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Abstract

We establish a homotopy-theoretic description of the homology of stable
moduli spaces of (2n + 1)-dimensional manifold triads (N, "N, 9°N) with
fixed 9°N, whenever n > 3 and (N, ahN) is 1-connected. Stabilization is
performed by taking boundary connected sum with S" x D"*!. This is an
analog of earlier work of Galatius and Randal-Williams for even-dimensional
manifolds with fixed boundary, and it extends a previous result by Botvinnik
and Perlmutter. As a byproduct, we obtain an analog for odd-dimensional
triads of Kreck’s stable diffeomorphism classification of even-dimensional
manifolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION.

In this introduction, we will introduce the main objects of study in this thesis,
moduli spaces of manifolds, and motivate their study from a homotopy-theoretic
perspective. The main goal of this introduction is to provide the necessary context
for the main problem that this thesis addresses, stated in Section 1.5. This section
is structured as follows:

1.1 What a moduli space (sometimes)is.. . . ... ... ........ 4
1.2 Moduli spaces of manifolds. . . ... ... ... ... . ..... 6
1.3 The classical approach to BDiff(M). . . . .. ... ... ...... 10
1.4 Amodernapproach. . . .. ... ... ... ... L. 11
1.5 The thesis problem: odd dimensions. . . .. ... ... ...... 19

1.1. What a moduli space (sometimes) is.

The main object of study in this thesis is a specific example of a moduli space. This
term has become ubiquitous in mathematics, especially in the fields of algebra,
geometry and topology, since it was first introduced by Riemann in the beginning
of the 20-th century. In this introduction, we will not attempt to define moduli
spaces in a way that would make justice to its many different incarnations in
mathematics. Instead, we will present three selection criteria that the author finds
fit for a space to deservedly be called a moduli space, along with examples that
satisfy those criteria.

Criterion 1. The points of a moduli space are objects of a fixed geometric nature
and paths are ways of deforming such objects while preserving this nature.

The first (and arguably most important) moduli space that was defined was the
moduli space of Riemann surfaces with genus g and n marked points .4y ,. Roughly
speaking, the points in .#,, are isomorphism classes of Riemann surfaces, that
is, smooth projective connected complex curves, of genus g and a choice of n-
many distinct points on the curve. Paths in ./, are deformations of the curve
together with ways of moving the points avoiding collisions. This space was first
introduced and studied by Riemann, and has been a central object of study in
algebraic geometry ever since.

Before continuing with the further criteria, let us comment about the word
space in the previous and forthcoming discussion. In this thesis, the word space
will mean a topological space or a homotopy type. This definition is, however, not



STABLE MODULI SPACES OF ODD-DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLD TRIADS

always the most convenient when studying moduli spaces. For example, when
attempting to construct the topological space .#,, with the requirements set
above, one obtains a (quite) pathological space that is only a shadow of a more
complex but also more natural object (e.g. a stack). This topological space will
not only be difficult to study but also will not enjoy natural properties that one
would hope—-for example, instances of the forthcoming criteria. However, such
pathologies will not appear in the moduli spaces that we will consider in this
thesis. Therefore, from now on, all moduli spaces will, in particular, be spaces.

Criterion 2. Moduli spaces classify families of objects of a fixed geometric nature
indexed by reasonably non-pathological spaces.

Another important family of moduli spaces are the Grassmanians. For non-
negative integers 0 < d < N, we define the space Gr(d, N) to be the space of
linear subspaces of RV of dimension d, and call it the Grassmanian of d-planes in
RMN. The topology of Gr(d, N) is an important object of study for several fields
in mathematics. For example, the study of its cohomology ring is a useful step
towards solving enumeration problems in enumerative geometry. More relevantly
to this thesis, these spaces completely determine the classification problem of real
vector bundles in the following way. Observe that, by seeing a linear subspace
of RN as a linear subspace of RN*! by the inclusion RY ¢ RN*! in the first N-
coordinates, we have an inclusion Gr(d, N) C Gr(d, N + 1). Denote the of all
Gr(d, N) over N as Gr(d)-the points in this space can be seen as linear subspaces
of R* of dimension d—equipped with the weak topology. This space classifies
d-dimensional real vector bundles in the following sense.

Theorem (Classification of vector bundles). There exists a d-dimensional real
vector bundle y; over Gr(d) which is universal, i.e. there is a natural bijection

homotopy classes of ~ isomorphism classes of
continuous functions  — d-dimensional real
X — Gr(d) vector bundles over X

for any paracompact space X, taking a continuous function f : X — Gr(d) to the
pullback bundle f*y,.

This result—usually atributed to Steenrod [Ste51]-is a precise interpretation
of Criterion 2 showing that Gr(d) classifies families of d-dimensional real vector
spaces (i.e. vector bundles) indexed by paracompact spaces. Similarly, complex
Grassmanians classify complex vector bundles, oriented Grassmanians classify
oriented vector bundles, and so on and so forth.

Remark. A formal consequence of Steenrod’s theorem above is that the cohomol-
ogy ring H*(Gr(d); R) with coefficients in a ring R is isomorphic to the ring of
characteristic classes of d-dimensional real vector bundles with coefficients in R,
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that is, a natural transformation from the functor Vect;(—) taking a paracompact
space X to the set Vecty(X) of isomorphism classes of d-dimensional vector bun-
dles to the cohomology functor H*(—; R). Stiefel-Whitney classes and Pontrjagin
classes are examples of characteristic classes, and are important invariants in
differential geometry and topology. This is, in fact, a general feature for any
moduli space satisfying Criterion 2.

Criterion 3. Moduli spaces are (unions of) classifying spaces for automorphisms
groups of objects of a fixed geometric nature.

A classifying space of a group G is any space BG which is obtained by taking
the quotient of a weakly contractible reasonably nice free G-space by the action
of G. Such a space always exists and, in fact, all classifying spaces for a group G
are weakly equivalent.

Our first example was already introduced, namely Gr(d). One way of defining
the topology of Gr(d) is as the quotient of the space V;(R*) of injective linear
transformations T : R — R by the action of GL4(R) given by pre-composition.
One can check that V;(R™) is weakly contractible and the action of GL4(R) is free.
Thus, Gr(d) is a classifying space BGL;(R) of the general linear group GL4(R).

On another hand, a classifying space of a group G also satisfies Criterion 2 in
the sense that it classifies principal G-bundles—in other words, a family of free and
transitive G-sets—over paracompact spaces in the same sense as the Grassmanian
Gr(d) above. We will see more examples of classifying spaces in the next section.

To conclude, the above list of criteria for moduli spaces and examples thereof
shows that these spaces appear in different forms, and are an important class of
objects for different fields. In the next sections, we will define the main object of
interest in this thesis, which satisfies Criteria 1 to 3, and present some of the ways
that its homotopy type is studied.

1.2. Moduli spaces of manifolds.

The main object of interest in this thesis is the moduli space of smooth manifolds of
type M for a compact smooth manifold M. This homotopy type can be modelled in
various ways. However, the following model will be favourable for our purposes.

Definition 1.2.1. Let M be a compact smooth manifold, the moduli space of
manifolds of type M is the quotient

BDIff (M) := Emb(M, RY) /Diff (M)

of the action of the diffeomorphism group Diff (M) on the space of neat' smooth

'An embedding e : M < RY is neat if "' (dRY) = dM and M intersects dRY transversely.
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embeddings Emb(M, RY) of M into RY°~the union of RY = [0, +00) x RN~ for all
N > 0-both topologized with Whitney’s C*-topology”.

Before we consider any examples of this definition, let us briefly justify Cri-
teria 1 to 3 for this definition. First, observe that, BDiff (M) is in bijection with
the set of neat submanifolds of RY that are abstractly diffeomorphic to M by the
following reasoning: any such submanifold W c RY defines an embedding by
choosing a diffeomorphism ¢ : M — W and post-composing with the inclusion
into RY’, and two such embeddings which have the same image are on the same
orbit of the action of Diff (M). Similarly, paths in this space are given by isotopies
of submanifolds, hence we see that BDiff (M) satisfies Criterion 1.

Remark. This alternative description justifies considering BDiff (M) as a smooth
analog of Gr(d) by replacing linear subspaces with smooth submanifolds. On the
other hand, seeing Gr(d) as the quotient of V;(R™) by the action of GL4(R) (as
above) can be seen as a linear analog of BDiff (M) where embeddings are replaced
by linear injections, and diffeomorphisms by linear automorphisms.

We move now to Criterion 3, and from there deduce Criterion 2 as a conse-
quence. To do so, observe that the action of Diff (M) on Emb(M, RY) is free. On
the other hand, the latter space is weakly contractible by Whitney’s embedding
theorem, and thus® BDiff (M) is, as the notation suggests, a classifying space for
the topological group Diff (M), hence establishing Criterion 3. From this fact, it is
a formal consequence that BDiff (M) classifies principal Diff (M)-bundles, in the
same sense as the theorem above on vector bundles. Additionally, for every prin-
cipal Diff (M)-bundle P — X, we can define the fiber bundle P Xpiga) M — X,
whose fibers are homeomorphic to M, and whose structure group is Dift (M),
also called smooth M-bundle over X. From that, one can deduce that BDiff (M)
classifies smooth M-bundles, and hence satisfies Criterion 2. Let us now consider
some examples of Definition 1.2.1.

Example (Dimension 0). A 0-dimensional compact manifold is simply a finite
set S, and its diffeomorphism group is simply the group of permutations Sg of
the elements of S. Moreover, the space of neat embeddings Emb(S, RY’) is homeo-
morphic to the space of tuples (x5)ses of pairwise distinct points in R, where Sg
acts by permuting the labels. Thus, we see that BDiff(S) is homeomorphic to the
space of finite subsets of R* with the same cardinality as S. The homology groups
of this space were first extensively computed by Nakaoka [Nak60, Nak61], leading

2 Whitney’s C*-topology of a subspace of the space of smooth maps from a compact smooth
manifold M to any manifold N is uniquely characterized by the following property: a sequence of
smooth functions converges if and only if it converges pointwise and all its derivatives converge
pointwise. See e.g. [Hir76] for clarification.

3In order to conclude this fact, one needs the extra property that the projection Emb(M, RY)
has slices, which holds. See e.g. [BF].



JOAO LOBO FERNANDES

to the discovery of the phenomenon of homological stability, which is nowadays
known for many families of groups.

Example (Spheres). Let d > 0 be an integer. Given a linear subspace V' C R™ of
dimension d +1 together with an inner product, then the subspace of all points in V'
of norm 1, denoted by S(V), is a smooth manifold of R} abstractly diffeomorphic
to S¢. Thus, it is no surprise that there is a map

S(=) : Gr°(d + 1) — BDiff(5%)

where the source is the Grassmanian of d-planes of R™ together with an inner
product, given by taking V to S(V). By observing that Gr°(d+1) models BO(d+1),
the map S(—) can also be modeled as the map induced on classifying spaces of
the inclusion O(d + 1) — Diff (S%) given by the action of O(d + 1) on S¢ by linear
isometries. From the example above, one can see that S(—) is an equivalence for
d = 0. This phenomenon also holds for d = 1, 2, 3 but fails in every other dimension
except these. The case d = 1 follows from the fact that there is essentially a
canonical way to isotope a diffeomorphism of an interval [0, 1] fixing the boundary
to the identity. The case d = 2 was proved by Smale [Sma59], and the case d = 3
by Hatcher [Hat83], solving Smale’s conjecture. We will come back to the failure
of the analogous phenomenon in higher dimensions in Section 1.4.3.

The study of moduli spaces of surfaces is a point of intersection between many
fields in algebra, topology, and geometry. Let us look at two examples outside of

topology.

Example (Dimension 2-Group theory). Let 3, be an orientable surface of genus
g > 2. First, Earle and Eells showed that the path components of the subgroup
Diff* (2,) of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms are contractible [EE69, p. 21],
and hence Diff* (34) is homotopy equivalent to the discrete group o (Diff " (Z,)),
which is commonly called the mapping class group of X4, and often denoted by T,.
Thus, the moduli space BDiff " (3,) of orientable surfaces of genus g is equivalent
to the classifying space of ;. The latter object is heavily studied in group theory
(see e.g. [FM11]). For example, I;; acts on ;(2y) via outer automorphisms, hence
producing a group homomorphism o : I, — Out(;(2,)) and the Dehn-Nielsen—
Baer theorem states that ¢ is an isomorphism, see [FM11, Thm. 8.1]. Moreover,
taking abelianizations, we have a map (—)? : Out(m1(24)) — GLyy(Z), as the
abelianization of m1(Z,) is Hi(2,) = Z%. The kernel of the composite I, —
GL3y(Z) is called the Torelli subgroup. The cohomology of this group is still a
mysterious object, being the source of many conjectures and open questions, see
e.g. [Mor99, CF11].

For g = 1, observe that 3; = S! x S! is a Lie group, and thus acts on itself
by translation. This produces a map S' x S — Diff(S! x S')4, onto the path
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component of the identity in the group of diffeomorphisms of S! x !, which Earle
and Eells showed to be a homotopy equivalence [EE69, p. 21]. From this result,
Morita [Mor] completely computed the cohomology group H* (BDiff* (S' xS'); Q).
This computation can be also obtained via the Eichler-Shimura isomorphism (see
e.g. [BZ25, Thm. 5.15]), thus providing a somewhat unexpected relationship
between characteristic classes of manifold bundles and spaces of modular forms.

Example (Dimension 2-Algebraic geometry). The moduli spaces BDiff* () are
of relevance to the field of algebraic geometry for the following reason. There ex-
ists a map .#,; — BDIff " (2,) roughly taking a Riemann surface and forgetting the
complex structure on it. One can show that this map induces an isomorphism on
rational cohomology. There are certain tautological classes x.i € H*(#,; Q), often
called the Miller—Morita—Mumford classes, which were first defined by Mumford
[Mum83], motivated by the study of enumerative problems in the moduli space
My. In loc.cit, the author conjectured that, in a certain range of degrees (com-
ing from Harer’s stability theorem [Har85]), these classes form an algebraically
independent set of generators of H* (.#,; Q). After more than 20 years since Mum-
ford’s work, this conjecture was finally proved by Madsen and Weiss [MW07], by
purely geometric-topological methods. These methods inspired a wave of new
developments in the study of moduli spaces of manifolds, best exemplified in the
generalization of the main result of loc.cit. to all even dimensions by Galatius and
Randal-Williams [GR14] (to which we will return later, see Section 1.4.2), which
in turn heavily inspired the main result of this thesis.

As a final example, we expand on some of the known results about moduli
spaces of 3-dimensional manifolds.

Example (Dimension 3). After the resolution of Smale’s conjecture by Hatcher
[Hat83], as mentioned above, and the proof of Thurston’s geometrization conjecture
by Perelman, a new version of Smale’s conjecture emerged stating that for a
Riemannian metric g on a 3-dimensional closed manifold M of constant sectional
curvature, the inclusion Isom(M, g) < Diff (M) is a homotopy equivalence, see
[Gab01, Hon+12]. The first instance of this fact is Hatcher’s theorem for M = S,
since Isom(S?, g) = O(4) for g the standard round metric. Later, this conjecture
was proved for hyperbolic manifolds (that is, constant sectional curvature —1) by
Gabai [Gab01]. Using techniques from geometric analysis, namely by exploiting
further improvements in the study of Ricci flows, Balmer and Kleiner [BK22]
proved this conjecture for a large class of prime manifolds, eventually completing
the proof of this conjecture. This conjecture has lead to a plethora of outstanding
research and lies in the heart of 3-dimensional manifold topology, which this
example is too small to contain. We refer to loc.cit. for a historical reference.

As we have seen, the moduli spaces of manifolds BDiff (M) are objects of
interest to many fields. However, their study seems to be (at least in the examples
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presented) quite case-dependent and case-sensitive. In the next sections, we
present systematic approaches to understanding these homotopy types when M
is of dimension at least 5. We will start with the classical approach, which studies
these spaces via surgery theory, and later explain a more modern approach, which
focuses on the study of embedding spaces as models for the homotopy theoretic
difference between moduli spaces of different manifolds.

1.3. The classical approach to BDiff (M).

In this subsection, we explain the surgery-pseudoisotopy program to study BDiff (M)
for compact manifolds M. This program attempts to study BDiff (M) in terms of
a larger moduli space of block manifolds BDiff (M). The homotopy type of this
space is characterized by the property that it classifies smooth block bundles over
simplicial complexes with fiber M—a weakening of the notion of smooth fiber
bundle—up to concordance, see [ER14, Defn. 2.2] for a model of this space. Since
a smooth fiber bundle over a simplicial complex is a block bundle, we have a
map BDiff (M) — BDiff (M) classifying the universal smooth fiber bundle over
BDiff (M) seen as a block bundle. The surgery-pseudoisotopy program studies
BDiff (M) in the following two step procedure:

@ Study B]%(M). The moduli space of block manifolds B]%(M) can be
completely studied using surgery theory in the following sense. One can
construct a map BI’)‘iE(M) — BAut(M, oM)*, where the target is the clas-
sifying space of the group-like monoid of homotopy automorphisms of
M which fix oM setwise. The homotopy fiber of this map agrees with a
collection of components of the surgery structure space S (M, o0M), which is
the central object of investigation in surgery theory. The main theorem of
surgery theory (see [WR99, Qui70]) states that, for d = dim M > 5, there
exists a fiber sequence

8§ (M, oM) — N(M) — LI(M, oM)

where N(M) ~ Map(M, G/O) is the space of normal invariants and LY (M, M)
is the quadratic L-theory space, whose homotopy groups compute Wall’s
quadratic L-groups [WR99]. Both of these spaces are amenable to techniques
in (stable) homotopy theory.

@ Study (lef /Diff) (M). The homotopy fiber of the map from BDiff (M) to
BDiff (M), denoted by (lef /Diff) (M), can be described in a range using

“This follows from the fact that a block fibration with fiber M admits a canonical strictification
as a fibration, or more precisely, that the map BAut(M, oM) — BAut(M, dM) is a weak equivalence.
See e.g. [Kra22, Lemma A.3].

10
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Waldhausen’s algebraic K-theory of spaces [Wal78] via the seminal work of
Weiss and Williams [WW88]. If M is closed, there exists a map

Diff/Diff) (M) — Q¥ 'WhPfs (A1)
2

where WhPf:5 (M) is the 2-connective cover of the cofiber of the map of
spectra XM — A(M) and (—)c, denotes the homotopy orbits of a certain
C,-action on this spectrum. Weiss and Williams proved that this map is
roughly ¢(M)-connected, where ¢(M) is the concordance stable range of M,
which is bounded below roughly by %l by Igusa’s stability theorem [Igu88].
Once again, the space on the right hand side is amenable to stable homotopy
theoretic methods, and thus tractable.

This program has lead to many computations of the homotopy types of moduli
spaces of manifolds (see e.g. [FH78, Bur79, BL82]). However, this method is
inherently limited by the concordance stable range, which has been proved to be
bounded above (roughly) by d for a large class of manifolds (see [GKK23]). In the
next section, we will explain a more modern program which does not have this
limitation, and which was first put forward by Weiss [Wei22].

1.4. A modern approach.

In this subsection, we expand on an emerging approach to the study of moduli
spaces of manifolds, which relies on the parameterized isotopy extension theorem,
which we now explain. First, let us define a small variation of the moduli spaces
studied above. Let M be a compact manifold and denote by BDiff ;(M) the clas-
sifying space of the group of diffeomorphisms of M that are the identity on the
boundary-which can be modelled similarly as above and classifies smooth fiber
bundles with fiber M together with a trivialization of the induced bundle with
fiber oM.

Let now My, M; C M be two compact codimension 0 submanifolds such that
M = M, U M; and whose interiors are disjoint. Then a version of the parameterized
isotopy extension theorem states that the following sequence

Emb,, (M, M),, — BDiff 5(M,) — BDiff (M),

is a fiber sequence. Here, the leftmost space is the space of embeddings of M;
into M which are fixed on 9; = dM N M; and are isotopic to the inclusion of
M; relative to 0;. The rightmost space is the classifying space of the subgroup
Diff 5(M),, C Diftfy(M) of those diffeomorphisms isotopic to a diffeomorphism
which is the identity in M;. The right map is given by extension along the identity
and the left map (roughly) takes an embedding e : M; — M isotopic to the
inclusion of M; to its complement M — e(M;)°, which is abstractly diffeomorphic

11
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to M, and thus a point in BDiff 5(M,). There is also a version for manifolds with
boundary (without fixing the boundary), which we will return to later.

This result tells us that embedding spaces encode the homotopy theoretic differ-
ence between moduli spaces of different manifolds. Observe also that, if we wish
to use the fiber sequence above—-even if we are only interested in understanding
BDiff (M) of a closed manifold—-we are forced to consider the diffeomorphism
groups of manifolds with boundary fixing the boundary, since, if M is connected,
a compact codimension 0 submanifold of M which is neither empty nor M, will
have non-empty boundary. This result also suggests a strategy to understand
the moduli space of M (resp. of My) by first understanding the moduli space of a
submanifold M, (resp. of the ambient manifold M), and second study the space
of embeddings of the complement M; of M on the ambient manifold M. This
strategy can then be iterated in order to understand moduli spaces of more and
more complicated manifolds.

1.4.1. Embedding spaces and Goodwillie-Weiss embedding calculus. We
will now address the following question: why are spaces of smooth embeddings
between compact manifolds any easier than diffeomorphism groups?

The study of embeddings of smooth manifolds can be traced back to the work
of Whitney [Whi44], who investigated the problem of embedding a compact
manifold into the euclidean space RN. In loc.cit, Whitney first provided a recipe to
embed every d-dimensional compact manifold M into R?¥*!, and then showed that,
in fact, this embedding can be chosen to completely lie in R>?. To do so, the author
provided a method to eliminate generic self-intersection points of maps from M
to R?@ up to homotopy, now known as the Whitney trick. This was the starting
point for the study of obstructions for a map of smooth manifolds M? — N%** to
be homotopic to an embedding, see e.g. [HS62, Hud67, Hud72, Dax72, HQ74].

In more homotopy-theoretic terms, the collection of these works describes the
homotopy type of the homotopy fiber of the map

Emb(M, N) — Map(M, N)

in a certain range, in terms of algebraic invariants. Almost half a century after
Whitney’s original work, the study of this map was revolutionized by the work of
Goodwillie and Weiss [Go090, Wei99, GW99]. One of their main insights is that
this map is only the first stage in a tower of approximations, which lies (almost)
completely within the realm of homotopy theory, and is faithful in describing the
full homotopy type of Emb(M, N), when the codimension of M in N is at least 3.
More precisely, the authors defined the Goodwillie-Weiss embedding tower

12
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Too Embg (M, N)

Heo

n
2 T, Embg (M, N)

Embx(M,N) —— 2 T, Embg (M, N)
where K C M is a submanifold and Embg (M, N) is the space of embeddings
extending a fixed embedding K < N, which enjoys the following properties:

D If dim N — 3 > hdim(M, K), then the map 7 is f(k)-connected for all
k > 1, for a certain divergent function f : Z — Z, where hdim(M, K) is the
handle dimension of M relative to K C M. In particular, the map 7., is an
equivalence in this case. This was established by Goodwillie-Klein-Weiss
[GK15, Wei99].

(2) The map 7, is equivalent to the derivative map Embg (M, N) — Map,(TM, TN)
to the space of bundle maps from TM to TN.

(3 The homotopy fiber of the map Ty Embg (M, N) — Ti_; Embg (M, N) is
equivalent to a certain relative section space of a fibration over Emb(k, M) /2,
whose fiber is equivalent to the total homotopy fiber of the cube S C k +—
Emb(S, N).

Roughly speaking, the properties above reduce the problem of understanding of
the homotopy type of Emb(M, N) to understanding various configuration spaces
(and maps between them) of the manifolds M and N. For example, the latter can
be approached by inducting on the number of points, and studying the homotopy
types of the results of removing finite sets of points to M and N. Hence, this
approach successfully reduces a purely geometric problem in terms of homotopy
theory of manifolds. This is thus one possible justification for embedding spaces
being more amenable to methods in homotopy theory than diffeomorphism groups,
which this approach fails to describe, since the dimension assumption above is
not satisfied.

1.4.2. The work of Galatius and Randal-Williams. We will now expand
on the work of Galatius and Randal-Williams [GR14, GR17b] on stable moduli
spaces of even-dimensional manifolds, which first provides a starting point for
implementing the approach mentioned in this section for even-dimensional mani-
folds, and second serves as the main inspiration for the results of this thesis. In

13
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this subsubsection, we will state the main result of loc.cit. and expand on some
immediate consequences.

Let n > 1 be an integer. Let M be a compact, connected, smooth manifold of
dimension 2n with non-empty boundary oM. Let W, ; be the manifold obtained by
taking a g-fold boundary connected sum of W ; := (5"xS5")\int(D?"). By choosing
a (2n—1)-disc in @M, we define the boundary connected sum M{W,, ; along this disc.
We define the space BDiff 5(M.) as the homotopy colimit over the stabilization
maps BDiff 5(M W) — BDiff (M § Wy,1,1), induced by boundary connected
sum with W ;. A parameterized version of the Pontrjagin—-Thom construction
yields a map

BDiffo(Mw) — (Q% MTOM) aut 01 (0n1) 1)

to a purely homotopy-theoretic object, which we now describe: Consider a Moore—
Postnikov n-factorization tar = Oy © Iy : M — B — BO(2n) of a tangent classifier
of M. In other words, the map Iy is an n-connected cofibration and the map 8y is
an n-coconnected fibration. The spectrum MT6); denotes the Thom spectrum of
the formal inverse of 0. The latter admits an action by the group-like monoid
Autgpr(0y) of self weak equivalences of B over BO(2n) and under oM. The target
of the map (1) is the homotopy orbits of Q* MT0) by this action.

Theorem ([GR17b]). Let M be a compact, connected, smooth 2n-manifold with
non-empty boundary. For a Moore-Postnikov n-factorization tpy = Op 0 lyy : M —
B — BO(2n), the parameterized Pontrjagin-Thom map

BDiff (Moo) — (QMTOn) autys (01)

is acyclic onto the path component hit, that is, it induces an isomorphism on homology
groups with any local coefficient system pulled back from the target.

This result is another instance of describing a geometric object, namely, the
ring of characteristic classes of certain manifold bundles, by a purely homotopy
theoretic object. Observe also that M is a submanifold of M, for all g > 1. Moreover,
one can show that the handle dimension of the complement M, — M° = W, ; of
this submanifold is n. Hence, if n > 3, the embedding space Emb,, (W1, M)
can be completely described via embedding calculus. In the next subsubsection,
we will see some consequences of applying the parameterized isotopy extension
theorem for the submanifold M C M,, by combining the work of Galatius and

Randal-Williams with Goodwillie-Weiss embedding calculus.

We finish this subsubsection by explaining some direct corollaries of the
theorem above. As mentioned before, the target of the parameterized Pontrjagin-
Thom map above lies completely within the realm of homotopy theory. The
following facts simplify the computation of this homotopy type in certain cases:

14
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« If the pair (M, M) is c-connected for some ¢ < n — 1, then the monoid

Autyp(6a) is (n — ¢ — 1)-coconnected. In particular, if (M, oM) is (n — 1)-
connected, then Autgy(6y) is contractible. See [GR19, Lemma 12.4.15]

This fact effectively bounds the complexity of the homotopy type of Autypr(0p). In
turn, as any mapping space of spaces, its homotopy type is amenable to homotopy
theoretic techniques.

« The reduced rational cohomology of Q* MT8) is a free graded commuta-
tive algebra on the reduced rational spectrum cohomology MT6,,, which in
turn, by the Thom isomorphim, is isomorphic to the cohomology H*(B; Q),
after shifting degrees by —2n.

From these two facts, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary ([GR14]). There is an isomorphism of graded commutative algebras

Qlxy : b € B,|b| > 2n] = lim H* (BDiff 5(W,,,); Q)
g

where B is the set of monomials on the Pontrjagin classes p; fori = f”T“], cee,n—1,
and the degree |xp| = |b| — 2n.

This isomorphism recovers the Madsen and Weiss’ resolution of the Mumford
conjecture [MW07], as mentioned above, by taking n = 1. Moreover, the classes
kp are often called the Miller—Morita—Mumford classes, as they generalize the
characteristic classes for surface bundles with the same name. These classes can
be defined geometrically via a fiberwise integration map.

1.4.3. Applications. In this subsubsection, we expand on some successful ap-
plications of the approach explained in this section. As a first example, let
us come back to the Smale conjecture and diffeomorphism groups of spheres.
As mentioned before, the action of O(d + 1) on the sphere S¢ induces a map
BO(d + 1) — BDiff(5%). One can show that the homotopy fiber of this map is
equivalent to the loop space of the classifying space BDiff 5(D?), and hence, the
moduli space of d-dimensional discs encodes the failure of the Smale conjecture
in dimension d.

Using the classical approach, Farrell and Hsiang [FH78] proved that there is
an isomorphism

= |0 if d i
7. (BDiff (D)) ® Q — 1 %s even
Ki+1(Z) ® Q ifdisodd

in the concordance stable range * < ¢(D?), where K. (Z) are the algebraic K-theory
groups of Z, which are completely computed by the work of Borel. In recent years,
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there has been significant progress in extending this computation exploiting the
approach discussed in this section, such as [Ran16, Kra22, KR24, KR21]. We will
now explain some of these advances, starting with the even-dimensional case.
Kupers and Randal-Williams [KR24] combined the works mentioned above to
vastly extend this computation for d even. The authors exploited a delooping of
the parameterized isotopy extension theorem

BDiff 5(D*") — BDiffy(W,,1) — BEmb3 (W1, Wy,1)

induced by the inclusion D*" C W, by combining extensive computations of the
embedding calculus tower for the embedding space Emb}, (W1, W), together
with a computation of the homotopy groups of the total space, using the work of
Galatius and Randal-Williams. The main result of loc.cit. is the following.

