
If m = 29 or 68, then C(Z[(n]) =2 (Z/2)2 and 2 - C(Z[(,]) = 0 [Was97, p. 412]. If m = 39 or 78,
then h,, = 2 and C(Z[(y]) = Z/2 and 2 - C(Z[(y]) = 0 [Was97, p. 412]. If m = 65 or 130, then
[Hor93, Proposition 1 (iv)] gives that C(Z[(]) = (Z/2)? x (Z/4)? and 2 - C(Z[(n]) = (Z/2)2.
Hence we have shown that, for m > 2 square-free, |{x —Z | z € C(Z[(,n])}| = 1 if and only if
h,, =1or m € {29,39,58,78}. The result now follows by Proposition 10.5 (i). O

We now prove the following. By Lemma 11.4 (iii), this completes the proof of (A2).
Proposition 11.7. The complete list of m > 2 square-free for which |{x —T | x € C(Z[¢n])}H =1
and [{x —Z | x € D(ZCy)}| =1 is as follows:

p, wherep € {2,3,5,7,11,13,17,19,29}
m = ¢ 2p, wherep € {3,5,7},
pq, where (p,q) = (3,5).
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That is, m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13, 14, 15,17, 19, 29}.

Before turning to the proof, we will begin by recalling that Cassou-Nogueés determined the
integers m > 2 for which D(ZC,,) = 0 [CN74, Theoréme 1] (see also [CN72]). The following can
be deduced by comparing this with Proposition 11.6.

Lemma 11.8. Let m > 2 be a square-free integer such that |[{x — T | x € C(Z[¢m])}| = 1. Then
D(ZCy,) = 0 if and only if m is prime or m = 2p where p € {3,5,7}.

Proof of Proposition 11.7. Let m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,15,17,19,29}. If m # 15, then
Lemma 11.8 implies that D(ZC,,) = 0 and so |[{z — T | € D(ZCy,)}| = 1. If m = 15, then
it is shown in [CN72, p. 48] that |D(ZC15)| = 2. This implies that D(ZC15) = Z/2 has the trivial
action and so [{z — % | x € D(ZC15)}| = 1.
By Proposition 11.6, the remaining m > 2 square-free for which [{z — % | z € C(Z[(w])} =1

are:

2p, where p € {11,13,17,19, 29}

m =< pg, where (p,q) € {(3,7),(3,11),(5,7),(3,13)}
2pg, where (p,q) € {(3,5),(3,7),(3,11),(5,7), (3, 13)}-

By Proposition 10.17, we have that [],,, odd(|Vy|) divides [{z — T | # € D(ZCy,)}|, where V is
as defined in Definition 10.15. It therefore suffices to prove that, for each m listed above, we have
odd(|Vy|) # 1 for some d | m.

In the case m = 2p, the bound cy, from Proposition 10.23 is computed as in the following table.

p |11 13 17 19 29
cop | 3 5 17 27 565

In each case, odd(cp) # 1 and so odd(|Vap|) # 1. Hence |{z —Z | 2 € D(ZCyn)}| # 1 for m = 2p
where p € {11,13,17,19,29}.

In the case m = pq for odd primes p, g, the bound ¢, from Proposition 10.22 is computed as in
the following table.

(p,g) | (35) (3,7) (311) (57) (3,13)
g | 2 4 44 90 104

In the cases (p,q) € {(3,11),(5,7),(3,13)}, odd(c,q) # 1 and so odd(|‘~/pq|) # 1. Hence [{z — T |
x € D(ZCp)} # 1 for m = pq or 2pq where (p, q) € {(3,11),(5,7), (3,13)}.
We will deal the the three remaining cases m = 21, 30 and 42 directly from the definition of V,,:

‘7771 = coker <\II+ m @ pl [Cm/pl )
Fp, A

m/;D

First suppose that m = 30. Then we have

+ . x_y FolGs]* L FslGs]™ o F5[Cs]™

Va0 Z[Gis]" = Fa[A15]% © F3[As5]* © F5[A3]*
and E = ((15, Z[M15])*) has index two in Z[(15]*. By the same argument as Proposition 10.22, we
get that |V3g| = | coker(W3,)| is divisible by
| Falas]™ | | Fslds]™ | | | Fs[Cs]™
Fa[Ais]* | 1 F3[As]* | | F5[A3]>
since fo = ordy5(2) = 4 and g, = 1. Since odd(csg) # 1, this implies that odd(|Vso|) # 1. Hence
|{$—f|$€D(ZCl5)}|#1 _