Theorem ([KR24]). Assume 2n > 6, then the rational homotopy group
7 (BDiff5(D*")) ® Q

(i) vanishes ifk < 2n — 2,
(ii) vanishes if k does not belong to

g = U[2r(n —2) - 1,2r(n—1) +1]

r>2

and is not congruent to 2n — 1 mod 4,
(iii) is isomorphic to Q ifk > 2n — 1, k = 2n — 1 mod 4, and does not belong to §.

This result not only completely computes these groups in a range, but shows
that, except from the copies of Q from (iii), these homotopy groups are concen-
trated in bands, that is, vanish away from §. A similar phenomenon is conjectured
to hold for odd dimensions, see [Ran23].

Odd-dimensional discs. This thesis will focus on odd-dimensional manifolds and
its moduli spaces. In the case of a disc, Krannich [Kra22] and later Krannich and
Randal-Williams [KR21] were able to provide a comparably extensive computation
of the rational homotopy groups of BDiff 5(D?**!), using the work of Botvinnik
and Perlmutter [BP17], which is the main motivation for this thesis, and to which
we will return in the next subsection.

To explain their approach, we define the group of concordance diffeomor-
phisms C(M) for a manifold M to be the group of diffeomorphisms of M X [0, 1]
which are the identity on M x {0} U dM X [0, 1]. There is a fiber sequence

BDIff ,(M x [0, 1]) — BC(M) — BDiff5(M),
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induced by restricting a concordance diffeomorphism to Mx{1}, where BDiff 5(M),
is the classifying space of the collection of components of Diff;(M) hit by the
restriction map C(M) — Diff3(M). In [Kra22, KR21], the authors compute the
homotopy groups of BC(D?") and provide a new computation of BDiff 5(D?") via
different methods. This allows them to compute the rational homotopy groups
of BDiff 5(D?"*1), using the fiber sequence above. The classifying space BC(D?")
fits in a parameterized isotopy extension fiber sequence

BC(D") — BDIffp(V,) — BEmb3, ((Vy, Wy.), (Vg Wya))

where the total space denotes the classifying space of the diffeomorphism group
of Vy = (8" x D" fixed pointwise on a codimension 0 disc D in its boundary,
and the base space is a delooping of the space of self-embeddings of the pair
(Vyg, Wy,1). The aforementioned work of Botvinnik and Perlmutter [BP17] provides
a description of the stable homology of the total space, see Section 1.5. The
(delooping of the) space of embeddings on the right can be approach with similar
methods as in the even-dimensional case, even though, in [KR21], the authors use
more direct methods. The main result of loc.cit. is the following.

Theorem ([KR21]). In degrees k < 3n — 8, there is an isomorphism

Q k=2n-2mod4, k>2n-2

7 (BDiffo(D*"1)) ® Q = Ki11(Z) ® Q @ .
0 otherwise.

The additional copy of Q in this computation comes from the same source as
the one in (iii) from the theorem above, namely it is detected by the Pontrjagin-
Weiss classes, coming from the homotopy groups of Top := colimy Homeo(R?),
using the topological invariance of Pontrjagin classes, established by Novikov
[Nov65]. More precisely, these classes witness the failure of certain expected
relations between topological Pontrjagin classes, which was discovered by Weiss
[Wei22], where the author put forward the first instance of the modern approach,
which has been explained at length in the past subsubsections. These classes are
now known to be non trivial in all degrees for dimension > 6, as a result of [KK25].
On another note, it is worth mentioning that there have been substantial results
in the detecting certain non-trivial characteristic classes of smooth D?-bundles,
especially put forward by Watanabe, which exploit completely different methods
which lie outside the scope of this thesis, see e.g. [Wat08, Wat09, Wat18, BW23,
BW26].

Why discs are important. In the beginning of this subsubsection, we motivated
the study of BDiff 5(D?) by explaining that it measures the failure of the Smale
conjecture in high dimensions. However, there is an arguably better argument
to study the homotopy type of this space. To explain this, we will explain two
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instances of a phenomenon in this field, as brought forward by Krannich and
Kupers [KK24b]: 2-tangential invariance in moduli spaces of manifolds.

We say that an embedding of codimension 0 compact d-dimensional smooth
manifolds e : M < N is an equivalence on tangential 2-types, if there is a map
0 : B — BO(d) such that the tangent classifier 7y : N — BO(d) admits a 2-
connected lift up to homotopy £y : N — B along 6 such that e*fy : M — BO(d)
is also 2-connected. The first instance of 2-tangential invariance is the following.
Consider the fiber sequence induced by the submanifold e(M) ¢ N

El’l’lba1 (C, N), i Blefa(M) i BDiﬁa(N)lO

where C is N — e(M)°. If, additionally, the embedding (N NC) x [0,1] < Cisan
equivalence on tangential 2-types, then the embedding calculus tower for the left-
most space converges—this is [KK24a, Thm. B] which generalizes the convergence
result of Goodwillie-Klein-Weiss mentioned above. Thus, roughly speaking, un-
der some 2-tangential equivalence assumptions, the difference between the moduli
spaces BDiff 3(M) and BDiff 3(N) is (almost) completely homotopy-theoretic.

Returning back to the disc, given a simply connected spin d-manifold M, then
any embedding D? < M is an equivalence of tangential 2-types, and hence, by the
discussion above, the homotopy theoretic difference between BDiff 5(D?)-heavily
understood by the work above mentioned—and BDiff 5(M) is faithfully described
by the embedding calculus tower.

The second instance of 2-tangential invariance is the following. In the previous
section, we mentioned that the range in which the surgery-pseudoisotopy program
faithfully describes BDiff (M) is given by the concordance stable range ¢(M).
This range is defined as follows. There is a concordance stabilization map

sm: C(M) - C(M x [0,1]),

see e.g. [Igu88, Chapter II, §1], and ¢(M) is defined as the minimum integer k
such that syx[,1)m is k-connected for all m > 0. Recently, Goodwillie-Krannich-
Kupers [GKK23] showed that, if e : M <> N is an equivalence on tangential
2-types, then the induced map hofib(sy;) — hofib(sy) is roughly %d—connected.
Roughly speaking, from this result one concludes that, below the range around
%d, the concordance stable range ¢ (M) only depends on the tangential 2-type.

In the case of discs, as a consequence of the rational computations of [KR24,
KR21], one is able to show that for any simply connected spin manifold M of
dimension at least 10, the rational concordance stable range ¢2(M)-given by the
same definition but replacing k-connected by rationally k-connected-is exactly
d — 4, see [GKK23]. From that, one sees that the rational homotopy type of
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BDiff 5(M) can be described via the classical approach in a larger range than
initially expected.

To conclude this subsection, we have seen that the modern approach, coming
out of the vision of Weiss [Wei22], has been successful in understanding the
homotopy types of moduli spaces of manifolds, especially for simply connected
spin manifolds’. This relied heavily on the study of embedding spaces and descrip-
tions of stable moduli spaces of manifolds, in full generality for even dimensional
manifolds by Galatius and Randal-Williams [GR17b], and in the specific case of
odd-dimensional discs by Botvinnik and Perlmutter [BP17]. The main goal of this
thesis is to extend the latter work to a larger class of odd-dimensional manifolds,
thus (in principle) enabling the pursuit of this program for all odd-dimensional
manifolds. We expand on this goal and make the result of this thesis precise in
the next subsection.

1.5. The thesis problem: odd dimensions.

As mentioned before, this thesis concerns moduli spaces of odd-dimensional
manifolds. More concretely, the goal of this thesis is to answer the following
question.

Question. Is there an odd-dimensional analogue of Galatius and Randal-Williams’
work on stable moduli spaces of even-dimensional manifolds [GR14, GR17b]?

As alluded to above, Botvinnik and Perlmutter [BP17] established a description
of the homology of a certain stable moduli space in the context of odd dimensions,
which we now explain. Let n > 1 and g > 0 be integers, V; denote the g-fold
boundary connected sum of S” X D™ and fix a codimension 0 disc D C Vy. As
in the even-dimensional case, there are maps

BDiff (V) — BDiffp (Vye1)

induced by the inclusion of V; C V1. Denote the homotopy colimit of this system
of maps by BDiff 5 (V). Let 7-.,, BO(2n + 1) be n-th connected cover of BO(2n+1)
and X7, BO(2n + 1) be its suspension spectrum. The main theorem of [BP17]
is the following description of the homology of this space.

Theorem ([BP17]). Assume that n > 4, then there exists a map
BDiff p (Vao) = Q%07 BO(2n + 1)

which is acyclic onto the path component hit.

SWe refer also to [Ran23] for a great exposition of these results.
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This result is, once again, a complete description of the purely geometric
object on the left in terms of a purely homotopy theoretic object on the right. As
mentioned before, this result was crucial to Krannich and Randal-Williams’ compu-
tation of rational homotopy groups of BDiff5(D?"*!) away from the concordance
stable range [Kra22, KR21]. In addition, this result was earlier also exploited by
Kupers [Kup19] to deduce finiteness properties of moduli spaces of 2-connected
odd-dimensional manifolds.

We can see this result as an analogue of Galatius and Randal-Williams” work
(see result above) for the specific case M = D?", namely a computation of the ho-
mology of the stable moduli space hocolim, BDiff 5(W,,;). In light of this analogy,
we are motivated to ask the following revised question.

Thesis question. Is there a description of the homology of moduli spaces of
certain odd-dimensional manifolds after stabilization by V,, which is an analogue
of Galatius and Randal-Williams’ work [GR14, GR17b] in its fullest generality, and
recovers the work of Botvinnik and Perlmutter [BP17] for the case of a disc?

The answer to this question is yes. We now move to state the main output
of our thesis, which justifies this claim. We explain our setting in analogy with
the even-dimensional setting of Galatius and Randal-Williams from Section 1.4.2.
Our main objects of study are compact smooth manifold triads (N, 9"N, 9°N) of
dimension d = 2n + 1, that is, compact smooth d-dimensional manifolds N with
boundary, along with a decomposition N = "N U a°N of their boundary into
the union of two codimension 0 compact submanifolds "N and °N such that
3("N) = "N Na’N = 3(3°N). We assume that 3"°N = 9" N N d°N is non-empty
and that N is connected. The role of the space BDiff 3(M) above is now played by
the classifying space BDiff 5o (N) of the topological group of diffeomorphisms of
N which are the identity on d°N but are allowed to move on d"N.

In this context, the role of W, ; above is now played by the triad (V,, W1, D)
where Vj, is the manifold obtained by g-fold boundary connected sum of " x D"*!
and D" is a codimension 0 disc in 9V,: The boundary of V, is the g-fold connected
sum of " x S™, so we are using the fact that W, is diffeomorphic to #,(S" x S")
after removing an open 2n-disc. Similarly, by picking a 2n-dimensional half-disc
in 9°N whose equatorial (2n — 1)-disc lies in 9" N, boundary connected sum yields
the triad (N § 'V, "Ny Wy.1,9°N). We define the space BDiff 5o (N ) to be the
homotopy colimit over the maps BDiff 5o (N § V) — BDiff 5 (N f Vy41) induced by
boundary connected sum with (V;, Wy 1, D?"). This is the analog of the left hand
side in (1). We proceed by defining the analog of right hand side in our context.

We say that a factorization (X, X’) — (Y,Y’) — (Z,Z’) of a map of pairs
(X,X") = (Z,Z’) is a Moore—Postnikov k-factorization of pairs if X' — Y — Z’
is a Moore—Postnikov k-factorization and X Uy, Y/ — Y — Z a Moore-Postnikov
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(k + 1)-factorization, both in the absolute sense. Such a factorization always exists
(see Lemma 7.1.2 below), so we may fix a Moore-Postnikov n-factorization of
pairs Oy o Iy : (N,d"N) — (B,B%) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) of a compatible
pair of tangent classifiers 7y : (N,d"N) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)). We denote
by MT®y the cofiber of the canonical map of Thom spectra %! MT6 5y —
MT0Oy induced by the map of pairs ©x = (0N, 05 ). The group-like monoid
Autyon (On) of self equivalences of the pair (B, B?) under (3°N, 9"°N) and over
(BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) acts on this spectrum. A parameterized version of the
Pontrjagin—-Thom construction for pairs yields a map

BDiff g0 (Now) — (Q%° MTON) put oy, (0) - (2)

We now state our main result, which can be seen as an analog for odd-dimensional
triads to the one of Galatius and Randal-Williams described above.

Theorem A. Let (N, 3"N, 9°N) be a compact smooth (2n+1)-dimensional manifold
triad where N is connected, (N, 8hN) is 1-connected, 9"°N # 0, and n > 3. For a
Moore—Postnikov n-factorization tn = O o Iy, the map

BlefaU(Nw) - (QOO MT@N)AutavN(@N)

is acyclic onto the path component it hits.

Remark. We highlight the following points:

(i) Specialized to n > 4 and to the triad (D?"*!, D?", D?"), Theorem A recovers
the result by Botvinnik and Perlmutter [BP17, Thm. A] above mentioned,
where D?" are the upper and lower hemispheres of dD*"*! = $?" (see
Section 7.3). Our work can be seen as a generalization of this result to
a more general class of triads (and incidentally to n > 3-although the
extension of [BP17, Thm. A] to dimension 7 was also previously obtained
by Krannich and Kupers). However, our methods are much closer in spirit
to the proof of the analogous result by Galatius and Randal-Williams. In
addition, we also consider a more general notion of tangential structures
for triads (see (iii) below) than the one considered in [BP17], and thus also
recover the more general result Theorem A* of loc.cit.

(i) The right-hand side of (2) simplifies considerably in many cases. For exam-
ple, if N is an h-cobordism, that is, if the inclusions "N < N « 3N are
equivalences, then the right-hand side is equivalent to Q* X%’ B for B fitting
in a Moore-Postnikov n-factorization N — B — BO(2n+1) (see Section 7.3).
In particular, the rational cohomology ring of any of its path components is
isomorphic to the free graded commutative Q-algebra Q[I:I* (B;Q)], so the
same holds for BDiff 50 (Ns).
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(iii) Galatius and Randal-Williams’ result above is a corollary of a more general
result on the moduli space BDiffg(M) of @-structures on M: For a map 6 :
B — BO(2n), a @-structure on M is a fiberwise isomorphism TM — 0*y,,,,
where y;, is the universal 2n-vector bundle. In this spirit, we also prove a
more general result, stated as Theorem A* in Section 7, that identifies the
homology of stabilization of the moduli space BDiffS, (N) of ©-structures
on N : For a map of pairs ® = (6, 0°) : (B, B°) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)), a
©-structure on (N, "N, *N ) is a pair of compatible 8- and 09-structures
on N and 9"N, respectively (which includes compatible orientations, spin
structures and framings, for example). Theorem A follows by applying this
result to ® = id. See Section 7.3 for other examples of ©-structures and
their corresponding moduli spaces.

(iv) Our result is not only analogous to the one of Galatius—Randal-Williams,
but also compatible with it in the sense that there exists a commutative
square

. 2 0
BDIH@U(NW) E— (Q MT@N)AutavN(@N)

| l

. h (1) 0
BDiff5(9"Neo) —— (Q°MTOn) pt ., (0,4,)
where the left vertical map is given by restricting diffeomorphisms and the
right vertical map is induced by the canonical map MTOx — MT6 5, and
the restriction of self-equivalences of (B, B°) to B°.

1.5.1. Stable moduli spaces of even-dimensional nullbordisms. Our main
result Theorem A will be deduced from a stronger, although more technical, group
completion-type result on moduli spaces of nullbordisms, which we now move
to explain. A comparable deduction happens in the work of Galatius and Randal-
Williams [GR14, GR17b], so we explain this case first. One of the most useful
objects exploited in loc.cit. is the cobordism category Coby of 0-manifolds for a
map of spaces 8 : B — BO(d). This is a category internal to topological spaces:
Roughly speaking, the objects of Coby are (d — 1)-dimensional closed smooth
manifolds P together with a vector bundle map Ip : TP @ ¢! — 0*y4 which is a
fiberwise isomorphism, where y; is the universal d-dimensional vector bundle
over BO(d). A morphism W : P ~» Q in Coby is a d-dimensional compact smooth
manifold W such that oW = P LI Q, i.e. a cobordism, together with a vector bundle
map ly : TW — 0yg4, extending Ip and I on its boundary (see [GR14, Defn. 2.6]
for more details). We highlight the following facts about Coby :

(1) Given a compact smooth d-dimensional manifold M as above, the space of
interest BDiff 5(M) is a path component of the morphism space Cob (0, M),
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where Cob = Cobjg for id : BO(d) — BO(d) the identity map. More
generally, for any map 6 : B — BO(d), the space BDiff%(M) as in (iii) above
is a union of path components of Cobg (0, 9M).

@ For any map 6 : B — BO(d), Galatius, Madsen, Tillmann, and Weiss
[Gal+09] proved that the classifying space BCoby is equivalent to Q* MT0,
where MT0 is the Thom spectrum of the formal inverse —6.

(3) When d = 2n, there exists a distinguished morphism Hp : P ~> P for every
non-empty connected object P € Coby such that the post-composition map
Hp o (=) : Coby(0,P) — Coby(0, P) of Hp extends the stabilization map
BDiff y(MW,,1) — BDiffo(MfWy,1,1) defined above along the inclusion
from (1), in case P = oM and 6 = id . The underlying cobordism of Hp is the
connected sum (P x [0, 1])W;, where W, = §" x S" = 9V;. Moreover, the
space BDiff (M) is a path component of the space

Cob(0, P)[(Hp) '] = hocolim (cOb(o, Py 57 Cob(0,P) — - -

given by "inverting" the action of this morphism, when P = oM.

In [GR17b], the authors reduce the proof that the map (1) is acyclic, using standard
homotopy-theoretic methods together with (1)-(3), to the following statement
about the spaces Cobg (0, P)[(Hp)~!] for a general map 6 : B — BO(2n): The
canonical map

Cobyg,,(0, P)[(Hp)~'] = Qo,p1BCoby 3)

taking a morphism to the path represented by it, is acyclic. Here, the source is
the subspace of Coby (0, P) of those morphisms W : ) ~> P such thatlyy : W — B
is n-connected. Most of the work in [GR17b] resides in the proof of the latter
statement, for which the authors use a mixture of parameterized surgery (as
developed in [GR14]), a variant of the classical group completion theorem, and
geometric/surgery-theoretic arguments.

Interlude: Stable diffeomorphism classification. In contrast to the acyclicity
of the map (1), the statement that (3) is acyclic already has content on Hy: It re-
covers a classical result of Kreck [Kre99] on the classification of even-dimensional
manifolds up to stable diffeomorphism, which we briefly recall. Let P be a closed
(2n—1)-dimensional manifold, we say that two compact connected 2n-dimensional
manifolds My and M; with boundary, together with identifications of oM; with
P for i = 0,1, are stable diffeomorphic relative to P if there exists an integer g > 0
such that Mo§W, and M;#W are diffeomorphic relative to P. In [Kre99, Thm. 2],
Kreck established a necessary and sufficient condition for two such manifolds
to be stably diffeomorphic, which is purely bordism-theoretic. It turns out that
the acyclicity of (3) on Hy implies this result (see Remark 6.4.2 for more details).
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Therefore, one can view the latter as a family version of Kreck’s result. Below we
will explain that a similar perspective applies in our setting.

1.5.2. Stable moduli spaces of odd-dimensional triad nullbordisms. We
move now to explaining the aforementioned stronger but more technical, group
completion type result in our context. We also consider a category internal
to topological spaces, namely the cobordism category Cobg of ®-manifolds with
boundary for a map of pairs of spaces © = (6, 69) : (B, B’) — (BO(d),BO(d—1)) :
The objects of this category are (d — 1)-dimensional compact smooth manifolds
with boundary (P, dP) together with a map of pairs of vector bundles Ip : (TP @
e, TOP @ €') — (0%yq,0%q_1) (see (iii)). A morphism W : P ~» Q is a triad
cobordism between P and Q, that is, a d-dimensional compact manifold triad
(W, "W, 3°W) as above where 0°W = P LI Q, along with a map of pairs of vector
bundles Ly : (TW,To"W) — (8*yq, (0°)*y4-1) compatible with Ip and lo (see
Definition 3.1.9 below for more details). We highlight now facts about this category,
which are analogous to (1)-(3) from above:

Given a compact smooth d-dimensional manifold triad (N, "N, 3°N) as

above, then BDiff 5o (N) is a path component of the morphism space Cob? (0, 9°N).

Again, the moduli space BDiffgu (N) defined in (iii) is a union of path compo-
nents of Cobg((b, 9°N) for any map of pairs © : (B, B%) — (BO(d), BO(d —
1)).

Genauer [Gen11] showed that BCobg is equivalent to Q* MTO, where MTO
is the cofiber of the canonical map of Thom spectra %" !MT§? — MT0
induced by © = (6, 6).

When d = 2n+1, there exists a distinguished morphism Hp : P ~» P for every
object P € Cobg with non-empty connected boundary such that the left
action map Hp o (—) : Cobg)((b, P) — Cobg((b, P) extends the stabilization
map BDiff 5o (N}V;) — BDiff 5o (N§V;41) defined above along the inclusion
in 5, in case P = 9°N and © = id . The underlying cobordism of Hp is the

boundary connected sum (P X [0, 1])§V;, performed away from P X {0, 1}.

Moreover, the space BDiff 30 (N) is a path component of

Cob®(0, P)[ (Hp)~"] = hocolim [ Cob?(0, P) 287 Cob®(0,P) — - --

given by "inverting" the action of this morphism, when P = 9°N.

In much of the same spirit as in the even-dimensional case, we reduce the proof
of our main result (Theorem A) to the following theorem. For k > —2 an integer,
we say that a map of pairs of spaces f : (X,X’) — (Y,Y’) is strongly k-connected
if flx» : X’ — Y’ is k-connected and the induced map X Ux, Y' — Y is (k + 1)-
connected, where the source denotes the homotopy pushout.
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Theorem B (Theorem 6.0.2). Fixn > 3 and a map of pairs® : (B, B°) — (BO(2n+
1), BO(2n)). If the pair (B, B®) is 1-connected and B? is path-connected, then for any
P € Cob such that 9P # 0 and CobQ ,,(0, P) # 0, the canonical map

Cobg (0. P)[(Hp) '] — Qo,/jBCob

is acyclic. Here, Cobd (0, P) denotes the subspace of Cobd (0, P) of those morphisms
W : 0~ P such that ly : (W,9"W) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected.

This result is the core of the present work. Its proof follows the overall strategy
in the even-dimensional case of Galatius and Randal-Williams [GR14, GR17b], but
requires a number of generalizations (of varying difficulty) of geometric/surgery-
theoretic techniques for even-dimensional manifolds with boundary (some classi-
cal and some developed in loc.cit.) to the context of odd-dimensional manifold
triads.

Stable diffeomorphism classification of triads. As in the even-dimensional
case, Theorem B already has content on Hy: It yields an analog to Kreck’s result
[Kre99] for odd-dimensional triads. Since this result has not been (to our knowl-
edge) previously established and might be of independent interest, we explain
it now in full detail: Let n > 3 be an integer, P be a compact 2n-manifold with
boundary, and (Nj, 9"N;, 3°N;) be (2n + 1)-dimensional manifold triads for i = 0, 1,
together with an identification of 9° N; with P. Assume also that d"N; is connected
for i =0, 1. We say that:

(a) The triads Ny and Nj are stably diffeomorphic if there exists an integer g > 0
such that the triads (No§Vy, " NoW,, 3°Ny) and (N1§Vy, 9" N iW,, 9°N) are
diffeomorphic as triads relative to (P, dP) (where the boundary connected
sum is performed away from 9°Nj).

(b) The triads Ny and N; have the same stable normal n-type if there exist a
map of pairs ©+ : (B,B?) — (BO,BO) and strongly n-connected maps of
pairs I; : (N;, 0"N;) — (B, B?) for i = 0,1 making the following diagram
commute up to homotopy

(No, &"No)

T

(P, aP) (B, B") —© ., (BO,BO)

\ it

(NLahN)

where v; is the classifying map for the stable normal bundle (v, vy y,) of
the pair (N;, 9"N;).
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(c) Given a map of pairs ©* : (B, B?) — (BO, BO), the triads Ny and N; admit
bordant ®*-smoothings if there exist choices of strongly n-connected maps
l; : (N;,d"N;) — (B, B%) making the diagram above commute, such that the
bordism class of manifolds with boundary

[No Up (-Ny)] € Q2

vanishes, where QSL is the relative bordism group of k-dimensional compact
manifolds with boundary (M, oM) together with a lift Iy; : (M,0M) —
(B, B?) of its stable normal bundle along ©*. The bordism relation is triad
bordism (in the sense of Definition 2.3.1 but 9y = 0) together with lifts of
the stable normal bundle of the bordism compatible with the given lifts in
its vertical boundary. Here, Ny Up (—Nj) denotes the manifold obtained
by the gluing of Ny and Nj along the identifications with P, together with
the map Iy Up (=1I;) to (B, B°), where —I; is the restriction of the map
Le : (N;x[0,1],0"N; x [0,1]) — (B, B) to Ny x {1}, using an inwards-
pointing trivialization of the normal bundle of N7 X {1} in Ny X [0, 1] (see
[Sto15, p. 17]).

The classical Pontrjagin-Thom construction for relative bordisms yields an isomor-
phism Q?L = 1 (MO™), where MO* is the cofiber of the map of Thom spectra
M(6+)° — MO+ induced by @+ = (0, (6+)9) (see e.g. [Sto15, p. 25] or [Lau0o0,
Thm. 3.1.5]). The following result is deduced from Theorem B below in Section 6.4.

Corollary C (Stable diffeomorphism classification). Letn > 3 be an integer, P be a
compact 2n-manifold with boundary, and (N;, "N, @°N;) be (2n + 1)-dimensional
manifold triads for i = 0, 1, together with an identification of 0°N; with P. Assume:

(i) The manifold 3"N; is non-empty and connected fori = 0, 1.
(i) The pair (N, "N;) is 1-connected fori =0, 1.

Then the triads Ny and Ny are stably diffeomorphic relative to P if and only if

1. their relative Euler characteristics agree, i.e. y(Ny, 8hN0) = y(Ny, 8hN1), and
2. they have the same stable normal n-type ©* and admit bordant ©*-smoothings.

On the assumptions. We conclude this introduction by commenting on the
assumptions of our results:

(i) It would be interesting to see whether Theorem B, and consequently Theo-
rem A and Corollary C, also holds in the excluded dimensions 3 and 5. One
starting point could be to see whether Corollary C holds in these dimensions,
possibly via more direct methods.

(ii) We believe that the 1-connectivity conditions in our results are necessary.
For example, it seems plausible that one can find an explicit counterexample
of Corollary C when the 1-connectivity condition is dropped.
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Structure of this thesis. Section 2 introduces various categories of pairs that
are used throughout, while introducing the notion of strong connectivity of maps
of pairs of spaces. We recall the work of Borodzik, Némethi, and Ranicki on handle
decompositions for triads [BNR16] and prove a geometrical connectivity statement
in Proposition 2.3.17 relating strong connectivity with existence of certain handle
decompositions. In Section 3, we recall the definition of the cobordism category
of manifolds with boundary from [Gen11, BP17, Ste21] and variants thereof. The
main result of this section is Theorem 3.1.10, where we prove a generalization of
results of [BP17] for this larger class of tangential structures, which is an analog
of [GR14, Thm. 3.1]. In Section 4 and Section 5 resides the core of the proof of
Theorem B and Theorem A*, where we prove a "stable stability" statement, which
is analogous to [GR17b, Thm. 2.15]. The main geometrical input for this proof
is a modification result for embeddings of discs into manifolds with boundary
via surgery. We deduce Theorem B and a generalization thereof from the stable
stability phenomena, in Section 6. In Section 7, we deduce Theorem A* from
Theorem B, by exploiting the notion of Moore—Postnikov factorizations of pairs.
We finish by presenting further simplifications of Theorem A* in the context of
certain examples in Section 7.3.
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2. PAIRS OF SPACES AND MANIFOLDS.

This section introduces and studies properties of pairs of spaces, manifolds, and
vector bundles. We start by introducing the notion of strong connectivity of maps of
pairs of spaces and prove closure properties of this notion. We introduce manifold
pairs and an appropriate notion of handle decompositions on them and prove that
this notion behaves well with the notion of strong connectivity.

2.1. Strong connectivity.

Throughout this paper, by space we mean a compactly generated space in the
sense of [Str09, Defn. 1.1]. We consider the category of spaces Top as a model
category with the Quillen model structure (see [Hir09, Defn. 7.10.6]), which turns
it into a self-enriched cartesian closed model category (see [Hir09, Notation 7.10.2]
and [Str09, Prop. 2.12]°). In this model category, we denote the homotopy pushout
of a diagram X « Y — Z as X Uy Z. When the map Y — X is a Hurewicz
cofibration, the homotopy pushout is equivalent to the strict pushout (this follows
from [DI04, Thm. A.7], as homotopy colimits in the Quillen and the Strom model
structure agree). Thus, we can model X Uy Z using the double mapping cylinder
construction (see [MV15, Defn. 3.6.3]). When Y — X is a Hurewicz cofibration,
we implicitly denote the strict pushout by X Uy Z. In particular, we do so in the
case where Y — X is the inclusion of a compact smooth submanifold of a smooth
manifold. We denote by X Xy Z the homotopy pullback of a diagram X — Y « Z.
Similarly, we often model this space using the path space construction (see [MV15,
Defn. 3.2.4]).

By a pair of spaces, we mean a map of spaces A” — A. If the map is implicit,
we denote it by (A, A’). A map of pairs f = (a, @) : (A,A") — (B, B’) is the data
of two maps of spaces @« : A — Band @’ : A” — B’ such that the square

commutes. Given a map of pairs f = (e, a’) : (A,A”) — (B, B’), we often denote
the individual maps a and «’ by f|4 and by f|4, respectively. Given two pairs
(A, A’) and (B, B), we denote the mapping space of pairs by Map((A, A”), (B, B’))
seen as subspace of Map(A’, B’) X Map(A, B). Given a map f’ : A” — B/, we
denote the (strict) fiber of the projection Map((A, A”), (B, B’)) — Map(A’, B’) at
f’ by Map, (A, B) or Map,, (A, B) if f” is implicit.

®We point out a typo in this statement. The conclusion should read "the category of compactly
generated spaces is cartesian closed". In fact, the statement about compactly generated weak
Hausdorff spaces is given in [Str09, Prop. 2.24].
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2.1.1. Connectivity for pairs. We introduce a convenient notion of connectivity
in the category of pairs of spaces, which will be heavily used throughout the entire
paper. Recall that for k > —1, a map of spaces is k-connected if all its homotopy
fibers are (k — 1)-connected. In particular, any map is (—1)-connected.

Definition 2.1.1. Let k > —1. A map of pairs of spaces f : (A, A") — (B,B') is
strongly k-connected if f|4s is k-connected and the map A U4 B” — Bis (k + 1)-
connected.

Remark 2.1.2. We point out that this notion implies that the individual maps f |4
and f|4 are k-connected, the first by definition and the second by the following
argument. The second condition in Definition 2.1.1 is, by definition, the condition
that the square

A —— B

L

A—— B

is homotopy (k + 1)-cocartesian, in the sense of [MV15, Defn. 3.7.1]. We conclude
that f|4 is k-connected by applying [MV15, Prop. 3.7.13.2.(a)] to this square, using
the fact that |4/ is k-connected.

Lemma 2.1.3 (2 out of 3). Letk > —1. Let f : (A,A") — (B,B’) andg: (B,B’) —
(C, C") be maps of pairs, then the following holds:

1. If f and g are strongly k-connected, then g o f is strongly k-connected.

2. If f is strongly (k — 1)-connected and g o f are strongly k-connected, then g is
strongly k-connected.

3. If g is strongly k-connected and g o f are strongly (k — 1)-connected, then f is
strongly (k — 1)-connected, provided k > 2.

Proof. Properties 1 and 2 follow from classical properties of connectivity of maps
of spaces (see [MV15, Prop. 2.6.15]) and [MV15, Prop. 3.7.26]. For property 3,
the same properties of connectivity of maps of space imply that the map f|4- is
(k —1)-connected. It remains to prove that AU, B” — B is k-connected. Consider
the following homotopy pushout square of spaces

AUy B —— > B

| J

AUy C —— Bug '
given by identifying the bottom left corner with A Uy, B’ U C’. By hypothesis,

the map AUy C’ — C is k-connected. Since the map B Ug C' — Cis (k + 1)-
connected, it follows that A Uy C’ — B Up C’ is k-connected. On the other hand,
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AUy B — AUy C’ is k-connected, since g|p : B — C’ is k-connected. Since
k > 2, the former induces an isomorphism on fundamental groupoids and thus,
the map AU B” — B is k-connected by [Wal71, Prop. A]. O

Given a commutative square of maps of pairs, we call it a homotopy pushout
square if both the square consisting of the maps between the targets of the pairs
and the square of the maps between the sources of the pairs are homotopy pushout
squares of spaces. Analogously, a homotopy pullback square is a commutative
square that restricts to a homotopy pullback square of spaces both in the targets
and the sources.

Lemma 2.1.4 (Pushouts). Let k > —1. Assume that the square

(AA) —— (C.C)

1] l

(B,B’) —— (D, D’).

is a homotopy pushout square of pairs. If the map f is strongly k-connected, then so
is g. Conversely, if g is strongly k-connected, then so is f, provided both |4 and o 4/
induce isomorphisms on fundamental groupoids.

Proof. We start by observing that, if f|4s is k-connected, then so is g|c, as k-
connected maps are closed under taking homotopy pushouts. Conversely, if g|c
is k-connected and a|4’ induces an isomprhism of fundamental groupoids, then
flar is k-connected by [Wal71, Prop. A]. We proceed by showing that if f is
strongly k-connected, than C Uc» D” — D is (k + 1)-connected, and thus g is
strongly k-connected, and its converse under the additional assumptions stated in
the result. To do so, we prove now the subclaim that the following left square in

AUy B —— CUe D’ A C
B—— D AUA/B/—>CUC;D'

is a homotopy pushout square. By the pasting lemma for homotopy pushout
squares [MV15, Prop. 3.7.26], it suffices to prove that the right square above is a
homotopy pushout square. Consider the following diagrams

A’ A C A’ C’ C
B —— AUy B —— CUx D’ B’ D’ CUg D’

Since the left square in the left diagram is a homotopy pushout by definition,
it suffices to prove that the pasted square is a homotopy pushout. For that, we
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observe that it can be factored as in the right diagram above as the pasting of
two homotopy pushout squares. This finishes the proof of the subclaim. We
conclude that, if A Uy B’ — Bis (k + 1)-connected, then so is C U~ D’ — D,
thus establishing that g is strongly k-connected.

For the converse claim (under the additional assumption that |4 and «|’,
induce fundamental groupoid isomorphisms), we have that AU4 B* — C U D’
is a fundamental groupoid isomorphism, since «|4 also is. By [Wal71, Prop A],
the map A Uy B — Bis (k + 1)-connected, as C Uo» D’ — D also is. Hence, f is
strongly k-connected. O

For k > —1, we say that a pair of spaces (A, A”) is k-connected if the map of
spaces A" — A is k-connected.

Lemma 2.1.5. Let f : (A/A") — (B,B’) be a map of pairs such that f|a is
k-connected.

(i) If (A, A’) is 0-connected and f is strongly k-connected, then the map f. :
i (A A, x) — 7 (B, B, f(x)) is an isomorphism for i < k and a surjection
fori =k for all basepoints x € A’.

(ii) If (A, A”) is 1-connected, then f is strongly k-connected if and only if the map
fit mi(A A, x) — m(B, B, f(x)) is an isomorphism fori < k + 1 and a
surjection fori =k + 1 for all basepoints x € A’.

Proof. We start by proving the first claim. Note that the condition on f. is equiva-
lent to the square

A —— B

L

A—— B

being homotopy (k — 1)-cartesian (in the sense of [MV15, Defn. 3.3.1]), while the
assumption is equivalent to it being homotopy (k + 1)-cocartesian. We know that
A’ — B’ is k-connected and A’ — A is 0-connected. Thus, the Blakers-Massey
theorem implies that homotopy (k+1)-cocartesianness of the square above implies
homotopy (k — 1)-cartesianness (see [MV 15, Thm. 4.2.3]). This finishes the proof
of the claim. The proof of the second claim follows similarly by observing that,
since (A, A") is 1-connected, homotopy (k +1)-cocartesianness of the square above
is equivalent to homotopy k-cartesianness by the Blakers-Massey theorem and its
dual (see [MV15, Thm. 4.2.3/4]). O

2.1.2. Triad homotopy groups. It will be convenient to have an analog of the
relative homotopy groups in the context of maps of pairs of spaces, which we
start by recalling. When studying maps of spaces f : X — Y, it is convenient
to define the relative homotopy groups mi. (Y, X, x) as my of the mapping space of
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maps (DX, aD¥) — (Y, X) in the category of pairs of pointed spaces Top,El], where
X is pointed at x and Y at f(x). These agree with the homotopy groups at x of the
homotopy fiber of f at f(x) in one degree lower. We now consider an analogous
concept for maps of pairs and record some facts about them. Let DX ¢ R¥ be the
subset of those tuples x = (x1, - - - , x) such that ||x|| < 1 and x; > 0. Let 9,D* be
the subset of DX of those points where x; = 0 and 9; DX of those points with norm
1. Let 9y, DX be the intersection 9,D¥ n o, D%.

Definition 2.1.6 (Triad homotopy groups). Let k > 2 and f : (A,A") — (B,B’) a
map of pairs and a € A’. The k-th triad homotopy group mi.(B, B', A, a) is the set
of path components of the space of squares

(8D%, 901 DF) —— (A, A")

l 4

(DK, a,0%) —2— (B,B)

seen as the mapping space in the category of functors from [1] X [1] to Top, from
the left vertical map of pairs to the rightmost vertical map of pairs.

Warning 2.1.7. We note that, although A’ is not in the notation, these groups
depend heavily on A’. We believe that adding A’ in the notation would make it
too cumbersome, so we choose to drop it.

See [BM49] for this definition when A,B” € Band A’ = AN B. As in this
special case, when k = 2 this is just a set with no extra structure. When k > 3, one
can define a group structure given by stacking and for k > 4, this group structure
is abelian. We can map this group (or set) to the (k — 2)-nd homotopy group of
the total homotopy fiber tofib,(f) = hofib,(A” — B’ X A), modelled using the
path-space construction, in the following way. By unwrapping the definition,
we see that tofib, (f) is the space of tuples (x, yo, y1,T) € A’ x (B)f x Al x BI*!
such that y; is a path in B’ from f(x) to f(a), y1 is a path in A from 14(x) to
ta(a), where iy : A — A, and I is a homotopy from 15 © yy to f o y;, where
1p : B — B (see also [MV15, Prop. 5.5.8]). We consider this space as based in
a, that is, at the tuple (a, consty(q), const, , (4), consts(,(q))). We can define a map
7 (B, B, A, a) — mp_»(tofib,(f), a) taking the class [f, a] of a diagram as above
to the tuple (dlaOIDk ﬁlale a, ) by looking at @ as a map from 30;)& nd all
the other maps analogously. It is not difficult to see that this map is a bijection for
k =2 and a group isomorphism for k > 3.

These triad homotopy groups are related to relative homotopy groups in the
following way. We have a sequence of maps

; 1))
o mAA Q) D m (BB, f(a) D (BB A a) D me (A A, a) —
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where p takes the class of a map (DX, aD*, %) — (B, B, f(a)) to the diagram
where « is constant, and § sends [f, @] to [«]. This sequence is compatible with
the identification of the relative and triad homotopy groups with the homotopy
groups of the fibers of 14 and i and of the total homotopy fibers. We conclude
that this sequence is exact. We finish with the following lemma, which will be
useful in constructing maps of pairs.

Lemma 2.1.8. Let k > 2 and i < k be integers. Assume (A, A’) is 0-connected
and f : (A,A") — (B,B’) is a strongly k-connected map of pairs. Then every
commutative square

(9oD%, 991 DL) —— (A A)

l e lf

(D}, aD}) —— (B,B)

admits a filler g making the upper triangle commute strictly and the bottom one up
to homotopy of pairs. If (A, A”) is 1-connected, then the same conclusion holds for
i<k+1.

Proof. This follows by combining Lemma 2.1.5 with the long exact sequence
from above to deduce that ;(B, B’, A) vanishes for every basepoint. From a
nullhomotopy of the homotopy class of this square, we can construct such a filler
g. We leave this check to the reader. O

2.2. Pairs of vector bundles.

We consider now an appropriate notion of a vector bundle over a pair of spaces.
The following is essentially a recollection of [Ste21, Section 4]. For the entirety of
this paper, a bundle map between vector bundles will always be assumed to be
fiberwise injective.

Definition 2.2.1. A pair of vector bundles (&, &) is a map of pairs (7, 7) : (£,&) —
(X, X") such that both 7 and =’ are vector bundles and the map ¢ — ¢ is a bundle
map. Given two vector bundle pairs nx : (£ &) — (X, X’) and ny : (n,1') —
(Y,Y’), a map of pairs of vector bundles f : (£,&) — (n,n’) is the data of a
commutative square of pairs of spaces

(&¢&) Y, (1)

e

X, X') — (V.Y’)

such that f and f” are bundle maps.
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Definition 2.2.2. Let (&, &) be a pair of vector bundles. A collar on (&, &) is a
bundle map ¢ : & @ ¢! — ¢ extending & — & which is a fiberwise isomorphism,
where ¢! denotes the trivial vector bundle of rank 1. We call the pair ((&,&'),¢c) a
collared pair of vector bundles. A map f : (£, &) — (n,1") between collared pairs
of vector bundles is collared if the resulting square commutes:

' @id
Eoel foid, n @ e

L

§———1

We denote the space of collared bundle maps by Bun®!(&, ), topologized with
the compact-open topology. Given a collared pair of vector bundles (¢, £’) over
(X,X")and 1 : (AA") — (X,X’), we have a collared pair of vector bundles
((t]a)*E&, (1] ar)*E") over (A, A”) defined by pulling back the individual bundles and
the collar. Given a collared map f|a : ((t|a)*E (t|a)*E) — (n,n") of collared
vector bundle pairs, let Bunffl(f, n) be the subspace of collared bundle maps
extending fa.

Remark 2.2.3. Unravelling the definition, one sees that we have a strict pullback
square of spaces

Bunffl(f, n) — Bunu(&n)

l l

Bunya (&,17') —— Buna/ (& @ €l,n)

where Buny (&, 1) denotes the space of bundle maps of vector bundles ¢ — p
extending a map f|4 : £|a — 1. The left vertical map takes a collared bundle map
(f, f’) and maps it to f’. The right vertical map takes a bundle map f : & — n to
the composite f|x: = foc:n @ e = nlx — 1.

Throughout the entirety of this paper, we model the classifying space BO(d) of
the d-dimensional orthogonal group as the colimit of the Grassmanian manifolds
Gry(d + k) of d-planes along the standard inclusions Gry(d + k) — Grg(d + k+1).
Let y4 be the universal vector bundle of dimension d over BO(d) given by the
colimit over k of the space of pairs (V,v) of V € Grg(d + k) a d-plane in R%*F
and v € V. There is a pair of vector bundles y; : (y4, ya-1) — (BO(d),BO(d — 1)),
whose underlying map of vector bundles is the usual stabilization map. This vector
bundle pair admits a preferred collar given by the canonical map y4_; ® ' — yg.
Given amap © = (6,0) : (B, B’) — (BO(d),BO(d — 1)) of pairs, then the vector
bundle ©*y; : (04, 0" yq-1) — (B, B’) admits a collar given by pulling back the
collar along ©. Given a collared vector bundle pair (&, &) of dimension [ < d, we
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have a preferred collar for (£ &) ® ¢%7! = (£ @ 97, & @ £77!) induced by the
collar & @ &' — &

Remark 2.2.4 (Universality of y). Let ((£¢),c) be a collared d-dimensional
vector bundle pair over (X, X’), (A,A’) — (X,X’) be a cofibration and f|4 :
(€14, &'lar) = (Yas Ya—1) a collared bundle map, then the space Bunz"l(f, Ya) is
weakly contractible. This follows by first observing that the square in Remark 2.2.3
is a homotopy pullback square, since the right-hand vertical map is a fibration
of spaces (see the proof of Proposition A.5). If we take (1,n") = (Y4, Ya-1), then
all of the spaces except the one in the initial vertex are weakly contractible, by
universality of y; and y4_;. We conclude that the space in the initial vertex, that
is Bunffl(g, Ya), is weakly contractible.

2.3. Pairs of manifolds and triads.

Throughout this paper, we follow the convention that manifolds are smooth and
allowed to have boundary, without further mention. A d-dimensional manifold
pair is a pair (M, K) where M is a d-dimensional compact manifold and K is a
codimension 0 compact submanifold of 9M. The map of pairs (TM, TK) — (M, K)
given by the differential of the inclusion is a pair of vector bundles. An inwards-
pointing vector field on K induces a collar on this vector bundle pair. We implicity
carry such an inwards-pointing vector field and induced collar whenever we
have a manifold pair. A map of manifold pairs f : (M,K) — (M’,K’) is a
map of pairs of spaces where both maps are smooth, f~1(K’) = K, and Df :
(TM,TK) — (TM’,TK’) is a collared bundle map. A related notion that we will
use is that of a triad. A d-dimensional manifold triad is a triple (W, d"W, 9°W)
where (W, 9"W) and (W, °W) are manifold pairs such that 3"W Uo°W = oW and
A("W) = "W N W = 9(0°W). We denote "W N o°W by a"*W. When dealing
with these objects, we will often only remember the manifold pairs (W, 9"W)
and (3°W, ah”W), and the inclusion map between them. The following spaces of
smooth maps will appear often throughout:

(a) Giventwo manifold pairs (M, K) and (M’, K”), the space Emb((M, K), (M’,K"))
(or Emb(M, M”) when the subspaces are implicit) denotes the space of
smooth embeddings of pairs, that is, smooth maps of pairs which are topo-
logical embeddings and whose differentials are fiberwise injective. For a
subpair (N,L) € (M,K) and an embedding e : (N,L) — (M’,K’), we
denote by Emby ((M, K), (M’, K”)) the space of smooth embeddings which
extend e on (N, L).

(b) Given a manifold triad (W, 3"W, 3°W), we denote by Diff 5o (W) the space of
diffeomorphisms of W fixing 0°W pointwise, whose differential is a collared
bundle map. This space is a topological group where multiplication is given
by composition of diffeomorphism and inverses are given by taking the
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hw

"M MN

°N
°M \ W = 9°M x [0, 1] \

Figure 1: This is a triad cobordism (W, W, oW, *W) from (M, "M, ’M) to
(N, d"N, 3°N).

inverse diffeomorphism.

Both of these spaces (and any subspace of the space of smooth maps) are equipped
with the Whitney C*-topology. By definition, the diffeomorphism group Diff 50 (W)

acts on Bunf??,l(TW, 1) for any vector bundle pair.

2.3.1. Handle decompositions for pairs of manifolds. In this section, we
introduce handle decompositions for cobordisms between triads (as defined below,
see also Figure 2). To do so, we are inspired by the work of Borodzik, Némethi, and
Ranicki in [BNR16]. Recall that a 4-ad is a compact d-dimensional manifold W
together with a decomposition oW = 9dyWUo; WU, W into codimension 0 compact
submanifolds such that 9(o;W) = U;; ;W N g;W and that a(o;W N W) =
(k O W. We use the notation 9;;W = o;W N ;W and dp12W = dyW N o, W N, W.

Definition 2.3.1. Let (M, "M, 9°M) and (N, "N, 3°N) be two (d—1)-dimensional
manifold triads. A d-dimensional manifold 4-ad (W, dyW, o, W, d,W) is called a
triad cobordism from M to N if there is an equality of triads (d, W, dp2 W, 91, W) =
(M, 3" M, 3’ M)LI(N, 9" N, 8°N) and there is a diffeomorphism of pairs (3, W, 9 W) =
(0°M x [0,1], "M x [0, 1]) relative to (8°M, 3"*M), seen as a subspace of the
second factor given by the inclusion at {0}. In this case, we denote o"W = gyW
and 0°W = 9,W. We denote a triad cobordism W from M to N by W : M ~> N.
Observe that the definition implies that "W is a cobordism with trivial boundary
(or a ro-cobordism in the sense of [Wal71]) from 8" M to 9"N (see Figure 1).

We say that two triad cobordisms W : M ~» N and W' : M ~» N are
diffeomorphic if they are diffeomorphic as 4-ads where the diffeomorphism sends
M in W to M in W’ (and thus N to N), not necessarily via the identity. We call
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the subspaces o"W and a°W of a triad W by horizontal and vertical boundary,
respectively.

Remark 2.3.2. This notion can be seen as a generalization of a cobordism between
manifolds with boundary with trivialized boundary (or r9-cobordisms in the sense
of [Wal71]) by taking "M = "N = 0. Moreover, given a triad cobordism W, then
"W is a ro-cobordism.

For k > 0, recall the definition of DX from Definition 2.1.6. We see this as
a triad (DX, 3,D%, 9,DF) given by 9,D* to be the subset of aD¥ where the first
coordinate is 0. Denote by 801Dﬂ‘r = aon N 81D’j. For k = 0, this is the triad

({0},0,0).

Definition 2.3.3 (Handles). Let d > k be non-negative integers and let W : M ~»
N be a d-dimensional triad cobordism.

(i) Let f : S*°1 x D% — N be an embedding disjoint from dN. Define the
4-ad (W', 0"W’, o,W’, °W’) given by

W =W Uy Dk x D4k, IW = W,
W’ = W\ f(S* 1 x DIk u Dk x s47F-1 W’ = W.

There is a unique triad structure on N’ := N\ f(S¥~1 x D?7¥)° U Dk x §4-F-1
making W’ into a triad cobordism from M to N’. We say W’ is obtained by
attaching an interior k-handle to W along f. The subspace (D* x {0},0) C
(W’,0"W’) is called the core and ({0} x D47, 0) the cocore of this handle.

(ii) Let f : (SK=1x D7k, §k=1 x 9,D4~*) — (N, 9"N) be an embedding disjoint
from 9°N. Define the 4-ad (W’, MW, W, d°W’) given by

W’ =W Uy D* x DIK, I"W’ = "W Uy DF x DI,
W’ = PW\f(S* x DF)° Uy DF x 9, DI, HW' = W.
There is a unique triad structure on N’ :== N\ f(S¥~'xD%-F)° Uka x 9y DIk
making W’ into a triad cobordism from M to N’. We say W’ is obtained by
attaching a right k-handle to W along f. The subspace D* x {0} c o"W’ is
called the core and ({0} x D¢7%, {0} x 9,D¢~%) c (W', d"W") the cocore of
this handle.

(iti) Let f : (9,DX x D4k, 99, DX x D47F) — (N, 3"N) be an embedding disjoint
from 0°N. Define the 4-ad (W’, W’ W, d°W’) given by

W’ =W Uy D x DK, "W’ = "W Uy 9,DX x DK,
W’ = "W\ f(8:D% x aD?7F)° U Dk x 9Dk, AW =W,
There is a unique triad structure on N’ := N\ f(3,DX x D~*)°u Dk x gD~k
making W’ into a triad cobordism from M to N’. We say W’ is obtained by

37



JOAO LOBO FERNANDES

Right Left Interior

Figure 2: Here are depictions of the three types of handle attachments of Def-
inition 2.3.3 to a trivial triad cobordism for d = 3. The red portions in the top
pictures represent the attaching maps. The red and blue portions in the bottom
pictures represent the core and cocores, respectively. The manifold N’ (that is, the
outgoing boundary of the cobordism W’ is depicted in light yellow.

I
-
]

——

attaching a left k-handle to W along f. The subspace (DX x{0}, 9)D¥x{0}) c
(W', 3"W’) is called the core and {0} xD?* c 9"W’ the cocore of this handle.

A triad handle decomposition of a triad cobordism W : M ~» N relative to M is
a filtration of triples --- ¢ (W, ahw,-,alwl-) C (V\/l-+1,8h14/,-+1, 01Wir1) C --- for
i=0,---,kfor some k where (W, "W, W, d°W;) is a triad cobordism from M
to some triad M; satisfying the following properties:

1. (Wo, "Wy, 01 Wy, °Wy) = (M x [0, 1], "M x [0, 1], 3°M x [0, 1], M x {0,1})

2. (Wi, "W, 0\ Wi, 0°Wi) = (W, "W, W, 8°W)

3. fori =0, -,k — 1, the cobordism W;;; is diffeomorphic to a cobordism
obtained from W; by attaching an interior, a right or a left handle to M;.
This diffeomorphism is assumed to be relative to M;.

Observe that a triad handle decomposition of W : M ~» N induces a handle
decomposition (in the sense of [Wal71]) of the cobordism "W : "M ~» "N
given by o"W; for i = 0,---, k. More precisely, an interior k-handle induces a
trivial cobordism on the horizontal boundary, a right k-handle induces a k-handle
and a left k-handle induces a (k — 1)-handle.

We move now to establishing some properties of these objects. These proper-
ties were observed in [BNR16] for the special case that 9;W = () and proved using
Morse theory. We will deduce our results from theirs by adapting some of the
arguments to the more general case when 0; W # 0. We recall now the relevant
notions in loc.cit for the reader’s convinience. We assume however the reader’s
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familiarity with this reference for the proofs, as we will only explain the necessary
Morse-theoretic modifications.

Remark 2.3.4 (Morse theory for manifolds with boundary). In [BNR16], the
authors study cobordisms of manifolds with boundary which are simply triad cobor-
disms W in the sense of Definition 2.3.1 where o;W = 0. To avoid confusion, we
will use the notation (€, Y) for a cobordism between manifolds with boundary ¥,
and X, from [BNR16, Definition 1.1], and (W, W, 3, W) for triad cobordisms.
Here are the necessary definitions and facts from [BNR16]:

1. A Morse function of a cobordism of manifolds with boundary (Q,Y) is a
smooth function f : Q — [0, 1] such that f(Z() =0 and f(2;) = 1, whose
critical points have non degenerate Hessian and are not in ¥y U 31, and Vf
is everywhere tangent to Y. See [BNR16, Defn. 1.4].

2. If (Q,Y) admits a Morse function with a single critical point c, then it is
diffeomorphic to a handle attachment in the sense of Definition 2.3.3 relative
to X of:

(a) Interior type if c is in the interior of Q,
(b) Left type if ¢ € Y is boundary stable in the sense of [BNR16, Defn 2.4],
(c) Right type if ¢ € Y is boundary unstable in the sense of loc.cit.

This is [BNR16, Theorem 2.27], by observing that the definitions of handles
in [BNR16, Defs. 2.11 and 2.12] are special cases of Definition 2.3.3 for
31W = 0

To import results from [BNR16] to our setting, we see a triad cobordism (W, 9"W, o, W, 0°W)
as the cobordism (Q, Y) = (W, "W U 9, W) between the manifolds with boundary
M and N.

Proposition 2.3.5 (Existence). Let W : M ~» N be a triad cobordism, then there
exists a triad handle decomposition of W relative to M. In fact, such decomposition
can be found where either right or left handles are not present.

Proof. By combining [BNR16, Lemma 2.10] with [BNR16, Thm. 2.27], we see that
a Morse function on a cobordism of manifolds with boundary (Q,Y) from X, to
31 (in the sense of [BNR16]) gives rise to a filtration of the pair (Q, Y) where at
each step is obtained from the previous by attaching a handle of one of types
above (where we see Q as a 4-ad by taking 0, Q2 = 0). Moreover, these handles
are attached along subsets of the stable and unstable manifolds of each critical
point. We now specify to (Q,Y) = (W, "W U a,W). Since &, W is diffeomorphic
to a product 9°M X [0, 1], we see that there exists a Morse function on W without
critical points in d; W, as one can find a classical Morse functionon Y = IMWuUW
without critical points in ;W and then extend it to a Morse function on W by
[BNR16, Lemma 2.1]. Moreover, by definition, the gradient flow (for some metric
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/

(0,D%, 90, D%)

Figure 3: This is a triad cobordism W : M ~» N obtained from the trivial triad
cobordism (M x [0, 1], "M x [0, 1], 9°M x [0, 1], M x {0, 1}) by attaching a left
k-handle to M X {1}. On the other hand, it is obtained from the trivial cobordism

N[0, 1] by attaching a right (d—k)-handle to Nx{0} (compare with Lemma 2.3.8).

We also depict the attaching map f, belt sphere f” (see Definition 2.3.7), the core
(DX, 3,DF) and cocore D4,

on W) of this Morse function is everywhere tangent to 0; W. We see that there
exists a collar of 9;W which is disjoint from the stable and unstable manifolds
of all critical points. Thus, the induced filtration of pairs (W, 9"W) induces the

trivial filtration on 9;W and thus corresponds to a triad handle decomposition.

We conclude that triad handle decompositions exist. The extra conclusion follows
from the proof of [BNR16, Lemma 2.1], where a Morse function is constructed
where the boundary critical points are solely of one type. O

Remark 2.3.6 (Triad handle decompositions from classical). Let (M, d"M) be
a manifold pair and W’ : "M ~> "N be a cobordism with trivial boundary
(also called ra-cobordism in [Wal71]) and let V : "M ~» 9"°N be the trivial
cobordism between the boundaries. Observe that the 4-ad W = (W’ U g, M) X
[0, 1], W’ X {0} U guny "N x [0, 1], (8°MUV) x [0,1], M x {0} LI (W’ Ugpr M) X {1})
is a triad cobordism. Additionally, given any handle decomposition on W’ relative
to "M (in the sense of loc.cit.), one can define a triad handle decomposition
on W relative to M by attaching right handles just as prescribed by the handle
decomposition on W’. In other words, a filtration on W’ relative to oM induces one
on (WU M)x[0, 1] relative to Mx [0, 1]. This filtration is obtained by attaching
right handles at each stage along (collars of) the attaching maps of W’. Conversely,
given any triad cobordism W : M ~» N that admits a triad handle decomposition
with only right handles is diffeomorphic to (8"W Uz ,,; M) x [0, 1]. One can see
this by using the gradient flow of a Morse function, in the sense of [BNR16], with
only boundary critical points to retract W into a collar of "W U 4, M.