We will deal with the remaining cases m = 21, 42 by computing the involution on V5; explicitly.
This turns out to be necessary since, by Remark 11.12, we have |D(ZC,,)| = 4 in each case and
so odd(|Va1]) = odd(|Vae|) = 1. If [{z —7 | € D(ZCyp)}| = 1 for m = 21 or 42 then, by
Proposition 10.17, we would have |2 - V21| = 1. Hence it suffices to prove that 2 V21| # 1.

We now claim that Va; = coker(¥3;) = Z/4, which implies that 2 - Vo, 2 Z/2. First note that,
by the proof of Proposition 10.22, we have that

1

1 | Fal¢is]™
30

I2
2D =2-27+1)2=10

C30 =

+\ ~ Fsl¢r]* . Fr[¢s]™
coker(¥3;) = coker (Z/Ql L2~ Falal® © Fral™ )
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where 1 € Z/21 maps to ¥, (¢21) and 1 € Z/2 maps to ¥, (1 — (a1).

Since g3 = 1, F3[(7] = F3(¢7) is a field and F3[A7] = F3[)\7] is a subfield. This implies that
T %jgﬁjg = 7,/28. We have F7[C3] = Z[z]/(7,1 + z + 2®) = Z[z]/(7, (x — 2)(z — 4)) =
F7 x F7 where (3 — (2,4) and so F7[(3]* = (Z/6)?. Since F7[\3]* = FX = Z/6, this implies that
sl 226, Hence D = g2l o FHOL ~7/28 0 7/6.

Now Wi, (¢a1) = [(¢r,¢3)] where [¢7] € Z/28 has order 7 and [(3] € Z/6 has order 3. This
implies that coker(Z/21 — D) = Z/4 ® 7Z/2. Note that ¥, (1 — (21) = [(1 — {7,1 — (3)]. The
isomorphism F7[(3]* /F7[A3]* — Z/6 sends 1 — (3 + 1 — 2 = —1 and so the image of U, (1 — (21)
in coker(Z/21 — D) =2 7Z/4 ® Z/2 has the form (%, —1). Since it has order two, this implies that
coker(V3,) = coker(Z/21 ® Z/2 — D) = Z /4 as required. O

We will now prove (A3). Our approach will be to use Lemma 11.4 (iv), and will be analogous
to our proof of (A2). In particular, we will begin by classifying the m > 2 square-free for which
[L4n {z € C(Z[G]) | © = =7} = 1. We will then determine the subset of these values for which
{x € D(ZCy,) | x = —T}| = 1.

Proposition 11.9. Let m > 2 be square-free. Then [];,,, {z € C(Z[¢d]) | © = =T} = 1 if and
only if h,, = 1.

Proof. If hy, =1, then h; = 1for alld [ m and so [[,, [{z € C(Z[¢d]) | v = —7}| = 1. Conversely,
if h,, # 1 and m ¢ {29, 39,58, 78}, then Proposition 11.6 implies that [{x —Z | z € C(Z[(n])}| # 1

and so [{z € C(Z[(w]) | # = —T}| # 1. It now suffices to show that, if m € {29, 39, 58,78}, then
{z € C(ZIGn]) | z = -7} # L.
Suppose m € {29, 39, 58, 78}. By Proposition 11.6, we have that C(Z[(]) = C(Z[(n])~ and so
{z € C(ZIGn]) | 2 = =7} = {z € C(Z[Gn]) | 22 = 0}
If m = 29 or 58, then C(Z[(n]) = (Z/2)? and so {z € C(Z[(y]) | 22 = 0} = (Z/2)3 [Was97, p. 412].
If m =39 or 78, then C(Z[¢(y]) = Z/2 and so {x € C(Z[¢n]) | 22 =0} 2 Z/2 [Was97, p. 412]. O
We will now prove the following. By Lemma 11.4 (iv), this completes the proof of (A3).

Proposition 11.10. The complete list of m > 2 square-free for which
[lapm {2 € C(Z[C]) |2 = =T} =1 and [{z € D(ZCpn) |z = —T} =1

is as follows: P where p € {2,3,5,7,11,13,17,19}
| 2p, wherep e {3,5,7}.
That is, m € {2,3,5,6,7,10,11,13,14,17,19}.