Definition 2.3.7. Let W : M ~> N be a d-dimensional triad cobordism, we call W
elementary relative to M (resp. N) if it admits a triad handle decomposition relative
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to (M, 3" M) (resp. N) given by a single handle attachment. Such cobordism is
called of interior, left or right type depending on the type of the handle attachment
and of index k if the handle attached is a k-handle (see Figure 3). When dealing
with elementary triad cobordisms, we often fix such a triad handle decomposition.
In this case, we denote the core and cocore of the handle of W by corey, and
cocorey respectively. We denote the intersection corey with M by attachyy.
Similarly, we denote the intersection of cocorey, with N by belty,, and call it the
belt sphere.

Given the cobordism W, we can define W* : N ~» M given by the same triad
seen as a cobordism from N to M. The following lemma follows by unwrapping
definitions.

Lemma 2.3.8. Letk > 0. Let W : M ~ N be a d-dimensional elementary
triad cobordism of left (resp. interior) type of index k relative to M. Then W* is
elementary of a right (resp. interior) type and index (d — k) relative to N. Moreover,
such triad handle decomposition can be arranged so that corey+ = cocorey and
cocorey = = coreyy.

Remark 2.3.9. In the context above, note that there exists a diffeomorphism ¢ :
M\v(attachy) = N\v(belty ), where v(—) denotes an open tubular neighborhood.
This follows by the definition of handle attachments. Thus, given a submanifold
of M which is disjoint from attachy, we can consider it as a submanifold of N by
choosing a small enough tubular neighborhood of attachy, and taking the image
under ¢.

Given two triad cobordisms W : P ~» Q and W’ : Q ~» R, then its composition
W’ oW : P ~» Ris the union W Ugp W’. In this case, we call W and W’ composable.
We recall that, we say that two triad cobordisms W : M ~ Nand W : M ~ N
are diffeomorphic if they are diffeomorphic as triads where the diffeomorphism
sends M in W to M in W’ (and thus N to N). Given a triad cobordism W : P ~» Q,
we call P the ingoing boundary and Q the outgoing boundary.

Proposition 2.3.10 (Handle rearrangement). Let P A Q X, R be two elementary
triad cobordisms relative to their ingoing boundaries. If belty, N attachy, = 0 for
some triad handle decomposition of W and W', then there exist two elementary triad
cobordisms P ~> Q" ~» R such that M (resp. M) is of the same type and index as W’
(resp. W) relative to their ingoing boundaries and the composition is diffeomorphic
to W’ o W relative to P.

Proof. Once again, we deduce this statement by observing that the analogous
statement in [BNR16] (in this case Thm. 4.1) can be improved to our setting.
By [BNR16, Prop. 2.35], for any elementary triad cobordism W there exists a
Morse function with exactly one critical point. We want to argue that that critical
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point can be assumed to lie outside 9; W. If it lies in the interior of 9; W, then the
restriction of the Morse function to 0; W is a Morse function. However, since 0; W is
a trivial cobordism, it cannot be an elementary one, thus we reach a contradiction.
If the critical point lies in the boundary, then using a collar on 8"W, we can push
the critical point outside of 9;W. Thus, W’ o W has a Morse function with two
critical points disjoint from 0; W. In [BNR16, Thm. 4.1], a new Morse function is
created where the critical points are swapped. Here the hypothesis are satisfied
since belty N attachy = 0 implies that the stable and unstable manifolds of the
two critical points are disjoint. Thus, we see that this new Morse function does not
have any critical points on d; (W’ o W) which implies that it gives a triad handle
decomposition of W’ o W given by first attaching a handle of index and type of
W’ and after one of index and type of W. Thus, we obtain the desired result. O

Whenever the conclusion of Proposition 2.3.10 holds, we say W and W’ can
be rearranged. The following is presented in [BNR16, Table 1] and follows from
transversality and dimension counting.

wow
Corollary 2.3.11. Let P ~» Q ~» R be two elementary triad cobordisms of index
k and k' of any type relative to their ingoing boundaries. Then W and W’ can be
rearranged if one of the following conditions holds:

1. W’ is of interior or left type and W is of any type provided k > k’. When W’
is of interior type and W is of left type, no condition on k and k' is necessary.

2. Both cobordisms are of right type and k > k’.

3. W’ is of right type and W is of left type and k > k’.

4. W’ is of right type and W is of interior type.

Proof. By transversality of embeddings of pairs (see [Gen11, Lemma 9.2]), we can
always isotope the attaching map of the handle of W, resulting in a diffeomorphic
cobordism relative to Q, so belty, and attachy, intersect transversely. Thus by
dimension counting, the hypothesis of Proposition 2.3.10 is satisfied. The cases
where no dimension assumption is needed follow from the fact that either belty,
is contained in the interior of Q and attachy, in dQ, or vice-versa. O

The following propositions constitute the main results of [BNR16] and [BM24].
Given a cobordism W : P ~» R, a factorization of W is a sequence of composable
cobordisms W; such that the composition is diffeomorphic to W relative to P. The
following three results follow from [BNR16, Thm. 3.1], [BM24, Thm. 1.2] and

"Genauer proves that the subspace of smooth maps which are transversal to a fixed smooth map
is open and dense in the space of smooth maps of pairs. To conclude that the space of transversal
embeddings of pairs is open in the space of smooth maps, it suffices to prove that embeddings of
pairs are open in the space of smooth maps. This follows from analogous arguments to [Hir76, Prop.
2.1.4].
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[BNR16, Thm. 5.1], respectively, by observing that the constructions made in
those proofs can be assumed to leave 9; untouched (as in Proposition 2.3.10) and
thus generalize to our context.

Proposition 2.3.12 (Splitting). Let W : P ~» R be an elementary triad cobordism
of interior type of index 0 < k < d — 1 attached to a component of P connected to
d"P. Then there exists a factorization P St Q ~> R of W where M is elementary of
left type and M’ is elementary of right type and both have index k. Moreover, we
have belty and attachyy, intersect transversely at one point.

Proposition 2.3.13 (Merging). Let P X Q Y, R be two elementary triad cobor-
disms of index k, where W is of left and and W’ is of right type relative to their
ingoing boundaries. If belty, and attachy intersect transversely at one point, then
W’ o W is an elementary triad cobordism of interior type and index k.

Proposition 2.3.14 (Cancellation). Let P 3 Q Y, R be two elementary triad
cobordisms of the same type and index k and k + 1 respectively. If belty, and
attachyy intersect transversely at one point, then W' o W is diffeomorphic to the
(P x [0,1],"P x [0, 1]) relative to P.

Remark 2.3.15. It is important to remark that if W and W’ are either of right
or of left type, then either belty, or attachy,- is completely contained in 9Q. This
implies that the condition in Proposition 2.3.14 can be checked in the boundary
cobordism "W’ o "W. In practice, when we wish to cancel a right or left handle,
we produce a canceling (classical) handle on the boundary cobordism and then
extend it to a triad handle of the same type.

For a triad (P, ohP, d°P), we call the cobordism (P x [0, 1], MNP x [0,1],0°P x
[0, 1], Px{0}LiPx{1}) the product cobordism. We say that a cobordism W : P ~> Q
is trivial if it is diffeomorphic to the product cobodism P X [0, 1] relative to P,
where P is seen in the product cobordism as the inclusion of P X {0}.

Proposition 2.3.16 (Standard presentation). Let W : P ~»> Q be a triad cobordism,
then W admits a decomposition of the form

W=WUWSUW UW,UWRU - UWE UWS UW,

where W; is a composition of elementary interior cobordisms of index i and WiL/R
is a composition of elementary left/right cobordisms of index i, relative to their
ingoing boundaries. Moreover, for any of the following conditions, there exists such a
decomposition satisfying it:

(i) The cobordisms Wl.L are trivial for all i > 0.

(ii) The cobordisms WiR are trivial for all i > 0.
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(iii) The cobordisms W; are trivial for all 0 < j < d.

Proof. The first result follows from Proposition 2.3.5 and Corollary 2.3.11. The
second result follows from the second claim of Proposition 2.3.5 and from Propo-
sition 2.3.12. |

2.3.2. Strong geometrical connectivity. Handle decompositions of cobordisms
between closed manifolds are made to be akin to cell structures of CW pairs.
Classical algebraic topology tells us that if a map X — Y of spaces if k-connected,
then there exists a CW pair (Z, X) made from cells of dimension at least k + 1
along with a weak equivalence Z — Y under X. Wall [Wal71] proved a geometric
analog of this statement, where a map is replaced by the inclusion of one of the
boundary components of a cobordism and cells are replaced by handles. We wish
to prove a similar statement for triad cobordisms, triad handle decompositions
and strong connectivity. We start by noticing how different handle attachments
behave homotopically. Let k > 0 be an integer, then the following holds:

(1) If W’ is a triad cobordism obtained from W by attaching a right k-handle,
then note that the pair (W', 3"W’) is equivalent to (W Ugk—1 DX, "W’ Uy
D¥). Clearly, the map o"W — 9"W’ is (k — 1)-connected. Moreover, the
map "W’ Uz, W — W’ is an equivalence. This uses the fact that the
strict pushout 9"W’ U yuy,, W is the homotopy pushout (since o"W — W is a
Hurewicz cofibration, see the discussion in the beginning of Section 2.1). In
particular, the map (W, 3"W) — (W', 9"W"’) is strongly (k — 1)-connected.

(1) Let k > 1. If W’ is a triad cobordism obtained from W by attaching a left
k-handle, then note that the pair (W', 9"W’) is equivalent to (W U oy Dk
Dk ohw’ U P 3DX). In particular, the map W Uiy, "W’ — W’ is
equivalent to the attachment of a k-cell and thus (k—1)-connected. Similarly,
the map d"W — 9"W’ is equivalent to the attachment of a (k — 1)-cell and
thus (k — 2)-connected. Thus the map (W, 9"W) — (W’,9"W’) is strongly
(k — 2)-connected. Additionally, the map W — W’ is an equivalence.

(i) If W is a triad cobordism obtained from W by attaching an interior k-handle,
then note that the pair (W’,9"W’) is equivalent to (W Ug—1 DX, 0"W’).
Since the map on horizontal boundaries is an equivalence, it follows that
(W,0"W) — (W', d"W’) is strongly (k — 2)-connected.

We are ready now for the analog of [Wal71, Thm. 3] for triad cobordisms.

Proposition 2.3.17 (Geometrical connectivity). Let W : R ~» S be a triad
cobordism of dimension d and -1 < k < d — 5 be an integer. If the inclusion
(R, d"R) — (W, d"W) is strongly k-connected, then there exists a triad handle de-
composition relative to (R, d"R) with only right handles of index at least k + 1, only
interior handles of index at least k + 2, and no left handles.
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Proof. By Proposition 2.3.5, there exists a triad handle decomposition of W rel-
ative to R consisting of only right and interior handles. By Corollary 2.3.11 and
Proposition 2.3.16, we can assume that any triad cobordism W : R ~» S has a triad
handle decomposition of the form

W=WRUWRU-- - UWR  UWy U UW,

where once again WiR is a composite of elementary right cobordisms of index
i and W; a composite of elementary interior cobordisms of index i. Denote by
WR:R~5> R and W! : R” ~> S the unions of WI.R and W, respectively. Observe that
the cobordism "W : "R ~» 9"S$ is diffeomorphic to "W : 3"R ~» "R’ relative
to 9"R, since 9"W/ is a trivial cobordism since W is obtained by attaching only
interior handles. Moreover, the cobordism o"W = 9"WR satisfies the hypothesis
of [Wal71, Thm. 3] since it is a classical cobordism between manifolds with trivial
boundary (or a r9-cobordism) and k < (d—1)—4 = d—5. Thus, there exists a handle
decomposition of "W relative to 3"R whose handles have index at least k + 1.
Given this handle decomposition, we can extend it to a triad handle decomposition
of WX containing only right handles of index at least k + 1, by Remark 2.3.6. We
proceed now to show that W/ admits a triad handle decomposition given by
interior handles of index at least k + 2. The cobordism W' can be viewed as a ro-
cobordism in the sense of [Wal71] (whose boundary cobordism is o"W~X U 9, W),
Hence, a handle decomposition in the sense of loc. cit. induces a triad handle
decomposition solely given by interior handles of the same indices as the ones in
the handle decomposition. Thus, if we show that the inclusion R* — W' is (k +1)-
connected, applying Wall’s result again finishes the claim. By assumption, the map
RU g d"W — W is (k + 1)-connected. Since WX is obtained from R by attaching
right handles, we conclude from (1) above that the maps R U 5z 3"WR — WX and
R’ — WR are equivalences. Thus it follows that R” — WR — W is a composite
of an equivalence with a (k + 1)-connected map and thus it is (k + 1)-connected.
This finishes the proof. O

3. COBORDISM CATEGORIES WITH BOUNDARY.

As mentioned in the introduction, the proof of the main result involves a version
of the classical cobordism category (see e.g. [Gal+09]) in the context of manifolds
with boundary and triad cobordisms between them. In this section, we define the
cobordism category Cobg of ®-manifolds with boundary and variations thereof
for a map of pairs © : (B,B’) — (BO(d),BO(d — 1)). The main result of this
section (stated below in Theorem 3.1.10) states that the classifying space of Cobg
is equivalent to that of a certain subcategory of highly connected cobordisms. This
result is analogous to [GR14, Thm. 3.1] for cobordism categories of closed mani-
folds and similar to [BP17, Thm A.3] in the context of manifolds with boundary.
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Our proof adopts a similar strategy. We assume the reader has prior knowledge
of these references, since we will at times explain our proofs by comparison and
only indicate the modifications needed in our context.

3.1. Cobordism categories of O-triads.

In this subsection, we introduce the cobordism category Cobg and state the
main result of this section. To do so, we start by defining certain spaces of
manifolds with boundary, which will be the object and morphism spaces in our
category. For an integer N > 0, let RY := [0, +0c0) Xx R¥"1 and oRY = {0} x RN,
We denote the union along the inclusions RY = RY x {0} < RY*! by R

and 9RY for the analogous union of JRY. Let n,k > 0 and U c RF x RK
be an open subset and observe that U = U N d(R¥ x R?%). Let d > 0 and
® = (0,09 : (B,B°) — (BO(d),BO(d — 1)) be a map of pairs. We will need to
import the following definitions from [GR14] and [BP17]:

(a) The space ‘I’g (U) is the space of pairs (M, ¢) of a d-dimensional submanifold
with boundary M of U satisfying certain conditions and a bundle map
t:TM — 0"y, from [BP17, Defn. 2.1]. From the same reference, for [ < d
the space ‘I’gl (U) is the space of pairs (M, £) of a [-dimensional submanifold
with boundary M of U satisfying certain conditions and a bundle map
£:TM @ %71 = 0%y,

(b) The space ¥y2(dU) is the space of pairs (M, ¢) of a (d — 1)-dimensional
submanifold M of dU satisfying certain conditions and a bundle map ¢ :
TM — (6°)*y4_; from [GR14, Defn. 2.2]. From the same reference, for [ <
d — 1 the space ¥y, (dU) is the space of pairs of a [-dimensional submanifold
M of 9U and a bundle map £ : TM & 47171 — 0%y _;.

By definition, there exists a map 9 : ‘Pa (U) — ¥y, ,(dU) taking a pair (M, £) to
(OM, €| 5p1) (see also [BP17, Lemma B.1]). We also have a map ‘I’ga(aU) — ‘I’gl(aU)
by taking (M ) to (M, 10 ¢) where 1 o ¢ is the composite TM® e "l @el —
(02)*y4_1 ® €' — 0*y,, where 1 is induced by ©.

Definition 3.1.1 (Spaces of manifolds). We define ‘I’g(U) to be the strict pullback
‘I’g(U) Xy, (U) ¥o(aU). As a set, ‘I’g(U) is the set of pairs (M, £) where M is
a d-dimensional neat submanifold with boundary of U and ¢ : (TM,ToM) —
(6*ya, (09)*y4_1) is a map of pairs of vector bundles on M in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.2.1 satisfying the following properties:

(i) M is closed as a subspace of U;
(i) there exists € > 0 such that M N (R* x [0, €) x dR"7¥) = [0, €) x IM and the
restriction of ¢ to [0, €) X M C M is given by

16M€

T([0,e) x OM) — T(oM) & ¢ (09)ya_1 @€' — 0%y
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where the leftmost map is the bundle map covering the projection [0, €) XM
given by the splitting of the source given by the vector e; in the coordinate
[0,¢).

We call such a pair (M, £) a ©-manifold and ¢ a ©-structure on M. For [ < d, let
\I’gl (U) be the strict pullback ‘Ifgl (U) X, (ov) ¥oo (V).

Remark 3.1.2. Let (M, ¢) € ‘I’g (U), we observe that the first condition of (ii)
induces a preferred collar of (TM, TOM) (in the sense of Definition 2.2.2) by taking
the inwards pointing vector field given by the basis vector on the [0, €)-coordinate.
One can check that, with this collar, the map ¢ of collared pairs of vector bundles
is collared, by the second part of (ii).

Remark 3.1.3. By [BP17, Lemma B.1], the map 9 : ‘I’gl (U) = ¥p,_,(dU) is a Serre
fibration, so the square

‘I’gl(U) - ‘Pgl(U)

l l

Wgo (3U) —— Wy, (3U).

is a homotopy pullback square and the left vertical map is a Serre fibration.
We define now convenient subspaces of the spaces of manifolds defined above.

Definition 3.1.4. Define yJ(n k) c ¥J(RF x R?) consisting of those pairs
(M, £) such that M is contained in Rk x [0,1) x (-1, 1)"*"*1. Analogously, we
define the spaces wgl (n,k) for I < k. For i € Z, denote by 1//3(00 + i, k) the colimit
of these t,bg(n + i, k) under the stabilizations over n induced by the inclusion
RFx[0,1)x(-1,1)" k1 = RFx[0,1)x(—1, 1) *~1x{0} c RFx[0, 1) x(—1, 1)k,

Notation 3.1.5. Let (W,¢) € tﬁg(oo +1,1). Denote by xp : RX R} — R the
projection onto the first factor. For K C R, denote W|x = W N x;'(K) and
"W|k = oW N W]k if both subsets are manifolds (possibly with corners). If
K = {a} is a singleton, we denote oW |, = 9"W/|,. When K = [a,b] and Wliap
is a manifold, then oW|(4p) = 8hW|[a,b] U Wl, U W], so we denote W|, U W|,
by 8°W|[451. We see this triad also as a triad cobordism W{(4p) : W[, ~ W], by
setting 9; = 0 in the sense of Definition 2.3.1.

Definition 3.1.6 (Cobordism category). Define a non-unital topological category
(in the sense of [GR14, Section 2.3]) Cobg having i,bgd_l (o0, 0) as space of objects.
The morphism space is the subspace of R x 1//3(00 + 1, 1) consisting of those pairs
(t, (W, t)) where there exists an € > 0 such that

Wl(—ooe) = RXW|o)|(~oue) € FS((—00,€) X RY)
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Wlo
W| [0,¢]
M'y‘z

Figure 4: This is an example of the underlying submanifold of a morphism
(t,(W,¢)) in Cobd.

and
W|(t—e,0<>) = (R X W|t)|(t—e,oo) € ‘Ilg((t ) OO) X Rj—o)

Here, R X W|, denotes the manifold Rx W|, ¢ RX RS along with the map (T(R x
W), T(R X aW|,)) — &' & (TW|g, ToW|,) — (0*ya, (0°)*ya—1). The source
and target of (t, (W, £)) are (W|o, £|o) and (W|,, £|;), respectively. Composition is
given by "stacking" as defined in [GR14, Defn. 2.6] (see Figure 4).

It is convenient to define a variant of the cobordism category above where the
objects and morphisms contain a fixed submanifold. Let L be a compact (d — 1)-
dimensional submanifold of [0, 1) X —%, 0] X (=1,1)®72 (possibly with corners)
suchthat dL = L N a([0,1) x (—1,0] x (=1,1)®7?). Let "L := L N {0} x (-3%,0] x (-1,1)®2
and 9°L == L N [0,1) x {0} X (=1,1)®~2 We require that near {0} x (=2, 0] xR®~2
it agrees with [0,1) x "L and that near [0,1) x {0} x R®7? it agrees with
(=1,0] x 8°L. Additionally, let (¢, £5;) : (TL, TO"L) ® &' — (0*y4, (6)*yq_1) be
a map of pairs of vector bundles such that the restriction of & to T[0,€) x d"L
agrees with the composition

t
T[0,€) x #L - TL@ &' 5 (67)'ya1 @' — 6'ya,

and the restriction to T(—¢, 0] X 9°L is a product structure, that is, the family ¢ +—
£1|(1xa0L is a constant homotopy of maps of pairs (TL, TOL) — (6*ya, (6°)*ya-1)
for t < € for some €.

Definition 3.1.7. Define the non-unital topological category Cobg, . Whose space
of objects is the space ¢gd71’ ;(00,0) C gbgdil (00,0) consisting of those (M, £) such
that MN[0, 1) X (—00,0] XR®~? = L as ®-manifolds, that is, £ agrees with £ in this
subspace. Its space of morphisms is the subspace xpgdil’ [(o+1,1) C 1//‘69171_1 (00 +1,1)
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d°L 0

. Wl t Wl

W,

ML /

Figure 5: This is an example of the underlying submanifold of a morphism (¢, W)
in Cobg ;.

of those (t, (W, ¢)) such that W N (R x [0,1) X (=0,0] x R®72) = R X L as ©-
manifolds (see Figure 5).

Recall from [GR14, Section 2.3] that for a non-unital topological category C,
we define its classifying space BC as the geometric realization ||N,C|| of its nerve
N.C, which is a semi-simplicial space. The following is proved exactly as [GR14,
Cor. 2.17].

Proposition 3.1.8. For any L as above, the map induced by inclusion BCobg,L -
BCobg is a weak equivalence.

We will be interested in certain subcategories of these categories. A subcategory
Cof Cobg, 1. is a pair of a collection of objects ob(C) C ob(Cobg) 1) and a collection
of morphisms mor(C) C mor(Cobg,L) such that:

(a) ob(C) is a union of path components of ob( Cobg’L);

(b) the images of source and target maps s, s; : mor(C) C mor(Cobg’L) —
ob(Cobg’L) lie in the ob(C);

(c) forevery a,b € C, the morphism space C(a, b) defined by the strict pullback
mor(C) X,p(c)x2 {(a, b)}, given by the source and target maps, is a union of
path components of Cobg’ (ab);

(d) for every (P,p) € Cand t > 0, the morphism (¢, [0,t] X P) with the
cylindrical ©-structure £p ® €' is in C.

Unwrapping the definition, C is a non-unital topological category and the inclusion
C — Cobg is a functor of non-unital topological categories. The following
definition is analogous to [GR14, Def. 2.9].
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Definition 3.1.9. Let kK > —1 be an integer. Let Cobg’(Lk) be the subcategory

of Cobg’ ;. consisting of the same objects and those morphisms (t, (W, ¢)) where
the inclusion of oW|; — 8hW|[0,t] is k-connected. When k = L%J, we de-
note Cobg’,(Lk) by Cobg’fz. Let now k > —2. Let Cobg)’i be the subcategory of
Cobg’i with the same objects and those morphisms (¢, (W, £)) where the inclu-
sion (W|;, oW |;) — (W0, ahW|[0,t]) is strongly k-connected in the sense of
Definition 2.1.1.

The main result of this section (and the only one used in later sections) is the
following result, whose proof ocupies the remainder of this section. Recall the
definition of a triad handle decomposition from Definition 2.3.3. Once and for all,
we see (L, L, 0, d°L) as a triad cobordism from (9°L, ML, 0) to 0.

Theorem 3.1.10. Letd > 5 and k > —2 be integers such that 2k < d — 3. Assume
(L,d"L) admits a triad handle decomposition only using handles of index at most
d — k — 3 and of any type relative to 0. Then the map

BCobg’i — BCobg

is a weak equivalence.

3.1.1. Flexible models. To prove Theorem 3.1.10, it is convenient to model the
homotopy types of the classifying spaces of these subcategories of Cobg,L ina
more tractable way, similar to [GR14, Defs. 2.13 and 2.18]. We start by introducing
two models for these classifying spaces.

Definition 3.1.11. Let Dg C R X Ruo X Y/3(00 + 1,1) be the subspace of tuples
(t,€, (W, ?)) such that [t — €, t + €] consists of regular values for x, : W — R, that
is, points s € R such that the maps xy : W — R and x| 5w have s has a regular
value. We define a partial order on Dg by (t,e, (W, ?)) < (t', €', (W', ¢)) if and
onlyif (W,¢) = (W', ') and t+¢ < ' —¢’. Denote by Dg’L the full subposet of D
consisting of those (t, €, (W, £)) such that WN(RX[0, +00) X (—00, 0] xR®~2) = RXL
as ©-manifolds. If C Cobg)’L is a subcategory, we denote by Dg’i - Dg’L the
smallest subposet containing the objects (¢, €, (W, £)) where W|; is an object of
C and of morphisms (t,€, (W,?)) < (t',€’, (W', ¢')) where W'|[.p1) = W[z :
W|; ~ W/ is a morphism of C.

Proposition 3.1.12. Let C ¢ Cobg; be a subcategory of CobQ ;, then there is a
weak equivalence BC ~ BDg)’%.

Proof. The proof follows analogously as the proof of [GR14, Prop. 2.14] by replac-
ing the appropriate terms and using [Gen11, Lemma 10.1] instead of Ehresmann’s
fibration lemma. O
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We introduce now a "more flexible model" in the spirit of [GR14, Defn. 2.18].
Roughly speaking, these models have better "mapping in"-properties than the
previous model.

Definition 3.1.13. Let p > 0 be an integer and define Xg), ; to be the semisimplicial
space where the space of p-simplices consists of tuples a € RP*!, € € (R.()P*!
and (W, ?) € ‘I’g((ao — €0, ap + €,) X RY) satisfying:

(i) Foralli=0,---,p—1, we have a; + €; < aj+1 — €;41;
(i) W liesin (ag — €0, ap + €,) X [0,1) X (=1,1)*7%;
(iii) W agrees with (ag — €0, ap + €p) X L as ®-manifold pairs on the subspace
U = (ao — €, ap + €p) X [0,+00) X (—00,0] x R*7? that is, they agree on
‘I'g(U).

Given C C Cobg)’L a subcategory, let Xg”% be the subspace of XZ),L consisting of
those tuples where for each regular value t of xy, W|; € C and for each pair
of regular values t;, < t; contained in the union over i of (a; — €;, a; + ¢;), the
cobordism W|(y, s is a morphism in C.

We can map the nerve of the topological poset D(‘;’E to Xg’i taking a p-simplex
(ao," -+, ap; €, €, (W, £)) to the same tuple where we consider the restriction
of (W, ¢) to (ay — €, ap + €,) X RY. The following result is proved using exactly
the same method as in [GR14, Prop. 2.20].

Proposition 3.1.14. Let C C Cobg,L be a subcategory ofCobg,L, then the map
N. Dg)’i - Xg’i is a weak equivalence after geometric realization.
3.2. Surgery on morphisms.

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.1.10. To do so, we consider the following
filtrations from Definition 3.1.9

Cobg"z C Cobg’li_1 c---C Cobg’oL C Cobg’z1 = Cobg’i
and
CobZ ) ¢ CobZ ™ <+ c Cob ™ c CobZ\™ = Cobg;.

The main inputs to the proof of Theorem 3.1.10 are the two results stated below,
which give conditions to the inclusions of the subcategories in the filtrations above
to induce an equivalence on classifying spaces.

Proposition 3.2.1 (Surgery on the interior). Assume d > 5. Suppose that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) 2k < d —3;
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(i) (L,d"L) admits a triad handle decomposition where interior and left handles
have index at most d — k — 3 relative to ().

Then the map induced by inclusion BCobg’lz — BCobg’lIi_1 is a weak equivalence.

Proposition 3.2.2 (Surgery on the boundary). Assumed > 3. Suppose that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) 2k <d - 3;
(ii) (L,o"L) admits a triad handle decomposition where right handles have index
at most d — k — 3 and left handles have index at most d — k — 2 relative to ().

Then the map induced by inclusion BCobg)’,(Lk) — BCobg’(Lk_l) is a weak equivalence.

These results are analogous to [GR14, Thm. 3.1] and [BP17, Thms. A.2 and
B.4]. Assuming these results, we can now prove our main statement of this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.10. This follows by applying Proposition 3.2.2 to conclude
that the inclusions in the second filtration induce equivalences on classifying
spaces for k < L%J and thus the inclusion Cobg’fz — Cobg)’ 1 induces an equiv-
alence of classifying spaces. Applying Proposition 3.2.1, we deduce that the
inclusions in the first filtration are equivalences after taking classifying spaces if
2k < d - 3. Thus, we obtain that the maps BCob — BCobab — BCobg ; are
equivalences. The result now follows by post- composmg this Wlth the equivalence
of Proposition 3.1.8. O

3.2.1. The approach due to Galatius and Randal-Williams. The remainder
of this section is devoted to proving Propositions 3.2.1 and 3.2.2. We start by
explaining the overall strategy of the proofs. We employ a strategy originally due to
Galatius and Randal-Williams in [GR14]. Let us consider a general context. Let A C
B be subcategories of Cobg’ .- We wish to prove that the inclusion A < B induces
an equivalence on Classifying spaces To do so, we will construct an augmented
bi-semisimplicial space (D L). « Where (D® L). -1 =N, D ; along with maps

: N, DaA — (Da L) o of semi-simplicial spaces fitting in a commutatlve square
of sohd arrows

a,A 3.1.14 A
BD 8 > [xe3|
KW -7
l’ //// linc (4)
A T p aB 3.1.14 B
‘ (D®’L) e 0 BD@’L = ’XG)’L|

8Here, we mean that this bi-semisimplicial space is augmented in the second coordinate. In
other words, it is a semi-simplicial object in the category of augmented semi-simplicial spaces.
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where the map p is induced by the augmentation, satisfying the following proper-
ties:

1. (Contractability of surgery data) The map p is a weak equivalence.

2. (Parameterized surgery move) There exists a dashed lift K' as above making
the upper triangle strictly commute and a homotopy K’ making the lower
triangle commute up to homotopy.

By 1 and commutativity of the lower triangle, the map K' induces an injection
on all homotopy groups. By the commutativity of the upper triangle, the map K
induces also a surjection on all homotopy groups. Thus K' is a weak equivalence
and thus so are the vertical maps. By Proposition 3.1.12 and Proposition 3.1.14,
the right vertical map is equivalent to the map BA — BB and hence the latter
is a weak equivalence. The remaining sections are devoted to constructing this
bisimplical space and this diagram for A and B the steps of the filtrations above.

3.2.2. Proof of Proposition 3.2.1. Recall the definition of the submanifolds
V= (-2,0) x R* x R¥ and V := [-2,0] x R* x R¢7¥ of Rk*1 x R4* from [BP17,
Section A.1]. We start with some notation.

Notation 3.2.3. We fix once and for all an infinite set Q. Let (A, J, e) be a triple
where A C Qs a finite and § : A — [p]Y is a function ande : A XV —
Rx[0,1)X(0,1)x(—1,1)*2. Here [p]" means the set of monotone non-decreasing
maps from [p] = {0,---,p} to [1] (see [BP17, p. 149]). We say that such triple
is a (interior) surgery datum for a p-simplex (a, €, (W, f)) in the nerve of Dg’i if
the triple satisfies conditions (i) to (v) in [BP17, Def. A.3.]. We call the subspaces
D; = e(571(i) xa_D**2x {0}) the cores of (the trace of) the surgery datum (A, 5, e)
fori =0,---,p, where a_D**? := {(x1,- -+, xx42) € RF*?| Zf:lz x? =1, x; > 0}
Notice that since the third coordinate is restricted to (0, 1), the embedding e is
automatically disjoint from L.

We define now the bi-semisimplicial spaces promised above in the context of
the first filtration. The following definition is essentially [BP17, Def. A.3].
Definition 3.2.4. Given a p-simplex x = (a, €, (W, ?)) of Dg)’]i_l. Let Zy(x) to be
set of surgery data (A, 6, e) for x such that the map

(Wlas U Dl W lar) = (Wiarosrts " Wliaro 1)

is strongly k-connected for each i = 1,---, p. Define Z,(x) in the same way as
[BP17, Def.A.5]. Similarly to [BP17] define the bi-semisimplicial space given by
(Dg’i)p,q to be the space of pairs (x, y) where x is a p-simplex of ( Dg’i_l). = N, Dg’,]z_l
and y € Z,(x) topologized as a subspace of
(p+2)(q+1)
(025) (]_[ C(AX V,RX Rf))
p ACQ
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We can define the vertical left map : for the square (4) in this setting as the
inclusion of the empty surgery data, that is, A = (). We prove now the first property
of the square (4) in this context. The following result should be compared to [BP17,
Thm. A.6] and [GR14, Thm. 3.4].

Proposition 3.2.5. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition 3.2.1, then the augmenta-
tion map
a9,k d.k-1
(DG’L).. - (DG’L ).
is a weak equivalence after geometric realization.

Proof. This proof is very similar to the proof of [GR14, Theorem 3.4]. However,
there are steps where extra care is needed. We assume the reader’s familiarity
with this reference. We do not give a complete and detailed proof, but instead
we sketch the strategy, which follows by analogy to loc.cit., and focus on the
points where it differs. For every p > 0, the semi-simplicial space (D® L)P’ is
augmented over (D® L)P We will show that the augmentation induces a weak
equivalence on geometric realizations for every p. This implies the claim by taking
geometric realization in the p-coordinate. To prove that the augmentation map
induces a weak equivalence, we use the criterion of [GR14, Thm. 6.2]. For that, one
must check that this augmented semi-simplicial space is an augmented topological
flag complex in the sense of [GR14, Def. 6.1]. We sketch the argument here for
completeness. Just as in the case of this reference (see the remark in p.334 of
[GR17a]), our augmented semi-simplicial space does not satisfy this criteria of
[GR14, Thm. 6.2]. However, one can find an equivalent model which weakens
some of the conditions in the definition of this space and satisfies this criteria,
analogous to f)g) L(RN ) in [GR14, Defn. 6.8], by only assuming that the embeddings
in a surgery datum are immersions which restrict to embeddings on the cores.
We proceed implicitly with this weaker model. To apply [GR14, Thm. 6.2], we
must check that, for every p, this augmented topological flag complex satisfies
conditions (i) — (iii) of loc.cit. To verify condition (i), one proceeds exactly as
[GR14, Prop. 6.10], using that the embeddings in our surgery data are contained
in the interior.

Condition (ii) is equivalent to the claim that Z,(x) is non-empty for ev-
ery x € D(‘;”’Ii_l. We will proceed as in [GR14, Prop. 6.13] to check this con-
dition. We explain the part of the argument which is different in our case in
detail now. Let x = (a, ¢, (W,?¢)) be in Dak ' It follows from the assump-
tions, the pair (W/|[q,_,.¢;,1» Wla,) is (k = 1)- connected for every i and the pair
("W l[ay 1011 OW lay,,) is b = | 52 |-connected. Thus, we see that (W[4, , a;]> Wla;)
is already k-connected, since k < band (W|a,, dW|a,) = (Wl(a,_pa:)> Fan [ai1.ai])
is strongly (k — 1)-connected. By Whitehead’s theorem, W/, , 4,1 is equivalent
to a CW complex X obtained from W|,, by attaching cells of dimension at least
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k + 1. These cells can be assumed to be embedded in W4, , 4,] since 2(k+1) < d,
so we get an embedding

o k k
€io * Ai,O X (D +19 oD +1) - (W|[ai—1+6i_1,ai+6i]i W|ai+ei)

for finite set A; o C Q such that W|g,4¢, Uim(&;0) — Wl(a, ,+¢; 1,a4+€]18 (K +1)-
connected for every i. This implies that the map

. N h
(W|ai+6i U 1m(ei,0)>aw|ai+6i) - (W|[ai—1+€i—1aai+€i]’ d Wl[ai—1+€i—1,ai+6i])

is strongly (k + 1)-connected. These embeddings can be assumed to be disjoint
from "W| [ai_1+€i_p.ai+e; > Since they can be defined in the interior of W, 4¢,. These
embeddings can be isotoped to be disjoint from L X R by the following argument.
By taking a triad handle decomposition of L (where L is seen as a triad cobordism
from (0°L, 9"°L, 0) to 0 by taking 9L = "L and 9L = 0) as in the hypothesis, it
suffices to make these embeddings disjoint from the products of the cores by R.
The cores of the right handles are automatically disjoint since they are collars of
submanifolds of 9"W/| [a;1+€i_p,ai+¢;]- The left and interior cores have dimension
at most d — k — 2 so ¢é; is generically disjoint since (d —k —2) + (k + 1) < d,
by transversality. Once again by the fact that 2(k + 1) < d, é;y and é; can be
assumed to be disjoint for all i # j. One proceeds now as in [GR14, Prop. 6.13]
to extend these embeddings to a surgery datum. Thus, we conclude that Zy(x) is
non-empty and so condition (ii) is verified.

The verification of (iii) goes exactly as [GR14, Prop. 6.12] since any tuple
(k + 1)-dimensional submanifolds of a d-dimensional manifold can be made
pairwise disjoint by transversality. This finishes the proof by using [GR17a,
Theorem 6.2]. O

We move now to establish the second property of (4) in this context. Before
that, we record an application of the Blakers-Massey theorem needed for this
proof.

Lemma 3.2.6. Let (M, K) be a 1-connected compact manifold pair of dimension
d > 3. Let ¢ : (P,0P) — (M,K) be an embedding of pairs, where P is a simply
connected manifold with boundary of dimension k > 0 with no closed components
and path-connected boundary. Let (M’,K’) be the manifold pair obtained from
(M, K) by removing an open tubular neighborhood of ¢. If d > k + 3, then the
induced map m;(M',K’) — m;(M,K) is an isomorphism fori < d —k —1 and a
surjection fori = d — k for every basepoint.

Proof. Start by observing that the claim is equivalent to proving that the square

K — M

I

K——M
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is homotopy (d — k — 1)-cartesian in the sense of [MV15, Defn. 3.3.1]. We establish
this by proving that this square is homotopy (d — k)-cocartesian and applying the
Blakers-Massey theorem. In other words, we prove now that the M’ Ugs K — M is
(d—k)-connected. This map is a pushout of the map S(vp 1) Us(v,p 1) D(Vop.x)
D(vp ) where vpy and vop i are the normal bundles of P in M and 0P in K
respectively (which are oriented since P is simply-connected), and D(-) and
S(—) are the disc and sphere bundles of a vector bundle (with a metric). The
right-hand side is a d-dimensional manifold with boundary homotopy equivalent
to P and the left-hand side is its boundary. By Poincaré duality, we have that
H;(D(vpu), dD(vpar)) = HI(P) = Hy_g,:(P, dP) which vanishes for k — d +
i < 0, since P has no closed components and hence 9P — P is 0-connected.
Hence H;(D(vpm), dD(vpa)) vanishes for i < d — k. Sinced > k + 3 and P
is simply connected, we deduce that dD(vp ) is simply connected. Thus, the
map dD(vppy) < D(vpy) is (d — k)-connected. Hence, the square above is
homotopy (d — k)-cocartesian in the sense of [MV15, Defn. 3.7.1]. Additionally,
the map K’ — K is (d — 1 — k)-connected by transversality, since oP is (k — 1)-
dimensional. We prove now that K’ — M’ is 1-connected. Since d > k + 2, we
have my(K”) = m9(K) and mo(M") — mo(M) so mo(M’) = my(K’). Moreover, since
d > k + 3, the same applies for fundamental groups and thus 7, (K”) surjects onto
71 (M"). We conclude by applying the Blakers-Massey theorem, as stated in [MV15,
Thm. 4.2.3], to deduce that the square above is homotopy (d —k —1)-cartesian. O

The following result is similar to [BP17, Lemma A.9] and uses [GR14, Prop.
3.6] (see Remark 3.2.8 below for more details on this similarity).

Proposition 3.2.7. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition 3.2.1, then there exists a
homotopy

Ko1x (D3] = (x3h)
©,L X ©,L P

such that the image of (t, (W, £)) lies in (Xg’;) ift =1o0rif(W,f) € (Dg’z) )
L), L),

Proof. We use the map K constructed in [BP17, (A.1)], that uses the standard family
of [GR14, Prop. 3.6], and verify the claim in the statement above. Once again,
we assume familiarity of the reader with both constructions. Denote the image
of (¢, (a,€, (W, ?),e)) under K by (a, €, (W, £)) (since this homotopy is constant
on the parameters a and €). The manifold W; is obtained from W, by removing
the interior of e and attaching the manifold P, € ¥y(V) from [GR14, Prop 3.6].
Since, by [BP17, Rmk. A.8] the family is constant on its horizontal boundary, we
immediately have a %-structure in @"W; from "W by taking the constant family
of 07 structures ¢| yuyy, = | . Thus, we can see W, € \I’g!L(R‘X’). It remains to
check that the image of K lies in (Xg’)’i)p ift=10r (W,?) € (Dg”lz)p. Let us start
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by proving the case (a, €, (W,?)) € (DZ)”z)p. Let t € [0, 1], we have to show that,
for two regular values a < b of x, the map

(Welps aWilp) — (Wil{ap)> 8" Wil [ap))

is strongly k-connected, provided (W1, oW|3) — (W|[ap, 8hW|[a,b]) is strongly
k-connected. Since the family "W, is constant in ¢, it suffices to prove that

Wilp Uow, 1, @ Willap] = Welias]

o

is (k + 1)-connected. Denote the manifold W|[,5)\im(e)° by X. Observe that
the pair (W;|[45)s ahWt|[a’b]) is the union of (X, o'?hWt|[a’b]) with Py|(q4, p,] for all
A € A for some i. We start by proving that

Y = Xy Uaxy, " Wel[ap] — X

is (k+1)-connected. The pair (X, Y) is obtained from (W/|[4), Wlban|b8hW| [ab])
by cutting out a neighborhood of embedded copies of (D**!, aD**!). By apply-
ing Lemma 3.2.6 for each copy iteratively and 2k < d — 3, we conclude that
7;(X,Y) vanishes fori < k+1 < d - (k + 1) — 1, since it is isomorphic to
Ti(Wliap)s Wlp Yswy,, 6hW|[a,bJ), which vanishes by assumption. Since connec-
tivity of maps is preserved under pushouts, the map W;|, Usw,|, 8hWt|[a,b] =
Wilp Ux), Y — Wilp Ux), X is also (k + 1)-connected, since 9X|, = "W, |p. By
construction, the map X Uy W;|, — W;|(45] is a pushout of a (k + 1)-connected
map, by Property (iv) of [BP17, Lemma A.7] (see square (A.4) in [BP17]). We
conclude that, the map W;|, U 8hWt|[a,b] — Wil[ap] is (k + 1)-connected. This
establishes the case (a, ¢, (W,?)) € N, Dg)’]z.

We now concern ourselves with the case t = 1 and (a,e, (W, ?)) € (Dg)”]z_l)p.
In [GR14, Lemma 3.7], the proof is divided in three steps. We focus on Step 2 of
loc.cit., since it is the non-trivial step. More precisely, we have to show that, for
two regular values a € (a;—1 — €j_1,aj—1 + €;—1) and b € (a; — €;, a; + €;) of xo, the
map

Wilp Uawi ), @ Wiliap) = Willap]

is (k + 1)-connected. It suffices to prove the analogous statement for W, obtained
from W by only doing the surgeries for A;. Isotope the submanifold D; to a
submanifold D; so it is disjoint from the image of e;, using the fact that it has
trivial normal bundle. Once again by Lemma 3.2.6, sincek +1<d - (k+1) — 1,
we deduce that the map

X|p U 5i|[a,b] Uaw,, 8hW|[a,b] - X,

is (k + 1)-connected, since it is obtained from W|; U 5i|[a,b] Uaw,, 8hW|[a’b] —
W /(451> Which is (k + 1)-connected by assumption, by removing a neighborhood
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of an (k + 1)-disc. Once again by Property (iv) of [BP17, Lemma A.7], we deduce
that

Wilp U I"Wil{ap) Y Dil{ap] = Wil{ap]

Wilp
is (k + 1)-connected. However, by Property (v) of [BP17, Lemma A.7], D; retracts
to Wllb so the map W1|b — M/1|b U Djl[4p) is an equivalence. This implies

Wiy U "Wl 1ap] — Wil{ap]

Wi p

is (k + 1)-connected. This finishes the proof. |

Remark 3.2.8. The difference between this statement and [BP17, Lemma A.9] is
two-fold. Firstly, we work with a more general notion of tangential structure and
therefore must produce a family of manifold pairs with such structure. Secondly,
our definition of Da k and Xak differs from the analogous one in that paper in two
ways. First, we do not assume that oW|; is (n — 2)-connected for every regular
value ¢t. Second, their connectivity condition of the morphisms is dual to the notion
of strong connectivity in the sense that the square in Remark 2.1.2 is assumed
to be homotopy k-cartesian instead of homotopy (k + 1)-cocartesian (see also
Lemma 2.1.5 for a relation between the two).

Proof of Proposition 3.2.1. Consider the square (4) for A = Coba * andB = Cobak '
where the bottom left space is defined in Definition 3.2.4 and the left vertical map
as the inclusion of the empty surgery datum. By Proposition 3.2.5, the map p is
a weak equivalence and by Proposition 3.2.7 and an analogous extension as in
[GR14, p. 301] to a homotopy between geometric realizations gives a lift K. By the
discussion below (4), we conclude that the map A < B induces an equivalence
on classifying spaces. O

3.2.3. Proof of Proposition 3.2.2. Recall now the definition of V := (-2, 0) X
R¥ x Rk and V = [-2,0] x RF x RZ~**! from [BP17, Section B.2].

Notation 3.2.9. We fix again an infinite set Q. Let (A, , e) be a triple where A ¢ Q
is a finite and § : A — [p]" (see [BP17, p. 149]) is a function and e : AX V —
Rx [0,1) x (0,1) X (—=1,1)®~!. We say that such trlple is a boundary surgery datum
for a p-simplex (a, €, (W, £)) in the nerve of D | if the triple satisfies conditions
(i) to (vi) in [BP17, Def. B.5]. We call the subspace D; = e(571(i) x 9_D**1 x {0})
the cores of the trace of the surgery datum (A, d,e) fori =0,-- -, p. The space of
such data is topologized similarly to [BP17, Def B.5]. Notice that since the third
coordinate is restricted to (0, 1), the embedding e is automatically disjoint from L.

Definition 3.2.10. Given a p-simplex x = (a,€, (W, f)) of Da(k D Let Zy(x) to
be space of surgery data (A, 6, e) for x such that the map

anai U Di - ahwl[ai—bai]
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is k-connected for each i = 1,---,p. Define Z,(x) in the same way as [BP17
Def.B.5]. Similarly to [BP17] define the bi-semisimplicial space glven by (D oL )p q
to be the space of pairs (x,y) where x is a p-simplex of Dg (k ) and y e y4 q(x).

The following result should be compared to [BP17, Lemma B.6] and [GR14,
Thm. 3.4] and is proved in the same way as Proposition 3.2.5.

Proposition 3.2.11. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition 3.2.2, then the augmen-
tation map
9,(k) 9,(k-1)
(06:")... ~ (&™)

is a weak equivalence after geometric realization.

[N} .

The following result is essentially [BP17, Prop. B7].

Proposition 3.2.12. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition 3.2.2, there exists a
homotopy

K:1x (D51) = (xg¥)
oL /o o,L »
such that the image of (t, (W, ¢)) lies in (Xg’(Lk)) ift=10r(W,?) € (D(‘;’(Lk)) .
’ P ’ p

Proof. Such family was constructed in [BP17, Prop. B.7] as a #-manifold pair.
We can follow exactly the same proof by replacing the map ‘I’a(V) — ‘I’a (V)
by ‘I’g (V) —> ‘I’a (V). The former is a Serre fibration by [BP17 Lemma B. 1].
By definition of ¥Y9(V) as a pullback, so is the latter. This property is the only
necessary ingredient for the proof of [BP17, Prop. B.7]. The rest of the argument
follows from [GR14, Lemma 3.7] applied to "W O

Proof of Proposition 3.2.2. This follows analogously as the proof of Proposition 3.2.1
by replacing Proposition 3.2.5 by Proposition 3.2.11 and Proposition 3.2.7 by Propo-
sition 3.2.12 and considering (4) for A = Coba k) and B = Coba :(k=1), O

4. STABLE STABILITY.

One of the key steps in the proof of Theorem A and a generalization of it allowing
tangential structures is establishing some form of "stable stability" in the context
of cobordism categories of manifolds with boundary. The first goal of this section
is to make this wish into a precise claim (see Theorem 4.1.11 below). The second
goal of this section is to reduce this statement to two closure properties of the
subcategory of "stably stable cobordisms” (see Theorem 4.3.16 and Theorem 4.4.4
below). The proof of these statements is deferred to the next section. From now on,
we specialize our study to odd-dimensional manifolds and cobordism categories
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whose morphisms are odd-dimensional cobordisms. Our definitions and proofs
are close in spirit to [GR17b], in particular the proof of Theorem 2.15 in loc.cit.
Nevertheless, we follow a slightly different strategy, but we refer to the analogous
concepts and proofs in [GR17b] as they appear.

4.1. The statement.

The goal of this subsection is to state stable stability in the form of Theorem 4.1.11
below. The first important definition towards this goal is that of a ®-end for a map
of pairs © : (B, B%) — (BO(d), BO(d — 1)). To define this, consider the following
definitions. Let (M, K) be a d-dimensional manifold pair (see Section 2.3), recall
that (TM, TK) is a collared vector bundle pair, where the collar is given by an
inwards-pointing vector field along K. A ©-structure on (M, K) is a collared bundle
map ¢ : (TM,TK) — (0*y4, (6°)*y4_1). The space of ©-structures on (M, K) is
Bun®!(TM, ©*y,) as in Definition 2.2.2. A framing on a pair (M,K) is a fry-
structure for fry : (EO(d), EO(d — 1)) — (BO(d),BO(d — 1)). The pair (R%, 9R%)
admits the canonical framing coming from the basis {ey, - - - , e4}.

Assumptions 4.1.1. For the entirety of this subsection, we fix the following
choices:

I Anoddintegerd =2n+12>7.
II A map of pairs ® : (B,B%) — (BO(2n + 1), BO(2n)) such that B? is path-
connected.

III A collared bundle map 7 : frZ(yZnH, Y2n) = ©*(¥2n+1, Y2n)- This induces a
preferred @-structure for every framed (2n + 1)-manifold pair. In particular,
we have a preferred choice of @-structure on (R2"*!1, 9R2"*1)  called the
basepoint ©-structure. Moreover, up to homotopy 7 is determined by the
choice of basepoint ®-structure on (R?**1, gR?"*1),

IV A compact (d—1)-dimensional submanifold L of [0,1) X (=2, 0] x (=1, 1)*2
and ©-structure £ on L satisfying the assumptions of Definition 3.1.7. We
assume that 9"°L # 0.

We now introduce the notion of a standard framing. The following definitions
are necessary for the definition of ®-ends and are analogous to [GR17b, Defn.2.9].
For every integer k > 0, we consider the embedding

p: (DX, aD%) — (RE*, oRE™)

taking x = (x1,---,xx) € D¥ ¢ RFto (y/1 — |x|2, xq, - - - , xx). Define (V3, W;) to be
the submanifold pair (S" X p(D"*1), S" X p(aD™*1)) c (R™*! x R"*2 R"*1 x gR™**?)
induced by p and the inclusion S” c R™*!. Recall the triad (DX, 3,D¥, 3,D¥) from
Definition 2.1.6.
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Definition 4.1.2. The right standard framing £ on (S" x D1, 8" x §,D**!) is
the framing induced by the codimension 0 embedding of pairs

(Sn X D:_H-l, Sn X a()D:_H-l) SN (Rn+1 X Rr+l, Rn+1 X HRZ) ~ (Rin+1’ aRin+l)
_n
(x40, -+, yn) > (2772 X590, Yo"+ Un)

We say that a @-structure on S” x D"*! is standard if it is homotopic to ¢, = 70 &,
that is, in the same path component in Bun®!(T(S" x D), ©*y).

Definition 4.1.3. The left standard framing & on (D™ x D", aD™*! x D") is the
framing induced by the codimension 0 embedding of pairs

(Dn+1 X Dn’ aDn+1 X Dn) N (R:l_+2 X Rn—l, aRZ+2 X Rn—l) — (Rin+l, aRirH-l)
-
(G Y1, Yn) > (2672 p(x); Y2, Y3, -+, Yn)

We say that a ©-structure on D"*! x D" is standard if it is homotopic to £ := 7o &,
that is, in the same path component in Bun®!(T (D™ x D"), ©*y).

Definition 4.1.4 (Standard ©-structure). Fix a closed 2n-disc D inside the interior
of the product of the lower hemispheres D" x D? c S§" X S" and denote the
complement Wi \int(D) by W} ;. A ©-structure ¢ on the pair (V3, W} ;) is standard
if both structures &*¢ and f*¢ are standard, where € and f are the embeddings

defined by
g1 (5" x DML, S x 3pDI*1) s (5™ x p(D™1), S x p(aD"™1)) € R™! x RM?
induced by the inclusion D¥*! ¢ D¥*! and p, and
F1 (D™ x D™, 8™ x D) e (5" x p(D™1), 8" x p(aD"™*1)) C R™! x R+

(x59) = (5 VT TyPs p ()

Lemma 4.1.5. The space of standard ©-structures on (V;, Wy 1) extending the base-
point ©-structure (see I11) on a disc in OW, 1 is non-empty and connected.

Proof. This is an adaptation of [GR17a, Lemma 7.6/7]. Denote the images of € and
f by E and F, respectively. Observe that the intersection E N F is a contractible
pair, i.e. equivalent to (%, *) as a pair. Two framings on a contractible manifold
pair are homotopic if and only if they induce the same orientation. Since both
¢ and f are orientation preserving embeddings, it follows that the restrictions
of a right standard framing on E and a left standard framing on F to E N F are
homotopic. Thus, we can homotope them to agree on this subspace pair. This
defines a standard framing on E U F, which is isotopy equivalent to V; as pairs.
This proves the first claim.
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Let us denote the space of standard ®-structures on (V;, W ;) by X. De-
note by X, (resp. X;) the path component of Bun®!(T(S" x D*'), ®*y) (resp.
Bun®!(T(D™*! x D"), ©*y)) of standard ©-structures. Denote also by Z the path
component of Bun®!(T(E N F), ©*y) given by the basepoint @-structure (here we
are identifying ENF with (R%"*1, 9R?"*1)). One can show that the restriction maps
X; — Z are Serre fibrations (see Proposition A.5), and thus X is equivalent to the
homotopy pullback X, Xz X;. Denote by X* the space of standard ©-structures on
(V1, Wy ;) extending the basepoint ®-structure on a disc D in dW, ;. We want to
show that X* is path-connected. Denote also by X and X" the analogous spaces of
O-structures extending the basepoint ©-structure on D. Observe that the previous
pullback description of X implies that X* is equivalent to the product X X X7,
since Z is equivalent to the space of ©-structures on D. Thus, to prove that X* is
path-connected, it suffices to show that X" is path-connected for i = 0, 1. For i =0,
this now follows by the fact that Xj is path-connected and the fact that we have a
fiber sequence X — Xy — Z that admits a section s : Z — X, by pre-composing
a ©-structure on E N F with the embedding from Definition 4.1.2. For i = 1, this
follows verbatim. ]

As in [GR17b, Defn. 2.5], it will be convenient to consider a version of the
cobordism category Cobg’ ;. defined in Definition 3.1.7 where the submanifold L
from 6.3.1 is removed in the following way.

Definition 4.1.6. Let L be as in Assumptions 4.1.1. Define the non-unital topo-
logical category Cobg’ so1 to have objects (M°®, £|p-) for (M, ¢) € Cobg,L, where
(M°,0"M°) := (M\ int(L), oM\ int(d"L)). Here int(L) := L\9°L and int(d"L) =
d"L\d"’L. The morphisms are triples (t, (W®, £|y-)) for (t, (W, £)) a morphism
in Cobg |, where (W°,d"W°) := (W\int(L) x [0, ], "W\ int(d"L) x [0, ]). The
topology on the space of objects and morphisms is the unique one such that the
assignment (M +— M°) from Cobg’ 1 to Cobg’ ovr 1s an isomorphism of topological
categories. Similarly, define Cobg)’,';;i to be the subcategory with the same objects
and those morphisms W : M ~» M’ such that (M’, "M’") — (W, 9"W) is strongly
(n — 1)-connected.

Remark 4.1.7. Observe that given W : M ~ N in Cobg,L, then the 4-ad
(we, "W, &L x [0,1], M° LU N°) is a triad cobordism in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.3.1.

Remark 4.1.8. Recall that Cob‘g)’,’};1 is a subcategory of Cobg)’ 1, of those morphisms
W : M ~» N such that (N,aN) — (W, d"W) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. It
turns out that Cobg"i_1 is not, in general, isomorphic to Cobg’:’;i. It will be clear
later that Cobg”';;i is more convenient for our purposes. However, under some
conditions on L (which will be satisfied in our case), we will see that Cobg’,"a;L1 is

isomorphic to Cobg’Tl (see Lemma 6.2.6 below).
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We are now ready for the definition of a ©®-end. From now on, we directly work
with the underlying manifolds and ©-structures where L is cut out. Therefore, we
drop the notation of M° unless necessary, that is, when we talk about an object
(M, ¢) € Cobg,avL, then (M, 3"M) = (N°, 3"N°) for some N € Cobg)’L.

Definition 4.1.9. Let L be as in Assumptions 4.1.1, a ©-end K in Cobg,a% isa
sequence of composable morphisms

{Kl[ii+1) : Kli ~ Kliz1}izo

in CobQ 5, such that:

(i) the inclusions (K|, 3"K|;) <> (K|iis11, " Kl[ii+17) < (Klis1, 9" K]is1) are
strongly (n — 1)-connected, for every i > 0;

(i) foreveryi > 0, there exists an embedding  : (Vi, Wi 1) — (K|[i+1], ahK|[i,i+1])
in a path component which intersects 9°L. We require that im(w) is disjoint
from 0°L and that a)*t’K[i’m] is a standard ®-structure.

For any ©-end K in Cobg’ 01, define
CObg,aﬂL,n (PS Kll) c CObg)avL (P, Kll)

to be the subspace of those ©-cobordisms (s, W) such that f : (W,d"W) —
(B, B?) is strongly n-connected. The following is similar to [GR17b, Lemma 2.14].