Proof. If {z € D(ZCy,) | x = —%}| = 1, then [{x — % | x € D(ZC,,)}| = 1. By Propositions 10.5,
11.7, and 11.9, the m > 2 square-free for which [];,, [{z € C(Z[¢]) | = = -2} = 1 and
{z—7Z|x € D(ZCy,)}| =1 are as follows:

p, where p € {2,3,5,7,11,13,17,19}
m = < 2p, where p € {3,5,7},
pg, where (p,q) = (3,5).
If m = p for p < 17 prime or m = 2p for p € {3,5,7}, then Lemma 11.8 implies that D(ZC,,) =0
and so [{x € D(ZCy,,) | x = —T}| = 1. If m = 15, then it is shown in [CN72, p. 48] that
|D(ZC45)| = 2. This implies that D(ZCy5) = Z/2 has the trivial action and so {z € D(ZC,,) |
x=-T}2Z)2. O

Finally, we will prove (A4). Note that these results are implied by computations used the proofs
of Propositions 11.7 and 11.10, but we will repeat them here for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 11.11.
(i) {z—T|ze€ I:(O(ZCl5)} =0 and {z € I:(O( )

Z.C15 =-IT}=7/2.
(11) {LL’ - ‘ S K()(ZCQQ)} =0 and {LL’ S K()(ZCQQ)

| x
|z = -7} = (2/2)°.
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Proof. (i) By [Was97, p. 412], we have hys = 1 and so Ko(ZCy5) = D(ZCys). It is shown in
[CN72, p. 48] that | D(ZC45)| = 2 and so D(ZC15) = Z/2 has the trivial involution. Hence we have
{2 —T |z € Ko(ZCi5)} = 0 and {x € Ko(ZChs) | 2 = —T} 2 Z)2.

(i) By Lemma 11.8, we have D(ZCh) = 0 and so Ko(ZCh) = C(Z[Ca]). By [Was97, p. 412],
we have that C(Z[(]) = (Z/2)2. We also have C(Z[(a9])T = 1 [Was97, p. 412] and so, by
Lemma 10.2 (ii), C(Z[C29]) = C(Z[(29])~ and so has the trivial involution. Hence we have {x — % |

z € Ko(ZC)} = 0 and {z € Ko(ZCy) | x = —T} = (Z/2)3. 0

This completes the proofs of (A1)-(A4) and so, by the discussion at the start of this section,
completes the proofs of Theorems 11.1 and 11.2.

Remark 11.12. In order to minimise the possibility of errors, we computed D(ZC,,) for all relevant
m using the algorithm described in [BB06] and implemented in Magma by Werner Bley. We checked
that D(ZC,,) = 0 for the m listed in Lemma 11.8, we checked that all the bounds ¢,, computed in
the proof of Proposition 11.7 divide |D(ZCy,)| and we computed D(ZC21) = Z/4, D(ZC42) = Z/2
and D(ZC15) = Z /2. These computations are all consistent with the calculations above.

11.2. Proof of Theorem 11.3. For m > 2, let

_ {z e Ko(ZCy) |z = —7}
" {w -7 |2 e Ko(ZCw)}

where the isomorphism comes from Proposition 9.5. Similarly to the proofs of Theorems 11.1
and 11.2, we will begin by noting that it now suffices to prove the following two statements.

(Bl) If n > 1, then |Asn| =1

(B2) If n > 1, then |Agn| - |Agni| > 22" -1,

To see this, note that (B1) directly implies Theorem 11.3 (i). Next, Theorem 11.3 (ii) follows
from (B2) since it implies that

~ HY(Cy; Ko(ZCh))

sup |An‘ > maxﬂAleogQ(Tn)J ‘v ‘Agtlogz(m)kﬂ} > \/‘AQ[logg(m)j | . |A2Uog2(m)kl|
n<m
Z 22'.1052(7"”*371 Z 2%71

which tends to infinity exponentially in m.
We will again make use of the following short exact sequence of ZC5-modules established in
Section 10.1:
0= D(ZCpn) = C(ZCr) — D C(Z[Ca]) = O,
dlm
where D(ZCy,) has the induced involution, and each C(Z[(4]) has the involution induced by con-
jugation. Each of statements (B1) and (B2) will be proven via the following lemma.