Lemma 4.1.10. For everyi > 0, the subspace Cobg 501 ,,(P,K|;) C Cob o, (P, K];)
determines a subfunctor

Cobg gor,, (= Kl:) : (Cobg"o 1) — Top

OfCObg),avL(_, K|;). Moreover, post-composition with K|[; ;+1] defines a natural trans-
formation
9 d
CObG,auL,n(_’ K|l) = COb@,a”L,n(_’ K|i+1).

Proof. The first claim is equivalent to the following: given M : Q ~» P in Cobg)’";;]i

and W : P ~ K]|; such that £y is strongly n-connected, then fiy.y is strongly
n-connected. To prove this, it suffices to observe that (W,d"W) — (M Up
W, "M U gup 8"W) is strongly (n — 1)-connected, by Lemma 2.1.3. This follows
since (P, 9"P) < (M, 3"M) is strongly (n —1)-connected, using Lemma 2.1.4. The
second claim follows exactly by the same argument using that (K|;, "K|;) —
(Kl[ii+1]5 8”K|[i,i+1]) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. O

Denote by CobQ o1 (P, K|w) the homotopy colimit of CobQ ; (P, K|;) un-
der the stabilization maps K|[; ;+1] © (=). By Lemma 4.1.10, this defines a presheaf
of spaces on Cobg’)';;i, by taking a functorial model of the homotopy colimit, e.g.
the telescope. We recall from the introduction that a map of spaces f : X — Y
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is called an abelian homology equivalence if f. : Hi(X; f*L) — Hy(Y; L) is an
isomorphism for all abelian local systems . : II;(Y) — Ab, that is, those £ such
that for every x € X the action of the commutator subgroup of 7; (X, x) on -L(x)
is trivial. We are now ready to state the main result of this section. Recall the
Assumptions 4.1.1.

Theorem 4.1.11 (Stable stability). Forany©-endK, the functor CobQ yo; ,(—, Kleo)
takes morphisms to abelian homology equivalences, provided (B, B®) is 1-connected.

The path to the proof of this statement is inspired by the proof of [GR17b, Thm.
2.15] and will roughly go as follows. First, we will reduce this statement to a claim
about the behaviour of the functor Cobg, oo1.n(— K|o) under certain simpler types
of morphisms. Second, for each of these types, we further reduce this statement to
a certain closure property, which is then proved in the next section. Theorem 4.1.11
is the only result we use in later sections. The next subsection establishes the first
step in the proof of this statement.

4.2. Elementary simplifications of Theorem 4.1.11.

From now on we fix a ©-end K. The goal of this subsection is to reduce the proof
of Theorem 4.1.11 for K to the verification that certain "elementary" morphisms
in Cobg)’,';;L1 are sent to abelian homology equivalences by Cobg 5; ,,(—, K|w). To
do so, consider the following definition. Let #§ be the collection of morphisms
M: P~ Qof Cobg”'gi such that CobQ jo; ,(Q, K|e) = Cobg 51 (P, K]w) is
an abelian homology equivalence. Notice that Theorem 4.1.11 is equivalent to
W= Cobg’,';;i We start by showing that 1/ is a subcategory which contains all
isomorphisms in the sense of the definition below. Analogously to the definition
below Proposition 3.1.8, a subcategory of Cobg’ o0z, 18 a collection of morphisms
closed under composition, which is the union of entire path components and

contains [0, t] X P with the cylindrical ©-structure £p ® ¢'.

Definition 4.2.1. Let C be a subcategory of Cobg’auL and W : M ~ N be a
morphism in C. We say that W is an isomorphism if there exists another morphism
W’ : N ~» M in C such that W o W’ and W’ o W are in the same path components
of [0,s] X N and [0, s] X M (both with the cylindrical ®-structure) in C(N, N) and
in C(M, M), respectively, for some s > 0.

Example 4.2.2. Lett > 0and P € Cobg,avL. For any ©-structure £ on [0, t] X P, the
morphism W := (¢, [0, t] X P, £) is an isomorphism: let W* be the dual ®-cobordism
given by precomposing ¢ with map on tangent bundles induced by the reflection
around the axis {%} X RY; observe that W and W* are composable morphisms,
whose compositions have ©-structure homotopic to [0, 2t] X £p relative to both
ends. Hence, W and W* are mutual inverses and hence are isomorphisms. In
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general, any morphism (¢, W) whose underlying manifold is diffeomorphic to
[0,s] X P for some s > 0 is an isomorphism.

on-1 _ 1. )
"~ which contains all

Lemma 4.2.3. The collection i is a subcategory of Cobd"./

isomorphisms.

Proof. Start by observing that 1§/ is closed under composition since abelian homol-
ogy equivalences are closed under composition. To show that ¥/ contains entire
path components of the morphism spaces Cobg’ 501 (P, Q), observe that a path in
Cobg)’";;Ll (P, Q) from (t, (W, ?)) to (t', (W', ¢’')) induces a homotopy between the
induced pre-composition maps by these morphisms, since the composition law is
continuous. Thus, ¥/ contains entire path components since abelian homology
equivalences are homotopy invariant. To show that [0, s] X P with the cylindri-
cal ®-structure is in ¥/, it suffices to observe that the induced pre-composition
map is isotopic to the identity by scaling the s-parameter and thus a homotopy
equivalence.

We are left to show that all isomorphisms are in 1. Let W : M ~» N be an
isomorphism in Cobg”r;;z and W’ : N ~» M be another morphism in Cobg’)';;
that W o W’ and W’ o W are in the same path component as the corresponding
cylinders [0,s] X N or [0, s] X M. This implies that the induced maps of W and W’
are homotopy inverses to each other. Thus, () o W is a homotopy equivalence

and hence an abelian homology equivalence. O

such

Lemma 4.2.4. The subcategory ¥ C Cobg";;z has the 2-out-of-3 property.

Proof. This follows from the 2-out-of-3 property for abelian homology equiva-
lences, which we prove now. Let go f : X — Y — Z be two maps of spaces, where
at least two out of the three maps f, g or g o f are abelian homology equivalences.
Thus, in particular, all maps are homology equivalences since homology equiv-
alences satisfy the 2-out-of-3 property. In particular H; (X) = H;(Y) = H;(2).
Suppose g and g o f are abelian homology equivalences and let .L' be an abelian
system on Y. Then, since H; (Y) = H;(Z), there exists a local system -.L” on Z such
that £ = g*.L”. This implies that for f induces an isomorphism for all abelian
systems on Y. The remaining cases are simpler since one always considers abelian
local systems on Z and systems which are pulled back from abelian systems are
themselves abelian. O

Recall the definition of elementary triad cobordisms, their type and index from
Definition 2.3.7. Often we will use results in Section 2.3 to deduce consequences
for morphisms in Cobg’ s01- We will hinge on the following remark.

Remark 4.2.5 (Factorizations = Triad handle decompositions). Let W : M ~» N
be a morphism in Cobg, oo- Given a triad handle decomposition of the underly-
ing triad cobordism of W in the sense of Definition 2.3.3, there exists a path in
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Cobg,ay]_ (M, N) from W to a composition
w \&
M~ My~ My~ -~ M. =N

whose underlying triad cobordisms W; are elementary of the types and indices
present in the triad handle decomposition. This is seen by the following argument:
The triad handle decomposition induces a decomposition W = Wj Uy, Wy Uy,
U---Upm, , Wi where W, is a triad elementary cobordism from M; to M;.;. We
can embed the underlying triad W such that M; lies in the subspace {i} X R}, the
cobordisms W; lie in [i, i+ 1] X R} and satisfy the appropriate collaring conditions
to be seen as morphisms in Cobg)avL (M;, Mi4q) for all i > 0. By the Whitney’s
embedding theorem, one can see that this embedding of W is isotopic to the
original inclusion of W into R X R{’. Moreover, such an isotopy can be promoted
to a path in the morphism space Cobg’ o0 (M, N), hence justifying the original
claim.

We move now to the first simplification of Theorem 4.1.11.

Lemma 4.2.6. If W contains every morphism M : P ~» Q in Cobg";;i

underlying triad cobordism is elementary relative to Q of the following type:

whose

(i) left type and indexn+1 <k <2n+1;
(ii) right type and indexn < k < 2m;
(iii) interior type and index 2n,

_ a,n—1
then W = Cob&avL.

Proof. By combining Propositions 2.3.12 and 2.3.17 and Remark 4.2.5, every mor-
phism M in Cobg)’,’;i admits a factorization into elementary triad cobordisms of
index at least n for right type, n + 1 for left type and 2n + 1 for interior type relative
to Q, up to a path in the morphism space Cobg)’”;;Ll (P,Q). By Lemma 4.2.4, M is in
W if all elementary pieces are. By hypothesis, all the elementary pieces are in 1§/
except the ones of left or interior type of index 2n + 1 and right type of index 2n.
We prove now that our assumptions imply that these cases lie in ¥/ too.

Let M : P ~ Q be a morphism of Cobg’)’;; whose underlying cobordism is
elementary of interior type and index 2n + 1 relative to Q. Let ¢ : $>" < Q be the
attaching map of the interior (2n + 1)-handle of such a triad handle decomposition.
By invariance of domain, this embedding is a diffeomorphism onto one component
of Q. In particular, this component is disjoint from the boundary and therefore
disjoint from §°L. Choose an embedding ¢ : S° X D?* — Q sending one disc to
the image of ¢ and the other to the interior of any other component (which exists
since "L # 0 and by the discussion above). Let U be the result of attaching
an interior handle to Q along this attaching map. This cobordism admits a ©-
structure extending fp since B is path-connected, and thus we can see it as a

morphism U : Q ~ Rin Cobg, o01- Moreover, the inclusion (R, "R) — (U, d"U)
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is strongly (2n — 2)-connected and thus it lies in Cobg";;i. The composition

U o M consists of a 2n + 1 and a 2n-handle of interior type relative to R such
that the belt (recall Definition 2.3.7) of the latter intersects the attaching map
of the former exactly at one point, by construction. Thus, by Proposition 2.3.14,
U o M is diffeomorphic to R X [0, 1] as a cobordism relative to R, which is in 1§ by
Lemma 4.2.3 and Example 4.2.2. By hypothesis, U is in #’ and thus so is M, by
Lemma 4.2.4.

Let M : P ~ Q be a morphism in Cob® P ! whose underlying cobordism is
elementary of right type of index 2n relative to Q. By invariance of domain, the
attaching map ¢ : S**~! < 9"Q is a diffeomorphism onto one path component of
Q disjoint from 8°L. Choose similarly an embedding ¢ : $xD?*~! < 9"Q sending
one disc to the image of ¢ and the other to any other component of 3"Q and let
U : Q ~ R be the result of adding a right handle along this embedding. Since
B? is path-connected, U admits a ®-structure and is strongly (n — 1)-connected
relative to its target, so it lies in Coba" . The composition U o M consists of a
right 2n-handle and a left 2n-handle such that the belt of the latter intersects the
attaching sphere of the former in exactly one point. By Proposition 2.3.13, this is
isomorphic to an elementary interior cobordism of index 2n relative to Q. This is
in i by hypothesis and since U is by assumption so is M.

Let M : P ~» Q be a morphism in Coba 0.09L ! whose underlying cobordism
is elementary of left type of index 2n + 1 relative to Q. Consider the attaching
map ¢ : (D?",5?""1) < (Q,3"Q). Once again by invariance of domain, this
embedding is a diffeomorphism onto one component of Q. In particular, this
component does not contain the boundary and therefore is disjoint from 0°L.
The map ¢|g2n-1 is closed and open and thus a diffeomorphism onto a component
of 3"Q. Let ¢ : §° x D?*"~! < 9"Q be an embedding sending one disc to the
image of ¢ and the other one to another path component (once again exists by
the discussion above, since 9L is non-empty). Let U : Q ~» R be the result
of a 1-right handle attachment at ¢. By the same reason as before, U admits a
O-structure and is strongly (n — 1)-connected relative to its target, so it lies in
Cobg';(, i By Proposition 2.3.14, the composite U o M is a cancelling pair of a left
2n and left (2n + 1)-handle and thus is in #§/. Since U € W by hypothesis, we see
that M € ¥§/. This finishes the proof. O

We introduce the following definition and notation, which will be convenient
for the proof of Theorem 4.1.11.

Notation 4.2.7 (Basepoint component). Notice that 3"°L has finitely many con-
nected components (by compactness of L) and is non-empty. By definition, each
K]|[ii+1] contains an embedded copy of V; in some path component intersect-
ing 9°L. There exists a path component 9,0°L of 9"°L such that for infinitely
many i, K |[i,i+1] contains an embedded copy of v, = Wi in a path com-
ponent of 9"K |[ii+1] intersecting 9p0°L. Choose a path component djL of 3°L
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such that 9(9jL) contains dp9”L and call it the basepoint component. Observe that
(dgL, 90°L) is a pair in the sense of Section 2.3. It follows that for infinitely many
i, K|[ii+1] contains an embedded copy of V; in a path component intersecting 9 L.

Assumptions 4.2.8. Fix a basepoint component (5L, )9°L) as above. For the
purposes of Theorem 4.1.11, we may assume that for every i > 0, the cobordism
K|[ii+1] contains a V; in a path component intersecting gL by the following
argument: By composing the appropriate number of K|[; ;1] and rescaling the
first coordinate, we produce a ®-end K’ with the same underlying manifold (that
is, the union of all K f ” +1]) and isotopy equivalent submanifold of R X RY’, that has
this property. This assumption will not affect the conclusion of Theorem 4.1.11,
since it takes the colimit over i. Such colimit for K agrees with the one for K’.

Given a morphism M : P ~» Q such that the underlying cobordism is elemen-
tary of any type and of index k > n relative to Q, we say that it is attached to the
basepoint component if the attaching map of the k-handle lies in a component of
Q intersecting the basepoint component dfL and the horizontal boundary of the
attaching map of k-handle lies in a component of 3"Q intersecting the component
909°L C 3(dyL) for some handle decomposition of M relative to Q.

Lemma 4.2.9. The conclusion of Lemma 4.2.6 still holds if additionally M is assumed
to be attached to the basepoint component.

Proof. It suffices to prove that an elementary triad cobordism M : P ~> Q of type
and index as in the statement but not attached in the basepoint component lies in
1{). We proceed by checking this for each type. Let M : P ~> Q be elementary of
right type and index n < k < 2n relative to Q and let ¢ : DX x D**7k < 9" be
its attaching map. Choose an embedding ¢ : S® x D?"~! < 9"Q sending one disc
to the component of the image of ¢ but disjoint to it (possible because k < 2n)
and the other disc to the basepoint component dyd°L. Define T : Q ~» S to be
an elementary triad cobordism relative to Q given by attaching a right handle
along ¢ with any ©-structure extending £p (this is again possible since B is path
connected, as in Lemma 4.2.6). Since 9"T is the trace of the surgery of 9"Q at ¢, the
belt of this handle lies in the basepoint component in S. Thus T is an elementary
left cobordism of index 2n relative to S attached to the basepoint component in S
and thus in ¥¥/. By Proposition 2.3.10 and Remark 4.2.5, there exists a factorization
M oT":P~> R~> Sof T o M, where T’ is right elementary with index 1 relative
to P and M’ is right elementary of index k. The attaching map of T’ in 9"P is one
disc in the basepoint component and another disc, thus be the same argument
above, T’ is left elementary of index 2n attached to the basepoint component at
R. Thus, T’ € . However, the component of the image of the attaching map of
M’ is the basepoint component, since T’ performed the 1-surgery between the
component of ¢ and the basepoint component. Thus, M € ¥/.
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When M : P ~» Q is elementary of left type and indexn+1 <k < 2n+1
relative to Q, we proceed similarly by defining ¢ : $° x D**~1 < 9"Q to send
one disc to the basepoint component and another to the component of the image
of the attaching map of the (k — 1)-handle in 9" M. Define T : Q ~» S to be the
elementary triad cobordism given by attaching a right handle along ¢ along with
any ©-structure extending £; (this is again possible since B is path connected, as
above). We obtain a factorization ToM = M’ o T’ : P ~» S where T’ : P ~ Ris
left elementary of index 2n relative to R and M’ left elementary of index k relative
to S. Proceeding exactly as in the last paragraph, we see that the morphisms T
and T’ are in i/ since they are both attached to the basepoint component. By the
same argument as above, M’ is attached to the basepoint component and thus lies
in #0/. This implies that M € /.

When M : P ~ Q is of interior type and index 2n, we proceed similarly
by defining ¢ : S° X D?*" < Q to send one disc to (interior of) the basepoint
component and another to the component of (but disjoint from) the image of the
attaching map of the 2n-handle in 9" M. We define T : Q ~» S to be the elementary
interior cobordism of index 1 relative to Q along with any ©-structure extending
{o (this is now possible since B is path connected, as in Lemma 4.2.6). Since T
is interior elementary of index 2n relative to S and attached to the basepoint
component, it lies in #¥/. Proceeding similarly to before, we deduce that M € /.
This finishes the proof. O

4.3. The closure property for middle handles.

We move now to the second goal of this section: reducing the proof of Theo-
rem 4.1.11 to two closure properties of the subcategory #f/, as mentioned in the
introduction. This will be done in the next two subsections, where we will state
these properties and prove that they imply Theorem 4.1.11. By Lemma 4.2.9, it
suffices to prove that certain elementary triad cobordisms are in ¥/ to show that
W= Cobg’)';;i. Roughly speaking, we will check this condition by induction on
the index of the elementary triad cobordisms. In this subsection, we concern
ourselves with the base case of this induction, which is proved using the first
closure property (see Theorem 4.3.16 below).

Roughly speaking, the main strategy can be seen as a generalization of the
strategy of Lemma 4.2.9 without assuming T and T’ are in {/ but having W’ €
W to deduce that W € 1f/. The next two subsubsections introduce models for
"rearrangements” of morphisms and "traces of surgeries". These notions are also
used in Section 4.4 so we phrase them in higher generality.

4.3.1. Models for rearrangements. We start by modelling rearrangements (see
Proposition 2.3.10 for the terminology and also Remark 4.3.4 below for the precise
relation) of morphisms in Cobg), oo~ This is inspired by [GR17b, Section 4.1].
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L L (W) [. Ry (W)

Figure 6: In this picture, the red and blue shaded areas represent the supports of
W and W’ respectively. Notice that the support of Ly (W’) is the blue shaded
area and the support of Ry (W) is the red shaded area.

Definition 4.3.1. Let (t, W) : M ~> N be a morphism in Cobg,(,,,L. The support
supp(W) of W is the smallest closed subset A of RS such that

W N ([0,t] xRT\A) =[0,1] x M\A
as ©-manifolds (recall Definition 3.1.1 for the terminology).

Definition 4.3.2. Let (t, W) : M ~ N and (¢',W’) : N ~ R be morphisms in
Cobg) o0, such that supp(W) N supp(W’) = 0. We define the rearrangement (or
interchange of support) to be the morphisms

Ry (W) = (W\[0, ] X supp(W")) U ([0, ] X R\ supp(W))

and
Lw (W’) = (W\[0,'] x supp(W)) U ([0,2] x M\ supp(W"))

See Figure 6 for an example.

Remark 4.3.3. Notice that Ry (W) is a morphism in Cob‘g), sop from N' =
(M\ supp(W’")) U (R\ supp(W)) to (N\ supp(W’)) U (R\ supp(W)) = R, since
N\ supp(W’) = R\ supp(W’). Similarly, Ly (W’) is a morphism from M to N’.
Moreover, there exists a path (W, W’) : [0,1] — Cobg,avL (M,R) from W o W
to Ry (W) o Ly (W’). See [GR17b, p. 148] for more details. In particular, both
compositions are diffeomorphic relative to their ends.

Remark 4.3.4. The term interchange of support is used in [GR17b]. We will
also use the term rearrangement since when W and W’ are elementary, then
Ry (W) and Ly (W’) are a model for the rearrangement of W and W’ (in the
sense of Proposition 2.3.10). That is, Ry (W) and Ly (W’) are elementary of type
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and index of W and W’, respectively, and W’ o W = Ry (W) o Ly (W’). More
precisely, the underlying cobordism of Ry, (W) is obtained from N’ by attaching
a handle at the attaching map of W in M\ supp(W’) ¢ N’ and the underlying
cobordism of Ly (W’) is obtained from M by attaching a handle at the attaching
map of W’ in N\ supp(W) c M.

4.3.2. Models for traces of surgeries. In Lemma 4.2.9, we saw that it suffices
to prove that certain elementary triad cobordisms are in #/. We now provide
models for elementary triad cobordisms (recall Definition 2.3.7), which come with
choices of a core, cocore, and attaching and belt spheres. Moreover, the support
of these models is easy to describe. We prove below in Lemma 4.3.10 that any
elementary triad cobordism can be realized as such model up to composition with
an isomorphism in the sense of Definition 4.2.1.

Construction 4.3.5 (Interior traces). Let k > 0 be an integer. Let A’ := {0} xaD*x
R¥1-k < [0, 1] x R¥ x R?"*1=k and let T! be a submanifold of [0, 1] x R¥ x RZ**1-k
seen as a triad with 9"T! = 0 satisfying the following properties:

(i) T! agrees with [0, 1] x A outside [0, 1] x D¥ x D?"+1-k,
(i) T' N ([0, €) x R¥"*1) = [0,€) x A, for some 0 < € < 1,
(i) T N ((1—¢,1] x R¥*1) = (1 — ¢, 1] x P for a manifold P diffeomorphic to
R¥ x 9D?"*1=k for some 0 < € < 1.

such that the triad T” is obtained from A’ = T N {0} x R¥ x R¥**1-k by attaching
an interior k-handle along the inclusion

aDk X D2n+1—k [N aDk X R2n+1—k‘

Such submanifold exists: take the graph of the function f : DKxD?"*1k — [-1,1]
given by f(x,y) = Zle x?— Z?Zfl_k y?, scale and translate it to have image [0, 1].
In order to satisfy the properties above, one must add a e-collar to it. The core
and cocore of T! are the core and cocore of the interior k-handle in the sense of
Definition 2.3.3.

Construction 4.3.6 (Right traces). Let k > 0 be an integer. Let (AR, 0AR) =
{0} xaD* x (R¥"*+1=k 9R2"*+1-k) and let (TR, 9" TR) be a submanifold pair of [0, 1] x
RF x (R2M*1-Fk gR27+1-F) satisfying the following properties:
(i) (TR, o"TR) agrees with [0, 1] x AR outside [0, 1] x DX x (D?**1-F, g, D2n+1-k),
(ii) (TR a"TR) N ([0,€) x R¥ x (R2m+1-k gR21+1-k)) = [0, €) x (AR, 9AR), for
some 0 < € < 1,
(iii) (TR, o"TR)N((1—€, 1] xR* x (RZ17k gR¥+17K)) = (1—¢, 1] x (P, 9"P) for
a manifold pair (P, 9"P) diffeomorphic to (R x 9, D2"*1=k Rk x gy, D?+1-K),
for some 0 < € < 1.
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such that (TR, 0"TR) is obtained from (AR, 9AR) by attaching a right k-handle
along the inclusion

(aDF x D217k 9Dk x 9, D217k s (aDF x R¥™17K, gD x gR2H17F),

Such submanifold triad exists: we can use the already constructed T' and restrict it
to the subspace [0, 1] X RF x RZ"*1=% < [0, 1] x R¥ x R?"*1~*_The core and cocore
of TR are the core and cocore of the right k-handle in the sense of Definition 2.3.3.

Construction 4.3.7 (Left traces). Letk > 0. Let (AL, 9AL) = {0} x (9, DX, 9y, D¥) x
R?"*1=k and let (T 9"TL) be a submanifold pair of [0, 1] x (R¥, aR¥) x R¥+1-k
satisfying the following properties:

(i) (TE, o"TL) agrees with [0, 1]x (AL, 9AL) outside [0, 1]x(D¥, 9,DX)xD?m+1-k,
(i) (T, o"T) N ([0,€) x (RK, aRK) x R¥"+1K) = [0, €) x (AL, 9AL), for some
0<ex<l,
(iii) (TE, o"TL) N ((1 - €, 1] x (R, 9RK) x R#"*17K) = (1 —¢,1] x (P, 9P’) for a
manifold pair P’ diffeomorphic to (R¥, aR¥) x aD?"*1=k for some 0 < € < 1.
such that the (T%, 9"TT) is obtained from (AL, 9A") by attaching a left k-handle
along the inclusion

(alD_'k. X D2n+1—k’ aOlD_IT_ X D2n+1—k) N (a]D_kF X R2n+1—k’ aOlD_If_ X R2n+1—k).

Such submanifold triad exists: we can use the already constructed T' and restrict it
to the subspace [0, 1] X RK x R?"*1=k < [0, 1] x R¥ x R?"*1~k_The core and cocore
of T are the core and cocore of the left k-handle in the sense of Definition 2.3.3.

Definition 4.3.8 (Trace of a surgery). Let N € Cobg 5, and o : REx(R2+17K gR21+1-k) <y
(RY, 9RY) be an embedding of pairs such that 0~ !(N) = AR as manifold pairs.

The trace tr(o) : N ~» N, of ¢ is the elementary triad cobordism of right type

and index k relative to N given by

([0,1] x N\o(A®)) U ((id[o1) X0) (T)).

For an embedding o : R* x R¥?*+17F < R¥\gRY such that 0~ 1(N\d"N) = Al,
denote by tr(o) : N ~» N, the elementary interior cobordism of index k relative
to N contructed analogously using T!. For an embedding of pairs o : (RX, 9R¥) x
Rk« (RY, 9RT) such that o~ '(N) = AL, denote by tr(c) : N ~ N,
the elementary left cobordism of index k relative to N constructed analogously
using TY. Let r : [0,1] X R® — [0,1] X RS given by r(t,x) = (1 - t,x). We
define the reverse trace tr(c) : N, ~>» N of o to be the image of tr(o) under the
diffeomorphism r. In other words, tr(o) is given by

([0, 1] x N\a(A%)) U ((idjo1) X0) (r(TF))).
Denote by core, and cocore,, to be the image of core and cocores of TR T! or TE

under o. We call ¢ an attaching map of interior, right or left type on N.
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Remark 4.3.9 (How to construct ©-structures on tr(o)). In general, the cobordism
tr(o) admits no preferred ©-structure making it a morphism of Cobg’ .- Let us
provide a general recipe to endow this cobordism with such a structure. We will
focus on the case when ¢ is of interior type. Let T be the submanifold of T' given
by AT U [0, 1] x aDF x R?"*1-k\ p2n+1-k By pulling back the structure £y along
0|o-1(n), We can endow TOI with a ©-structure. Thus, to endow tr(o) with a ©-
structure it suffices to extend the latter structure from T;] to T'. In particular, given
such an extension ¢, the morphism (tr(c), £) has support at most o/(DF x D2"+17k)
One proceeds analogously for the right and left types.

When considering ©-structures on tr(o), we will always implicitely assume
that they are constructed as above in Remark 4.3.9. In particular, a morphism with
underlying cobordism tr(c) will always have support at most o(D¥ x D2+1-k),
o(D* x D¥"*17K) or (DX x D*"*'7F) depending if o is of right, interior or left
type.

Lemma 4.3.10. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism in Cobg ,,, whose underlying
cobordism is elementary (in the sense of Definition 2.3.7). Then there exists an
embedding o of the same type (see Definition 4.3.8) of W relative to M and an
extension £ of the ©-structure £y; to

tr(G) M~ MO' € Cobg,avL

such that there exists an isomorphism U : My ~> N in Cobg,(m such that U o tr(o)
and W are in the same component ofCobg’avL (M, N). Dually, there exists ¢’ and an
extension of ty such thattr(c’) : Ny ~» N after pre-composed with an isomorphism
is in the same component of W.

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to [GR17b, Lemma 4.5]. O

4.3.3. The closure property. We move now to stating the first closure property,
which will be essential for the base case of the induction alluded to in the beginning
of this subsection.

Definition 4.3.11. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism in Cobg),avL and let o be an
attaching map on N in the sense of Definition 4.3.8 disjoint from the support of
W and ¢ be a ©-structure on tr(¢). Define the surgery on W along o, denoted by

X(W.0,0) : x(M,0) ~ x(N,o0),

to be the morphism Ry, (») (W), which is well defined since supp(tr(o)) is disjoint
from the support of W.
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Remark 4.3.12. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism in Cobg ,,, whose underlying
triad cobordism is elementary relative to N, and let o be an attaching map in N
disjoint from the attaching map of the handle of W. Then the underlying cobordism
of y(W, o) is an elementary triad cobordism relative to y (N, o) between the results
of the surgery y(M, o) and y(N, o) on M and N along o. This cobordism is built
by attaching a handle of the type and index of W to the attaching map of W. This
is well defined because o is disjoint from the attaching map of the handle of W. In
particular, the underlying cobordism y(W, o, f) does not depend on the choice of
¢ (see also Remark 4.3.4).

Notation 4.3.13 (Translation of o). Given an right attaching map o : (R* x
RZ1-k gRK x gRZ+1-K) s (R, 9RY) in N, we denote by op =0(=3p-e;+(-))
for p > 1, where e, is the first basis vector of 9R?"*1% =~ R?"~k_QObserve that this
is an attaching map on N. Similarly, for an interior or left attaching map o, one
defines o, by restricting in the second factor to the disc translated by the first
basis vector of R?+1k,

One sees that o7 is disjoint from the support of tr(o). Therefore, it is disjoint
from the support of y(W,o,f). To define a ®-structure on tr(c,) we proceed
similarly to Remark 4.3.9. Assume o is of interior type, let TOI, . =Alu0,1] x
oDk x R2m*+1-k\ (D?+1=k 4 t . ¢,) and pull back the structure £y to obtain a ©-
structure #; on it. For every t > 0, translation along the e;-coordinate, we have a
diffeomorphism TOI =] TOI’ » which induces a structure ¢; on TOI . Assume we are given
a (0, o0)-parameter family”’ ¢, of ®-structures on T such that ¢, extends ¢ in TOI .
This induces a structure on each tr(o,) by taking fgp making it into a morphism

in Cobg’ s01- Proceed analogously for right and left types.

Definition 4.3.14. Let W : M ~ N be a morphism in Cobg’ sor and let o an
attaching map disjoint from the support of W and #; be a (0, co)-family of ©-
structures as above. Define the p-th (translated) iterated surgery on W along ¢ to
be the morphism given by the inductive formula

¥Y(W,o,t) = X(Xp_l(W, 0,1),0p,t3p)
and the initial value y°(W, 0, ¢) = W.

Remark 4.3.15. If W lies in Cobg”;;;, then so does y(W, o, ¢). This follows by
using Proposition 2.3.17 and Remark 4.3.12: for any handle decomposition of
W, there exists a handle decomposition of y(W, o, £) with same the number of

handles in each index as one of W.

“Here for a submanifold T € ¥2(U) (see Definition 3.1.1), a (0, c0)-parameter family of ©-
structures is simply a path (0,c0) — ¥g(U) lifting the constant path at T along the projection
‘I’g (U) — ¥2(U) which forgets the ®-structure.
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Recall that we fix the choices of Assumptions 4.1.1.

Theorem 4.3.16. Assume (B, B?) is 1-connected. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism
in Cobg)’";;z and o an attaching map of index n for right type or n + 1 for left type
disjoint from the support of W and ¢; be a (0, 0o)-family of ©-structures as above. If

xP(W,o,t) € W foreveryp > 1, then sois W.

As mentioned before, we will defer the proof of this statement to the next
section.

4.3.4. Deducing stable stability from Theorem 4.3.16. In this subsubsection,
we deduce the following result.

Proposition 4.3.17. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism whose underlying cobordism
is elementary relative to N of right type and index n or elementary of left type and
index n + 1 attached to the basepoint component. Then W € /.

This will be the base case in an induction proving Theorem 4.1.11. We pro-
ceed in a similar way to [GR17b, Sections 3 and 4]. Roughly speaking, we first
start by proving this claim directly in the case where the handles are attached
trivially. Secondly, we use Theorem 4.3.16 to reduce to this case, by constructing
an attaching map o such that the handles in y?(W, o, £) are trivially attached.

Let us give a few more words about this construction. We will construct o
to be an attaching map in N of the same type and index W where o|,-1(x) is
"parallel” to an attaching map of the handle of W. By Remark 4.3.12, y(W, 0, ¢) is
elementary of the type of W with unique handle attached to y(N, o). However,
since surgery along its attaching map is performed, this handle is attached trivially.
The same holds for y”(W, o, f). Based on this idea, we shall use Theorem 4.3.16
to deduce stable stability for W. (See Figure 7).

§4.3.4.1. Stability for V1. We start by proving that #f/ contains a certain restricted
class of morphisms. Let us first define the following notion.

Definition 4.3.18 (Triad connected sum). Let (W, 3"W, 9°W) and (W', 9"W’, 3°W")
be two d-dimensional manifold triads such that 9°W and 0°W’ are non-empty. Let
e: (D41, 90D 1) — (°W,d"™W) and ¢’ : (D71, 9,D471) s (0°W’, d"W’) be
two embeddings. Define the triad connected sum WHW’ as the triad obtained by
attaching a right 1-handle to W LI W’ along e Ll ¢’. The result on horizontal and
vertical boundaries are boundary connected sums.

Remark 4.3.19. If 9"°W and 9"°W are connected, then the diffeomorphism type
of WhHW’ only depends on the local orientations induced by the embeddings e
and e’. If either W or W’ admit a orientation-reversing diffeomorphism, then the
diffeomorphism type of the triad WhW’ is independent of e and e’. For example,
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tr(o)

Figure 7: In this picture, we see a morphism W : M ~» N whose underlying
cobordism is elementary. We represent its core relative to N as the red arc.
Observe that if perform surgery on a translation of the attaching map of W, the
attaching map becomes trivial. In the picture, we see that the attaching map of W
seen in N, bounds a disc, here depicted in green. However by Definition 4.3.11,
x(W, g, £) can be obtained by taking N, and attaching a handle precisely along
this attaching map. Thus, it is a trivial handle attachment.

this is the case for the triad V; (see the definition in the introduction or above
Definition 4.1.2). Unless otherwise specified, if W is a cobordism from P to Q then
we assume that the connected sum is done in dQ and the result is a cobordism
from P to Qho°W.

Let P € Cob j;, let
Hp :P’ ~ P

be any morphism in Cobg’ oo Whose underlying triad cobordism is given by
taking the triad connected sum (see Definition 4.3.18) of P X [0, 1] with V; on
the basepoint component (recall Notation 4.2.7) in P X {0} away from 9°L and
whose O-structure is such that the restriction to V; is standard in the sense of
Definition 4.1.4. More explicitly, the underlying triad cobordism of Hp is (P X
[0, 1]8V4, 0"P x [0, 1]§Wy.1, 3°L x [0,1], P X {0}53°V; LI P x {1}), so in particular
P’ = P. This ©-structure exists since we are in the basepoint component and by
Lemma 4.1.5. This is in Cobg”';;i since the pair (V;, 8h\/1) is n-connected. Similarly,
let ,H : P ~» P’ be any morphism whose underlying triad cobordism is given
by the triad connected sum of P X [0, 1] with V; along P X {1} in the basepoint
component with standard ©-structure.

Proposition 4.3.20. For any P € Cobg,m, then Hp and ,H are in W.

Proof. This is proven analogously to [GR17b, Thm. 3.1] (see also [GR14, Lemma
7.15] for the same argument) by using Lemma 4.1.5 in place of [GR17b, Lemma
2.12). O
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§4.3.4.2. Reflections of cobordisms. We will now see that the morphism ,H can
be expressed as a composition W o r(W) of an morphism W whose underlying
triad cobordism is elementary and its "reflection” r(W), where the unique handle
of W is attached trivially. We shall apply Theorem 4.3.16 to a general morphism
M whose underlying cobordism is elementary and its reflection to reduce stable
stability to the trivially attached case, i.e. Proposition 4.3.20. We start by making
the notion of the reflection of a ®-cobordism precise.

Construction 4.3.21 (Reflection). Let W : M ~» N be tr(o) for some o : R" x
R < RY (which we call of right type) or o : R™*! x R" — RS (which we
call of left type) as in Definition 4.3.8. Let r : [0,1] X RY — [0,1] X R} given
by r(t,x) = (1 —t,x). Let r(W) : N ~ M whose underlying submanifold of
[0,1] x R} is r(W). The manifold r(W) is left (resp. right) elementary of index
n + 1 (resp. n) relative to M if ¢ is of right (resp. left) type. More specifically: if &
is of right type, the manifold W contains the single handle

cocore, = (id[o1] o) (cocorerr) : (DT x R™, 9D x R") —» W
relative to M. If o is of left type, the manifold M contains the single handle
cocore, = (idjg1) o0)(cocorer) : (D" X RITL, D" x RIH) —» W

relative to M. Thus, it suffices to determine a ©-structure on r(cocore,) which
extends £y in r(belt,) C M, where belt, = cocore, N N. In the right case, we
define a ©-structure on r(cocore,) by insisting that the union

(D"xD", aD"" ' xD™) = r(cocore,) (D' xD™)Upcocore, (D*xD™) ¢ r(W)uyW

has a standard ©-structure (see below the proof of existence of such structure). In
the left case, we define a ®-structure on r(cocore,) by insisting that the union

(S"xD™1,8"xg,D"*!) = r(cocore,)(D"xD"*)Upcocore, (DD c r(W)uyW
has a standard ©-structure (see below the proof of existence of such structure).

Proof of existence of such structure. We prove that there exists a ©-structure on
r(cocore,) such that the union above has standard ©-structure. We will focus on
the first case, as the second is completely analogous. Pick a standard ©®-structure
%4 on (Dg, d"Dg) = (D"*! x D", dD™*! x D") and let £ = (cocore,|p,)*tm. We
start by observing that £'¢ and ¢ are homotopic as bundle maps. We will show that
¢ is homotopic to the basepoint ©-structure fixed in Assumptions 4.1.1, as £ is by
definition. This will use that o is in the basepoint component. We prove in the case
that (0*yan41, (02)*y2n) is orientable, in which case all ©-manifolds are orientable.
If this assumption is not satisfied, there exists only one ®-structure on D as B is
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path-connected so the claim follows trivially. By assumption, there exists a path in
d"W from a point in the image of cocore,, and a point in the basepoint component
d;L. Thus, for any embedding e of D inducing the same orientation as cocore,
into the basepoint component, we have that e* £, is homotopic to £. Moreover, by
the definition of the basepoint component (see Notation 4.2.7), we see that there
exists a path from it to an embedded copy of V; with standard ©-structure. One
key feature of the standard ©-structure is that when restricted to an orientation
preserving embedding of the disc it is the basepoint ®-structure. We assume
that the embedding ¢ induces the same orientation as the one induced by the
embedding of this disc after composing with the embedding of the copy of V;. (If
this is not the case, we can change ¢ by an orientation reversing diffeomorphism,
since it induces the same underlying manifold after taking tr.) We conclude that
e* 51 is homotopic to the basepoint ©-structure, which implies that £ is homotopic
to the basepoint ®-structure. By the (bundle) homotopy extension property of
the pair (S" x D", Dg), we can extend the homotopy from ¢ to the basepoint
©-structure from Dy to a homotopy from a ®-structure extending ¢ to S™ X D" to
a standard ©-structure. O

Remark 4.3.22. As in Remark 4.3.9, the support of tr(c) is o(D" X D"*1) or
o (D™ x D) if o is of right or left type. It is clear to see supp(M) = supp(r(M)).

§4.3.4.3. Identifying y?(W,o,f). Let W : M ~> N be tr(c) as in Construc-
tion 4.3.21, where o lies in the basepoint component. It is easy to see that supp(W)
is disjoint from supp(tr(o)). Moreover, it is also clear that supp(W) is disjoint
from supp(tr(o,)) (recall Definition 4.3.14) for all p > 1. The trace tr(o) is ele-
mentary of the type of o relative to N. We fix a (0, co)-family of ©-structures ¢; as
in 4.3.14 by insisting, as before, that the union of the core of W relative to N with
the core of tr(o) relative to N is standard.

Lemma 4.3.23. Let W = tr(o) be as above. Then y? (W o r(W), o, t) is the com-
position of Hy»(N,s,¢) With an isomorphism, for every p > 1. In particular, it is in
Ww.

Proof. LetX = y?(Wor(W), o, ), we show that there exists an embedding of pairs
h: (Vi, Wy ;) < (X, 9"X) with standard induced ©-structure and a path y from a
point in h(Wy1) to a point in 9" y? (N, o, £) in 3" X disjoint from h in its interior such
that the complement of h and a tubular neighborhood of y (i.e. an embedding y :
([0,1] xD?", [0, 1] X 9D?") — (X, 9"X) such that 7] [0,1]x{o} = ¥) is diffeomorphic
to an interval cobordism (and thus, an isomorphism by Definition 4.2.1). We also
note that the complement of h and a tubular neighborhood of y is diffeomorphic to
the union of the complement of h with a disc (D?**1, 9;D?"*1) along h(3°V;, 9"*V,).

Assume o is of right type. The union of cocore, with r(cocore,) induces an
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embedding
f' (D" x D", 9D""! x D") < r(W) Up W

with standard ®-structure, by definition. Since the image of f” is inside the
support of W, it is disjoint from the support of tr(o,). The rearrangement (recall
Definition 4.3.2) defines an embedding f into X. (Moreover this embedding is
isotopic to 7 in X o Liyor(w)(tr(op)) = tr(op) o W o r(W), by Remark 4.3.3).
The core of W = tr(o) is disjoint from the support of tr(c,) and intersects the
cocore of W transversely at one point (by definition of handle attachment). In
other words, it intersects the image of f’ transversely at one point and thus, its
image after the rearrangement will have the same intersection behavior with f.
However, the embedding of the attaching map of W can be seen also in y? (N, o, )
giving an embedding

g: (S"Ux D™ 5" % 9,D™MY) s (¥P(N, 0,£),d" ¥ (N, 0, ¢))

since it is disjoint from the support of tr(o,). However, this embedding extends
to an embedding

e : (D" x D" D" x 9,D™1!) < (y”(N, 0,¢), "y (N, 0, ))

since the target is the result of right surgery at a translate of g. Moreover, the
induced O-structure on e after glued with the one of the core of W (after rear-
rangement) is standard, by definition. This produces an embedding

e: (8" x D1 8" x 9,D™1) — (X, 9"X)

with standard ©-structure. By the discussion above, the cores of e and f intersect
transversely at one point in the horizontal boundary. Therefore, the union of
these embeddings is diffeomorphic to (V;, Wy ;) with standard ©-structure. Thus,
we define h as the gluing of these embeddings. We can choose a path y in 9"X
connecting y? (N, o, f) and this embedding and disjoint from such image, since
nz2.

We finish the proof by showing that the union of the complement of h with a
disc (D?"*1, 9, D?™*1) along h(8°V;, 3"°V;) is diffeomorphic to an interval cobor-
dism'’. We claim that this complement is diffeomorphic to

(Y,d"Y) = (X\f (D" 'xint(D"))UD™*?xaD", 3" X\ f’ (aD"*'xD")Ua; D" *2xaD™)

which is the result of doing surgery along f” of left type and index n+ 1, that is, the
outgoing boundary of an elementary triad cobordism of left type and index n + 2
relative to (X, "X). This can be seen from the fact that (V;, W) is obtained as the

10We thank Oscar Randal-Williams for explaining the argument underlying the analagous claim
in the proof of [GR17b, Lemma 4.8], which inspired the present proof.
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outgoing boundary of an elementary triad cobordism relative to (D2"*1, 9, D?"*1)
of left type and index n + 2 along the embedding f from Definition 4.1.4. To show
now that (Y, a"Y) is the trivial triad cobordism, we show that the inverse surgery
move applied to the trivial cobordism recovers (X, 3"X). We use the fact that
(X, 9"X) is the result of composing an elementary triad cobordism W of right type
and index n relative to y? (N, o, £) with its reflection »(W), which can be seen by
unravelling definitions, and that f” is the inclusion of the union of the cocore of
W with its reflection in (W), together with the following claim. Let d, k > 0 be
integers.

Claim 1. Let W : R ~» S be an elementary triad cobordism of dimension d of right
type and index k relative to S. Let ¢ : (aDF x Dﬁ‘k, oDk x alD’j) — (S, "S) be
an attaching map of the unique handle of W. Then W o r(W) is the result of doing
surgery of right type and index k — 1 to S X [-2, 2] along the embeddingqg

(0DF x DI=k+1 9Dk x 9 DI~k+1) = (aD* x D¥7F x [~1,1],aD* x 9;D¢~* x [-1,1])
lqﬁx[—u]
Sx[-1,1] € Sx[-22]

Proof of Claim 1. By definition, the result of doing surgery of right type and index
k —1to S x [-2,2] along the embedding ¢ is the outgoing boundary of the
elementary triad cobordism relative to S X [—2, 2] of right type and index k given
by attaching a handle along g5 Unravelling definitions (see Definition 2.3.3), we
see that this result is the pair

(SX[-2, 2]\@(aD*xDI**1YUD %9y DI~F*1 9" Sx [ -2, 2]\ (aD*x DI *+1)UD x 3y DIF+1).

We will see this pair as a union of two pairs My and M;, where My = W, M; = r(W)
and My N M; = R, where the last identification is compatible with the previous
two. We take M, as

(5x[-2, 0]\ (aD*xDI-F*1YuD %9y DI=F*1, 9" Sx [ -2, 0]\ P (aD*x DI+ )UD¥ x5y DI -F+1

where D¢=F*1 is the subspace of D¢7F*1 = DIk x [~1,1] of the points where
the last coordinate is non-positive. One can see that this is diffeomorphic to
(Sx[-2,0]Us DX x9yDIZF+1, 9hSx [~2, 0] Uy DF x 351 DEZF*1), hence diffeomorphic
to W. We take M; as

(5%[0, 2]\¢ (aD*xDI-**1YUD* %3, DI ¥+, 5% [0, 2]\p (aDFx DI 7K1y UDK x5, DI7F+)

where DZ7%+1 is the subspace of D¢~**! = D=k x [~1,1] of the points where the
last coordinate is non-negative. The same argument as before identifies M; with
r(W). The union M, U M; is thus diffeomorphic to W o r(W), which completes
the proof. O
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This finishes the case when ¢ is of right type. The case when ¢ is of left type
follows analogously by dualizing the arguments above. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.3.17.

Proof of Proposition 4.3.17. By Lemma 4.3.10, it suffices to assume that W is tr(o)
for some o, where o lies in the basepoint component. Let £ be the constant path on
the chosen ®-structure for tr(o). By combining Theorem 4.3.16 and Lemma 4.3.23,
we see that W o r(W) € /. Since the reflection of an elementary of right type
and index n is an elementary of left type and index n + 1 and vice-versa, we have
that r(W) o r(r(W)) € . Consider now the equality W o (r(W) o r(r(W))) =
(W o r(W)) or(r(W)). One concludes that all morphisms induce isomorphisms
on H;(—,Z). On the other hand, pre-composition with r(W) induces surjections
on homology with abelian coefficients from its target, since W o r(W) € {{/, and
injections on homology with abelian coefficients on the target of r(r(W)), since
r(W)or(r(W)) € 8. Since the abelian coefficients in all three spaces are the same
(as the maps above induce isomorphisms on Hj (—, Z)), it follows that r(W) € .
Thus, by Lemma 4.2.4, we see W € (/. O

4.4. The closure property for higher handles.

We move now to stating the main closure property Theorem 4.4.4 for higher
dimensional handles, which will be the main input for the induction step to prove
Theorem 4.1.11. This strategy is very similar to the previous subsection but instead
of parallel surgery, we apply "meridian” surgery. To make this precise, we consider
the following definition. Let o be an attaching map to N of one of the following

types:

(@) o:RF xR 1=k s R® for n < k < 2n; (Right)

(b) o :REXR™M™IK s RO forn+1<k <2n+1; (Left)

(c) o:REXR¥1-K s RO\ORY forn+1 < k <2n+1. (Interior)
Let 1 : D¥~' — oDF for the embedding onto the lower hemisphere which is inverse
to the stereographic projection (yq,- -+, yx) — ﬁ(yl, -+, Yk—1). Consider D¥
as a subspace of D¥~! x D! with coordinates (1,z) = (yy,- - - , yx—1, z). Consider
the family of embedding

llt . 8D2n+1—k X Dk N aDk X R2n+1—k
given by u;(x;y,2z) = (1(y), t(1 + %z)x) for t € (2, ). From this family, we will
only need the following properties:

(i) The image y;(dD*** 1=k x {0}) is {—ex} X t - 9D*™*1=k the meridian sphere

of o to e € aD* of radius t, and the image of dD*"*1=% x DF lies in aD* x
R2n+1_k\D2n+l_k.

81



JOAO LOBO FERNANDES

(i) Ift’ > 2t, then the images of y; and ;- are disjoint.
(iii) For all t, we have p;!(9,Dk x R#+1-K) = gp2n+1-k x Dk and p'(aD* x
Rin+1—k) — 81D3n+1—k X Dk.

Definition 4.4.1 (The family of meridian attaching maps). For the right type, let
x : @Dk x R¥1-k 5 Rk x R2"*1-k be the inclusion induced by aD* < R¥. For
the left type, let y : 9;DX x R¥"*1=F — Rk x R?"*1-k be the inclusion induced
by 9;DF < RX. For interior type, let y : 9DF x R¥"*17k — R¥ x R?"*1-F be the
inclusion induced by dD* < R¥. For each of the types above, denote ¢¢ = go you,
using property (iii) of ;1 above. We can extend ¢{ to an attaching map disjoint
from support of tr(c) of index 2n + 1 — k of left, right and interior type for o of
right, left and interior type and index k, respectively such that the images of the
extensions of ¢y and ¢7, are disjoint if ¢ > 2t by (ii). For simplicity, we denote
such family of extensions also by ¢7.

Remark 4.4.2 (O-structures for meridian surgery). To define ®-structures on
tr(¢7), we can consider the extension /i, : D¥+1=k 5 Dk < [0, 2] x 9DK x R#+1-k
of u; given by fi;(x,y,z) = (%(1 —|x®)(1 + %z), i(y), t(1 + %z)x). Let ¢ be a ©-
structure on [0, 2] x IDF X R¥"*1 K if 5 is of interior type, on [0, 2] X aD¥ x R2"+1-k
if o is of right type and on [0, 2] x 9, D% x R*"*1-K if & is of left type. We can
extend y; ¢ to get a ©-structure on tr(¢; ). Moreover, the space of such extensions
is contractible.

Definition 4.4.3. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism in Cobg’ sor and let o an attach-
ing map whose support contains the support of W and ¢7 be as in Definition 4.4.1.
Let £ be a ©-structure as in 4.4.2. Define the p-th iterated (meridian) surgery on W
along ¢ yP (W, ¢, ¢) to be given by the inductive formula

X (W, 47, 0) = (P~ (W, ¢7, ), ¢35 5p0)

and the initial value y°(W, ¢°, ¢) = W. This is well defined since ¢§’P is disjoint
from the support of o.

We state now the second closure property we use. This will play the same role
as Theorem 4.3.16 but now for the induction step in the proof of Theorem 4.1.11.
We will finish by assembling all the pieces and giving the proof of the later. Recall
that we conisder the choices fixed in Assumptions 4.1.1.

Theorem 4.4.4. Assume (B, B) is 0-connected. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism in
Cobé:’éZi and o an attaching map of index k satisfying the bounds of (a)—(c) above
for each type whose support contains the support of W and ¢ be a ®-structure as in

4.4.2. If yP (W, ¢°, ) € W for every p > 1, then so is W.
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| R (tr($%)) [+ (W, $°.1)

1

L

Y
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]

Figure 8: In this picture, we see an morphism W : M ~» N whose underlying triad
cobordism is elementary of index k relative to N composed with the trace of a
surgery along the "meridian sphere". Observe that W does not admit a left inverse,
that is, there does not exist any bordism W’ : N ~»> M where the composite W’ oW
is an isomorphism. However, as the picture illustrates, y(W, ¢, f) does. This
right inverse V] is obtained by attaching a handle 2n — k + 2 relative to y(N, ¢?)
along the green circle. This morphism is elementary of index k — 1 relative to its
target and thus, by induction, is in 1.

4.4.1. Deducing stable stability from Theorem 4.4.4. Let W be tr(o) for an
attaching map o as in Theorem 4.4.4. We have produced maps ¢ disjoint from the
support of W, whose attaching map are isotopic to the meridian of ¢ at x. Geomet-
rically, doing "meridian surgery" using ¢° produces a left-invertible morphism,
whose inverse is already in 1/ by induction. (See Figure 8 for a depiction of this
fact in the classical case without boundary'!.) The next proposition establishes
exactly this.

Lemma 4.4.5. There exist a O-structure £ on tr(¢°) as in Remark 4.4.2 and a
morphism V; : xP(N,$%,€) ~ S in Cobg”'gi for every p > 1, such that the
underlying cobordism is elementary of the same type of o and strictly lower index
relative to S,, and that VZ; o yP(W,$°, ¢) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We focus on the case where o is of right type as the remaining cases are
analogous. We start by choosing the ®-structure ¢ on tr(¢?). To do so, start by
observing that there exists an embedding of underlying pairs e : tr(¢?) <— N X
[0, 1] relative to N by the following argument: It suffices to find an embedding of
the core of the unique handle of tr(¢“) extending its attaching map. More precisely,
we must find an embedding (Di"”*k x D, 80D§r"+1’k x DK) s (N x[0,1], "N x
[0,1]) extending the map ¢ : (8;D¥"*'7F x DK, 9y, D?"*1=% x DF) — (N x
{0}, 9"N x {0}). This is possible since the attaching map ¢°] (9y D21k g, p2n+i=k)
is trivial, that is, it extends to (D?*+*'7k, 9,D2"*1=¥) using o. Observe that the
pullback e*(fy @ ¢') of the cylindrical structure may not be cylindrical away
from the support of tr(¢?), however we can modify the cylindrical structure on

The picture is slightly misleading as the red arc on the right seems to be homotopic to the
cocore of tr(¢?) in the left picture, which is false. Unfortunately, this is a disadvantage of low
dimensions where not all rearrangements can be realized.
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N[0, 1] to another structure ¢’ such that e*¢’ is cylindrical away from the support
of tr(¢?). Let ¢ be e*¢’ for such a choice of ®-structure on N X [0, 1].

We will now construct the morphism V;. We will restrict ourselves to the case
p =1 as the other cases are given by iterating the construction for this case. We
define the underlying cobordism of V| to be complement of the embedding e and
we choose the @-structure £, on V| given by pulling back ¢’ along the inclusion
V] = N x [0, 1]. As the embedding e can be chosen to be disjoint from 9°L, we
can see (V/, fy) as a morphism of Cobg, s0p With source y'(N, ¢7,¢). We denote
its target by S;. Since the underlying cobordism V] is the complement of tr(¢”)
in N X [0, 1], we make the following observations:

1. The cobordism V] is elementary of left type and index 2n — k + 2 relative to
Y1 (N, ¢?,¢). Thus, it is elementary of right type and index k — 1 relative to
Sy and thus lies in the subcategory Cobg)”'(’,;L1 and satisfies the first condition
of the claim.

2. There exists a handle decomposition of V] relative to x'(N, ¢7, £) whose
attaching map intersects the belt sphere of tr(¢“) exactly at one point, as

V] cancels tr(¢?) in the sense of Proposition 2.3.14.

However, the belt sphere of ¢ is, by definition, isotopic to the attaching map of
the unique handle (see Remark 4.3.12) of y'(W, ¢, ¢). Thus, the handle decom-
position of V/ can be arranged so that its attaching map relative to y'(N, ¢, ¢)
intersects the attaching map of y!(W, ¢7, £) relative to y'(N, ¢, f) exactly at
one point. Thus V[ o y?(W, ¢, ¢) is diffeomorphic to a product cobordism by
Proposition 2.3.14 and hence an isomorphism by Example 4.2.2. We conclude that
V] satisfies our desired properties, hence we have finished the proof. O

We can now state and prove "stable stability" for higher elementary triad
cobordisms.

Proposition 4.4.6. Let W : M ~» N be a morphism whose underlying cobordism
is elementary of index n < k < 2n for right type, n + 1 < k < 2n + 1 for interior
type andn + 1 < k < 2n + 1 for left type attached to the basepoint component, then
Weip.

Proof. Once again, we can assume without loss of generality that W is tr(o) as
above. We proceed by induction in the following way for each type. We start with
right type. Assume by induction that the result is true for k — 1. The base case
is Proposition 4.3.17. Define ¢7 as above and note that V}, in Lemma 4.4.5 is in
¥ by induction for every p > 1. Thus, we have y”(W, ¢, ¢) € . Apply now
Theorem 4.3.16 to deduce the result. Thus, we conclude that the result holds for
elementary triad cobordism of right type. The same argument applies for the left
type, where the base case is index n+1 and is established by Proposition 4.3.17. For
interior type, the base case (index n + 1) is established by using Proposition 2.3.12
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to factor this morphism as the composite of a pair of morphisms whose underlying
triad cobordisms are elementary of left and right type of index n + 1. Since we
have proved this claim for right and left elementary triad cobordisms of index
n + 1, we conclude that both factors are in ¥/. Thus, we establish the base case
for interior handles. The induction step goes exactly as the previous cases. This
finishes the proof. O

We finish by putting everything together and prove Theorem 4.1.11.

Proof of Theorem 4.1.11. This follows by combining Proposition 4.3.17 and Propo-
sition 4.4.6 with Lemma 4.2.9 to deduce that ¥ = Cobg)"é;i. m]
5. PROOF OF THE CLOSURE PROPERTIES.

The goal of this section is to prove Theorems 4.3.16 and 4.4.4. We start by sketching
the overall strategy, which is inspired by the proof of [GR17b, Thm. 2.15]. Let
W : M~ N, o and ¢ be as in the hypothesis of either claim. We shall construct
augmented semi-simplicial spaces X(N)e — Cobg’auL’n (N,K|s) and X(M)e —
CobQ yor (M, K|x) satisfying the following properties:

(i) Themap (—)oW : Cobg,auL,n(N,Kho) — Cobg’ayL,n(M,Kko) lifts to a map

(=) oW : X(N)e — X (M), of semi-simplicial spaces (see Lemmas 5.1.7
and 5.2.5).

(i) The induced map ||X(N).|| — Cobg’avL’n(N,Kloo) is an equivalence and
similarly for the version with M instead of N (see Theorems 5.1.10 and 5.1.19
and Proposition 5.2.8).

(iii) The map X(N),-1 — X(M),-1 is an abelian homology equivalence, for
any p > 1 (see Propositions 5.1.27 and 5.2.10).