Lemma 11.13. Let m > 2. Then there is a 6-periodic exact sequence of finite abelian groups

HY(Cy; D(ZCp) 2)) A Doy H' (C2: C(Z[C)) )

o lo

Bgj HO(C2; C(Z[C)) ()  HO(Co; C(ZCm)(2)) +— HO(Co5 D(ZCrn) 2))-

Furthermore, we have that:

(i) If hum is odd, then A, = H'(Co; D(ZC) )

(ii) If |D(ZCy)| is odd, then Ap = @By, H'(Cy; C(Z[C4)) 2))-
(iii) If hy, and |D(ZCy,)| are both odd, then A,, = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 9.9, we have that A,, = ﬁl(CQ;C(ZCm)(g)). The short exact sequence
stated above induces a short exact sequence on their 2-primary submodules:

0— D(Z(Jm)(g) — C(Z(Jm)(g) — @ C(Z[Cd])(g) — 0.

d|m



SIMPLE HOMOTOPY TYPES OF EVEN DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLDS 51

This follows since, for example, localisation is an exact functor. The existence of the required
6-periodic exact sequence now follows from Proposition 9.7 and the fact that

Cg,@C [Cal)(2)) @H (Co; C(Z[Cal) (2))

djm d|m
for n € Z by Proposition 9.2 (ii).

To prove (i), suppose h,, is odd. Then hg is odd for all d | m since hq | by, [Was97, p. 205].
This implies that C(Z[¢a])(2) = 0 for all d | m and so @,,,, H"(C2; C(Z[Ca)(2)) = 0 for all n € Z.
The 6-periodic exact sequence then gives that A,, = f[l(Cg; D(ZCm)(2))-

To prove (ii), suppose | D(ZC,,)| is odd. Then D(ZCp,)(2) = 0, H™(Cy; D(ZCr,)(2y) = 0 for all n,
so the 6-periodic exact sequence gives that A, = @y, HY(Co; C(Z[¢a))(2))- If hm and [D(ZC,y,)|
are odd, then D(ZCy,)(2) = 0 and so A,, = HY(Cy; D(ZC'y,)(2y) = 0, which proves (iii). O

We will now prove the following which implies (B1) since hg = 1 is odd (see, for example,
Proposition 10.5). Note that it also implies that |Apn| =1 for n > 1 and other primes p # 3.

Proposition 11.14. Let n > 1 and let p < 509 be an odd prime such that hy, is odd. Then
|Apn| == ]..

Remark 11.15. By Lemma 10.10 (i), this condition holds precisely for the odd primes p < 509 with
p & {29,113,163,197, 239,277,311, 337, 349, 373,397,421, 463, 491}.

Proof. Since p is an odd prime, Proposition 10.20 implies that |D(ZC)»)| is odd. Since p < 509
and hy, is odd, Lemma 10.10 (ii) implies that hp» is odd. Hence |Ayn| = 1 by Lemma 11.13 (iii). O

We will now prove (B2). By the discussion above, this completes the proof of Theorem 11.3.
Proposition 11.16. If n > 1, then [Agn| - |Agnsr| > 22" L,
Proof. By Lemma 10.10 (ii), han is odd and so Lemma 11.13 (i) implies that
Agn = Hl(CQ; D(Zan)(g))

By Propositions 9.7 and 10.19, we have a 6-periodic exact sequence of finite abelian groups:

ﬁl(Cg;V2n+1) — An1 Aan
8T la
HO(Cy; D(ZCon)) +—— HO(Co; D(ZConi1)) +—— HO(Ca; Vanin).
Furthermore, by Proposition 9.8, we have that H 9(C9; D(ZCyk)) = Agk as abelian groups for all

k> 1, and H(Cy; Vani1) = HO(Cy; Vanrn) as abelian groups.
Since the involution on Vant1 acts by negation, we have that

271—11—2

n—2
(G Vaan) 2 Vs /2 = @272 = (22271,
=1

This implies that the 6-periodic exact sequence restricts to:

2

Age 25 (2/2)2" 71 Ly Ay,
By the first isomorphism theorem and exactness, we get that:

22" = [ker(8)] - [ Tm(8)| = | Im(e)| - | Im(B)] < [As»

|Agna]

which was the required bound. O
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