Since abelian homology equivalences are preserved under homotopy colimits, then
(iii) implies that || X (N).|| — [|X(M).]| is an abelian homology equivalence. By
(ii), we conclude that W € #§/. The construction of such augmented semi-simplicial
spaces takes the form of Definitions 5.1.1 and 5.1.3 for the middle-dimensional
case, and Definitions 5.2.1 to 5.2.3 for the higher-dimensional case. We fix again
the data present in the Assumptions 4.1.1 and a ©-end K.

5.1. The middle-dimensional case.

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 4.3.16. Although the hypotheses of
Theorem 4.3.16 require (B, B?) to be 1-connected, we do not start by imposing such
a condition. The only step that requires this extra assumption is Lemma 5.1.14.
We start by defining the augmented semi-simplicial space mentioned in the sketch
above.
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Definition 5.1.1 (Right resolution). Let n > 1, P,Q € Cobg,auL and (s,W) €
CobQ oy (P, Q). Let

¢ : (AD™ X (0,0) X R™, D" x (0, 00) X dR™) <> (P, d"P)

be an embedding and ¢ : (0,00) — Bun®!(T(D" x D), ®*y,,41) a map, such
that &|ypnyprt = (7p) | gprx (1.e,+pn+1), Where Bun®!/(T(D" x D™*1), ©*y3p41)
denotes the space of collared bundle maps (T (D" x D™*1), T(D" x 8,D"*1)) —
(0*Y2n+1, (02)*y2,). Define K (W, ¢, £), to be the space of triples (¢, c, L) where
t € (0,00), ¢ : (D" x D™, D" x g,D"*') — (W, d"W) an embedding of pairs
(recall Section 2.3) and oL : [0,1] — Bung?,l(T(D” X D), ©*yzn41) satisfying the
following properties:

(i) (Collared translation of ¢ byt near P) For some § > 0, we have c(x,v) =
gzﬁ(ﬁ, v+t-e)+ (1—|x|)- ey, where e is the first coordinate vector of
R X RY for all x such that 1 — |x| < d.
(ii) The image (C, 9"C) = ¢(D" x D', D" x 9,D"*?) is disjoint from ([0, s] X
°L) U ({s} X Q) and ¢™!(P) = aD" x D"*1,
(i) L(0) = c*fyy and L (1) = £;.
(iv) The map b [w\c : (W\C, "W\a"C) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected.

This space is topologized as a subspace of
R x Emb(D" x D", [0, 00) x RY) x Bun<(D" x D+, @*y)[1]

where the middle space denotes the space of embeddings of pairs e : (D" X
DY, D" x 9DT*') — ([0,00) X RS, [0,00) X RY). Define K (W, ¢,¢), to be
the subspace of K(W, ¢, {’):(pﬂ) consisting of those tuples (t;; ¢;; <Li)i=o,... » such
that:

(i) to <ty <+ <ty
(ii) The embeddings c; are pairwise disjoint.
(iii) The map & |w\c : (W\C, "W\a"C) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected, for
C the union of the images of all c;.

Lemma 5.1.2. The subspaces K(W, ¢, ), C K(W,§, {,)S<(p+1) are preserved under

forgetting factors. Therefore, it induces the structure of a semi-simplicial space to
KW, ¢, 0)e.

Proof. We want to show that if we restrict the domain of the projection map
proj; : K(W, ¢, 05 P — H(W,, 0. to the K(W, ¢, £),, the image lies in
HK(W, ¢, £)p-1. 1t is obvious to see that the conditions (i) and (ii) of Definition 5.1.1
are closed under forgetting some factors. It remains to prove that, if M = W\ U;
C; — B is strongly n-connected, then so is M’ = W\ Uj4; GG — B. We prove
that the inclusion M — M’ is strongly (n — 1)-connected and apply Lemma 2.1.3.
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The cobordism M is obtained from M’ by removing the core of a right n-handle.
Therefore, M’ is obtained from M by attaching its dual handle, which is a left (n+1)-
handle. Thus by (11) in Section 2.3.2, the map M — M’ is (n — 1)-connected. O

Definition 5.1.3 (Left resolution). Letn > 1, P,Q € CobgﬁuL and (s,W) €
CobQ oy (P, Q). Let

¢ : (D™ x (0, 00) x R™™, 9p; D! x (0, 00) X R*™1) < (P, d"P)

be an embedding and ¢ : (0, 00) — Bun®!(T(D?*' x D"), ©*y2,41) a map, such
that £| 5, pre1pn = ¢ el g, prvix (.e,40n)> Where Bun®!(T (D" xD"), ©*y341) de-
notes the space of collared bundle maps (T(D"*! x D"), T(D"**! x 9,D")) —
(0*Y2n+1, (0°)*y2,). Define K (W, ¢, £), to be the space of triples (¢, c, L) where
t € (0,00), ¢ : (D! x D", 9D x D) < (W, 3"W) an embedding of pairs and
L:[0,1] — Bunf;’vl(T(DTr1 X D), ©*yan+1) satisfying the following properties:
(i) (Collared translation of ¢ by t near P) For some § > 0, we have c(x,v) =
gb(ﬁ, v+t-e)+ (1—|x|) - e where e is the first coordinate vector of
R x RY for all x such that 1 — |x| < &.
(ii) The image (C, d"C) = ¢(D"*! x D", 9,D™*! x D") is disjoint from ([0, s] x
°L) U ({s} x Q) and ¢"!(P) = 9,D™*! x D".
(iii) L(0) =™ty and L(1) = £;.
(iv) The map b [w\c : (W\C, "W\d"C) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected.
This space is topologized in the same way as Definition 5.1.1. Define K (W, ¢, £),,

to be the subspace of K (W, ¢, t’):(pﬂ) consisting of those tuples (t;; ¢;; Li)i=o,..- p
such that:

() to <tp <--- <ty
(ii) the embeddings c; are pairwise disjoint;
(iii) the map fiy|w\c : (W\C, "W\a"C) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected, for
C the union of the images of all c;.

Lemma 5.1.4. The subspaces K(W, ¢, ), C K(W, 4§, t’);((pﬂ) are preserved under
forgetting factors. Therefore, it induces the structure of a semi-simplicial space to
KW, ¢, 0).

Proof. As before, it suffices to prove that, if M = W\ U; C; — B is strongly
n-connected, then so is M’ = W\ Uj; C; — B also is. We prove that the inclusion
M — M’ is strongly (n — 1)-connected. The cobordism M is obtained from M’ by
removing the core of a left (n + 1)-handle. Therefore, M’ is obtained by attaching
its dual handle, which is a right n-handle. Thus by (1) in Section 2.3.2, the map
M — M’ is strongly (n—1)-connected. The claim follows now by Lemma 2.1.3. O

We now introduce the augmented semi-simplicial spaces as promissed in the
introduction to this section.
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Definition 5.1.5. Given P, Q € Cob ,.; and ¢ and £ as in one of the above defini-
tions. Define K ,(P, Q), to be the space of pairs (W, x) where W € Cobg)’ oor.n (P, Q)
and x € K(W, ¢, ¢),. For every p > 0, this space maps to Cobg,m’n (P, Q) by for-
getting x.

Lemma 5.1.6. The homotopy fiber of the map || K, (P, Q)s|| — Cobg)az,L)n (P,Q)
over W € Cobg,avL,n(P, Q) is equivalent to || K (W, P, €).|].

Proof. By [ER19, Lemma 2.14]"?, it suffices to show that K (P, Q),, — Cobg’auL’n (P,0)
is a quasi-fibration for each p > 0. This follows analogously to [GR17a, Lemma
7.17]. |

5.1.1. Functoriality of the resolutions. We now establish "functoriality" prop-
erties of these resolutions with respect to pre- and post-composition. In this
section, we take Ky (P, Q) to be of any of the types above. Start by observing that
post-composition with a cobordism W’ : Q ~» Sand atriple (t,e,.L) € K (W, ¢, )
induces a triple (t,1(c), L) in K (W Ug W', ¢, £) since c is disjoint from Q, where
1: W < W Ug W’ is the inclusion.

Lemma 5.1.7. Let W' : Q ~ S be a morphism in Cobg’ﬂ which is strongly
(n — 1)-connected relative to Q, then post-composition defines a map of augmented
semi-simplicial spaces

W'o (=) : Kpe(P,Q)e = Ky e(P,S)s
by taking a tuple (W, (t,c, L)) to the tuple (W Up W', (t,1(c),L)).

Proof. It suffices to prove that, given (W, (¢,¢,L)) € Ky (P, Q), then the restric-
tion of the ©-structure to (W U W’)\C is strongly n-connected. This manifold is
equal to (W\C)UW’, since C is disjoint from Q = WNW’, so it suffices to prove that
W\C — (W\C) U W’ is strongly (n — 1)-connected, by Lemma 2.1.3. This follows
by Lemma 2.1.4 since (Q, 3"Q) < (W', 3"W’) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. O

As a consequence of this lemma, the maps K|; ;4110 (—) : CObg,avL,n (N,K|;) —
Cobg), oor.n (N, Kli41) lift to maps of augmented semi-simplicial spaces, and also for
M. Thus, we can define the augmented semi-simplicial spaces X (M) and X(N)
from the introduction by levelwise taking the homotopy colimit along these lifts.
We denote these spaces by Ky ;(M, K|w) amd K (N, K|w), respectively. We will
return to this closer to the end of the proof of Theorem 4.3.16. We move now to
constructing a similar lift of the pre-composition map.

12To use this result, one is forced to prove that all spaces forming the semi-simplicial space are
compactly generated. However, the statement is invariant under changing X, by its Kellyfication
kX, since the map X — kX is a weak equivalence (and the identity on underlying sets) for every
space X.
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Construction 5.1.8. Fix a diffeomorphism €, : (D" x D", D" x 3,D"*!) =
((s-e;+D™)x D™, (s-e;+D™) X 3yD™* 1) U [0, s] X (D™ X D*1, D™ X dyD"*1) =
BsUAs = Dg. Given (t,¢, L) € K(W, ¢, ¢) for ¢ of right type and (s, W) : P’ ~> P
such that supp(W) N ¢ = 0, define ¢; : Ds < W’ U W by taking B to ¢ and A; to
[0, s] X ¢| ypnxpr+1- The triple (2, €5 (cs), €7 1(Ls)), where L is given by extending
the path of @-structure £ along the collar A,, satisfies properties (i) — (iii) of
Definitions 5.1.1 and 5.1.3. We prove in the next lemma that such definition
satisfies (iv). When ¢ is of left type, one proceeds in a similar way by adding now
a collar [0,s] X (8;D"*! x D", 9y D! x D") to (D"*! x D", 9,D"*! x D). (For
more details, see [GR17b, Defn. 4.13].)

Lemma5.1.9. Let (s, W’) : P’ ~> P bea morphism in Cobg’r;;; such that supp(W)N
¢ =0, then pre-composition as defined above

(=) o W' : Ky e (P, Q) = Ko (P',Q)s

is a map of augmented semi-simplicial spaces. Moreover, for W' : Q ~» S, then the
pre and post-composition maps commute strictly in the natural way.

Proof. Asmentioned before, it suffices to prove that the construction above satisfies
(iv). Let (W, (t,c, L)) be a p-simplex of Ky ,(P, Q). We wish to prove that the
©-structure of (W’ U W)\([-s, 0] X 3°C U C) is strongly n-connected and apply
Lemma 2.1.3. It suffices to prove that the inclusion

W\C — (W UW)\([-s,0] x 8°C U C)

is strongly (n — 1)-connected. By Lemma 2.1.4, this follows if P\"C — W’\C is
strongly (n — 1)-connected. However, this follows by Lemma 2.1.4, since P — W’
is strongly (n — 1)-connected and (P\o°C, d"P\o"°C) — (P,d"P) induces an
isomorphism of fundamental groupoids, since n > 3. O

This establishes (i) from the introduction, namely that, we have a map of
semi-simplicial spaces (=) o W : Ky (M, K|w)e — K¢ (N, K|w)s lifting the map
(=) o W : Cobg so1 (N, Kleo) = Cobg so; (M, K|oo) .

5.1.2. Contractability of left core complexes of middle dimension. The
goal of this subsubsection is to establish (ii) from the introduction for the left type.
More precisely, we prove the following result.

Theorem 5.1.10. Let P € Cobg’avl_ and K a ©-end. Let ¢ and ¢ : (0,00) —
Bun®!(T(D"*! x D), ©"yan11) be as in Definition 5.1.3. Then the map induced by
augmentation || Ky (P, K|w)e|| — Cobg),auL’n(P,Kko) is an equivalence, provided
(B, B?) is 1-connected.
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By Lemma 5.1.6, to prove this statement it suffices to prove that the homo-
topy colimit of the realizations of K (W U K[; 4], ¢, £)e is contractible, for any
W e Cobg';z, i (P,K|;). To do so, we define the following variations of the semi-
simplicial spaces K (—). Fix W, ¢ and ¢ as in Definition 5.1.3.

Definition 5.1.11. Define K (W, ¢, £)o to be the space of triples (¢, ¢, L) where
t € (0,00),
¢: (D™ x D" 3,D™! x D") — (W, a"W)
an immersion of pairs and £ : [0, 1] — BunCOl(D”Jr1 x D") satisfying the following
properties:
(i) cis an embedding when restricted to (D! x {0}, 3,D"*! x {0}) and for
some § > 0, we have c¢(x,0) = ¢(%, v+t-e))+ (1—|x|)- ey where eg is the
first coordinate vector of R X R}’ for all x such that 1 — |x| < 4.
(ii) The image C = ¢(D™*! x {0}, 9D"*! x {0}) is disjoint from ([0, s] x 9°L) U
({s} x Q) and ¢~ }(P) = 9,D™*1 x D".
(iii) L(0) =c*fy and L(1) = £;.
(iv) The map &y |w\c : (W\C, "W\a"C) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected.

Define K (W, ¢, f), to be the subspace of KW, , t’)x(p+ ) constisting of those
tuples (t;; ¢;;oL3)i=0,... p such that:
(1) to <ty <---<tp.
(ii) The embeddings c;|pn+1 o) are pairwise disjoint.
(iii) The map fw|w\c : (W\C, "W\a"C) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected, for
C the union of the images of all ¢;|pr+1 (g} -
This defines a semi- 51mp11c1a1 space K (W, ¢, ¢).. Denote by 5{ (W, ¢, £)e the

semi-simplicial space where 9{ (W, ¢,0), is the set KW, ¢, £), with the discrete
topology. The identity induces a map of semi-simplicial spaces

T W, 8, 0)s — F(W, ,0)..

Definition 5.1.12. Define j@(W, ¢, )o to be the set of triples (t,c, L) where
t € (0, 00),
¢: (D™ x D", 3,D™! x D") — (W, a"W)

an immersion of pairs and £ : [0,1] — Bunc"l(D”+1 X D™) satisfying prop-
erties (i) — (111) of Definition 5.1.11. Define 9{5(W $, ), to be the subset of
9{5(W o, t’)x (p+1) constisting of those tuples (t;; ¢;; Li)i=o,... p such that:

(i) to <ty <+ <ty

(ii) the embeddings c;|pn+1 o) are pairwise disjoint.
This defines a semi-simplicial space KW, ¢, £)e, where all spaces have the dis-
crete topology. The identity induces a map

T (W, 6,0 — RO(W, b, 0)..
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Definition 5.1.13. Define 57?5(w, ¢, )o to be the set of triples (¢, ¢, L) where
t € (0,00),
¢: (D™ x D" 3,D™! x D") — (W, a"W)

an immersion of pairs and £ : [0,1] — Bunf;zl(Df“ X D") satistying:

(i’) cis a self-transverse immersion with no triple points when restricted to
(D1 x {0}, 9pD"*! x {0}) and for some & > 0, we have c¢(x,v) = qﬁ(ﬁ, v+
t-e1) + (1—|x|) - egwhere e is the first coordinate vector of R X RS for all
x such that 1 — |x| < 6.

and (ii) — (iii) of Definition 5.1.11. Define f]’{\‘s(W, $,f), to be the subset of
j{\‘s(W, o, t’)(>)<(p+1) constisting of those tuples (t;; ¢;; Li)i=o,... p such that:

() to <ty <---<tp
(i) the embeddings c;|pn+i, (o) are pairwise transverse and without triple inter-
sections.

This defines a semi-simplicial space K 5(W, ¢, )e, where all spaces have the dis-
crete topology. The identity induces a map

KW, . £)e — HO(W, . 0)..
Putting all these variations together, we have the following string of maps
— _6 —_ e
KW, $,0)0 > K(W,$,0)e — K (W, ,)s = KW, $,0)0 > KE(W, ¢, )a.

The strategy to prove that the leftmost semi-simplicial space has contractible
realization after taking the homotopy colimit of the maps K; ;417 © (—) will go as
follows. First, we prove that the rightmost semi-simplicial set has contractible
realization. Secondly, we prove that all arrows above induce a weak equivalence
after realization and taking homotopy colimits. The first step does not require
taking this homotopy colimit, however this is necessary for the second step. We
start with the first step. This is the first point in our proof where the assumption
that (B, B?) is 1-connected is necessary.

Lemma 5.1.14. The space ||L7/{\5(W, @, )| is contractible, provided (B, B%) is 1-
connected.

Proof. We start by showing that K S(W, $,€), is non-empty. Since (B, B’) and
thus also (W, 9"W) (by n > 2) are 1-connected, Lemma 2.1.8 assures the existence
of a lift

(D1 X D™, 9y DI 5 D) —2s (P, 3hP) —— (W, 3"W)

(D1 x D", 9,D™*! x D™) (B, B?)
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for any ¢ € (0, 00), which can be assumed to be covered by a bundle map between
the tangent bundles, making the upper triangle commute and the lower one
commute up to homotopy of bundle maps, since ¢; is covered by a bundle map.
Thus by Smale-Hirsch, we can homotope it to be an immersion of pairs. We can
now define a triple (¢, ¢, L) where L is a bundle homotopy witnessing that the
bottom triangle is homotopy commutative through bundle maps, such that it
defines a point in K S(W, ¢, £),. We proceed by proving contractability assuming
non-emptyness. For k > 0, let f : oIF — ||9¥\5(W, ¢, )e|| be a map, which we can
assume to be simplicial with respect to a triangulation of aI* by the simplicial
approximation theorem. Thus, for each vertex v; € aI* of this triangulation, we
have an element f(v;) = (¢;,¢;, L) € ﬁ5(W, ¢, €)o. Fix such a v;. Let (f,¢, L)
be a triple such that t # ¢t; for any j, ¢’ is the result of an isotopy of ¢; which
extends the translation of ¢;, to ¢, and L be the path extending the path ¢ on
P. By transversality, we can find a regular homotopy of pairs from ¢’|pr+1, (o
relative to its vertical boundary (and hence, constant on ¢;) such the result c is
transverse to all ¢; and without triple intersections. Therefore, f is in the star of
f(v;) and so f extends to the cone of 9I. O

We now move to comparing the different variations of the resolutions defined
above. Let W : P ~ K]|; for some i and denote by K (W, ,t), = K(W; U
Kl[ii+j]» ¢, £)p for j > 0. Denote by K (W, ¢, £),, the (strict) colimit of K (W), ¢, £),,
along post composition map K|{; 4] © (=) (see Lemma 5.1.7). One can check that
this is equivalent to the homotopy colimit, since the maps are inclusions. Since the
geometric realization commutes with homotopy colimits, we have an equivalence

hocolim; |[|K (Wj, ¢, £)e|| = || K (Weo, §, £)s]].
We use the analogous notation for the variations of K (W, ¢, £) defined previously.

Proposition 5.1.15. The map
K (Weo, $, £)0 = K (Weo, , )6
induces an equivalence on geometric realizations.

Proof. Denote the source of this map by X, and the target by Y,. Let k > 0 be
an integer and F : (I, 9I¥) — (||Ys][, [|X.||) be a map, which we can assume to
be simplicial with respect to some triangulation of I¥. We want to show that F
is homotopic to a map whose image is contained in ||X,||. We argue now that
it suffices to find a map of pairs I’ homotopic to F where F'(c) € X, for ev-
ery simplex o of dimension p for p = {0,1}: This follows by two properties.
First, the map Y, — YO>< (P+1) given by the differentials is injective. Second, for
p>1,0= (0,01, -+ ,0p) €Y, belongs to X,, if and only if (v;,0;) € X; for every
0 <i,j < p. We start by finding a homotopic map where the images of all vertices
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Figure 9: In this picture, we represent the region Uy X D" in blue and U; X D" in
red in a chart x.

v of I¥ are in X,. In other words, given F(0) = (t, ¢, L), it suffices to find another
vertex w, = (¢ + €,¢’,.L”) € Y, for arbitrarily small enough € > 0 where ¢’ is em-
bedded, once restricted to its core, and transverse to c (and to all immersions given
by the images of the other vertices, which ¢ was already transverse) without triple
intersections: by applying this technique to all interior vertices v and rechoosing F
on those vertices to be w,, we produce a new map, since (F(v), w, ) € Y; whenever
(F(v),F(v’)) € Y;. This map is homotopic to F since for each v, (F(v), w,) € V1.

The embedding ¢’ will be constructed in a few steps via local modifications around
the self-intersection points. Firstly, we fix a "chart" around the self-intersection
points and all modifications will essentially be supported in this chart. Secondly,
we define a local modification to ¢ eliminating intersection points, provided c
satisfies a certain hypothesis (D). Thirdly, we define a local modification that takes
any embedding into one satisfying (D). This last step will the only place where
the infinite supply of embedded V;’s is necessary. This strategy is inspired by the
constructions in the proof of [GR17b, Prop. 5.5].

Parameterizing self-intersection loci. Let v be an interior vertex of I* and (, ¢, L) its
image under F. Let j > 0 be an integer such that the image of ¢ lies in W;. Denote
the self-intersection locus of ¢|pn+1, (g} by (K, 9K), that is the 1-dimensional sub-
manifold pair of (W}, "W;) of those points where the pre-image of ¢ is more than
one point. This is a disjoint union of manifolds diffeomorphic to ([0, 1], {0, 1})
and (S',0). Fix a path component K’. We present a method to rechoose ¢ on a
neighborhood of the pre-image of K’ so its self-intersection locus is K\K’. By
hypothesis, ¢c™!(K’) has two connected components diffeomorphic to K’, which
we denote by Ky and Kj. Observe that the normal bundle of K; in D := Dﬁ“ x {0}
is trivial: The tangent bundle of K; is trivial and its sum with the normal bundle
is the pullback of (TD"*!, TgyD"*'), which is trivial. Thus, the normal bundle
is an n-dimensional collared vector bundle pair which is stably trivial, thus it is
trivial. Moreover, the normal bundle of K" in Wj splits as the sum of the normal
bundles of Ky and Kj in D. Thus, we can find a (framed) tubular neighborhood
x : (K’ x D" x D", 9K’ x D" x D") — (W}, 9"W;) disjoint from 9°W; such that,
up to scaling the {0} X D"-direction, there exists an immersion ¢y which agrees
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with ¢ outside of a neighborhood of im(x) such that:

(i) there exists a neighborhood U of Ky in D! x {0} such that im(x)Ncy(Up) =
x(K’ x D" x {0}). Additionally, im(x) N ¢o(Uy X D") = x(K x D" X $D").
(ii) there exists a neighborhood U; of Kj in D"*1x {0} such that im(x)Ncy(U;) =
x(K’ x {0} x D"). Additionally, im(x) N ¢o(U; X D") = x(K x 3D" X D").

By replacing ¢ by ¢, we can assume without loss of generality that ¢ = ¢, since
this change is supported away from 9, D**! x D". (See Figure 9 for the restriction
of the immersion to the chart x for the case K’ is diffeomorphic to [0, 1].)

The hypothesis (D). Let us introduce the following hypothesis on the immersion c:
there exists an embedding f : (K’ x S" X D", 9K’ x S" x D") < (W, 3"W) whose
core (that is, im(f|x xsnx{0})) intersects ¢ exactly in f (K’ X {x} x {0}) for some
x € S", and an embedding y : (K’ x [0,1], K’ X [0,1]) < (D"*!, 9,D"*!) disjoint
from ¢~1(K’)\Ky such that im(y(—,0)) = Ky and c(y(—, 1)) = f(K’ x {x} x {0}).
Assume additionally that the framings of the normal bundle of ¢(y(—,0)) and
¢(y(—, 1)) induced by the identifications above are in the same path component.
We say c satisfies (D) if this hypothesis holds. We shall describe a construction
which can be applied to ¢ satisfying (D) and later modify ¢ to satisfy (D). Assume c
satisfies (D). Choose a chart xf as before for the intersection of ¢ and f satisfying
the analogous properties where K lies in the source of ¢ and Kj on the source of
f. We can find a framed tubular neighborhood

7 (K x[0,1] x D" x D", 9K’ x [0,1] x D" x D"™!) = (W, 3"W))
of ¢(im(y)) satisfying the following properties:

(i) when restricted to K’ x {0} x D" x D""1, j agrees with x restricted to
K’ X D" x D""! c K’ x D" x D", where D! is the upper hemisphere of
aD", under the clear identification K’ X D" x D"~! = K’ x D" x D1

(ii) when restricted to K’ x {1} x D" x D"~!, j agrees with x restricted to
K’ x D" x D""1 ¢ K’ x D" x D", where D""! is the lower hemisphere of
oD™.

Denote by J, the restriction of § to K% [0, 1]xd(3D")xD"~! = [0, 1]xd(3D")xD".
Let ¢’ : (D™! x D", g,D™*' x D") — (W, d"W;) be the following immersion:
Outside the U; x D", it agrees with c. Inside %Ul x D" it is given by gluing y, with
the image of f except the pre-image of x. This construction requires isotopies of
x(K’ x %D” X dD"™) to agree with (K’ x {0} X 6(%D”) x D" 1) and similarly for
xf. This produces an immersion ¢’ which agrees with ¢ outside U; X D", whose
core has intersection locus K\K’. We remark that in this step no additional copies
of Vi were used (see Figure 10 for a picture of this move).

Modifying c to satisfy (D). We shall modify c in the neighborhood Uj of Kj. In this
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\

Figure 10: In this picture, we represent the move explained assuming the hypothe-
sis (D) for the case K’ = [0, 1]. On the left, we see the two strands of the immersion
¢ around the chart x (colored in grey) around the intersection submanifold ¢(K”)
(colored in black) colored in blue and red as in Figure 9. In this case, U, (resp. Uy)
is the intersection of the red (resp. blue) strand with the grey box. To prevent
visual cluttering, we represent only the core of c. In green, we see the "geometric
dual" embedding f and its intersection with c (colored in black). In light purple,
we see the embedded path y of embeddings of K’ between the black strips. On the
right, we see the effect of the move. We see that the restriction to 9"W is simply
an embedded (double) connected sum with the spheres f({0} x S" x {0}) and
f({1} x S™ x {0}). This move can be thought of a K’-parameterized connected
sum between ¢ and f along the intersection c(K”).
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step, we use the available copies of V; and the hypothesis n > 3. Take the tubular
neighborhood Uj of K framed as K, X D", using the chart x, and let ljo be the sub-
space KyX(1D"+1-e;) of Uy. Recall the embedding f : (D?xD"*!, D} xaD™*!) <
(Vy, Wy,1) from Definition 4.1.4. Let f : (S" XK' X D", 8" X 9K’ X D") — (V}, Wy 1)
be the embedding induced by the inclusion K’ x D" c D™*! given by [0, 1] xD" <
D"*! (given by the first coordinate) or S! x D! x D""! «— D? x D""! = pn+!
(given by an embedding S! x D! < D?, for example as in Definition 4.1.2) for K’
diffeomorphic to [0, 1] or S respectively. The intersection of f({0} x D™*!) with
f(S" X K’ x {0}) is exactly f({N} x K’ x {0}), where N = (0,---,0,1). By as-
sumption, the cobordism Wj,; contains an embedded copy of V; disjoint from the
immersion c. We find an embedded y” : (K’x[0,1], 9K’ x[0,1]) < (W}, athH)
where y’ (K’ X 0) agrees with ¢(Kj X %el) and y’ (K’ x 1) with f({N} x K’ x {0})
which is disjoint from ¢ outside K x {0} and from all other embeddings c; given
by images of the other vertices under F: This is possible by transversality since
the dimension of the image of y’, which is 2, is larger than the codimension of
the immersion ¢, which is n. We can modify the immersion ¢ around U'O X D"
by removing K, X (iint(D”) + % - e1) X D" and replacing it by the gluing of a
framed neighborhood of y’ restricted to its sphere bundle and a neighborhood
of f(N x K’ x {0}) in f. We see that the embedding f intersects the modified
embedding precisely where f does. Thus, this creates an embedding f satisfying
the hypothesis of (D). The embedding y is induced by the embedding y” which now
connects the two intersection loci inside the image of the modifieed embedding.
This concludes this step.

Rechoosing F on vertices up to homotopy. We shall define a map F, : (I, aI%) —
([1Yell, [IX6][) homotopic to F. Choose a compactly supported vector field on W;
extending the translation in ¢(9; D"*! x (0, 00) X R""!) C P by the unit vector of
(0, ). By taking its flow, we produce a family ¢ : W; — W; of diffeomorphism
with the property that . (¢(x,t,0)) = d(x,t + €,0) for € > 0. Let ¢ be the im-
mersion ¥, (c) and notice that (¢t + €, ¢., ;L) € Y. Consider the immersion ¢’
obtained from ¢, by first modifying it so it satisfies (D) for every path component
of the self-intersection loci and further modifying it to remove all of those com-
ponents, by applying the construction above iteratively. In other words, ¢’ is an
embedding to W) for some j* > j which agrees with c. outside a neighborhood of
K. Moreover, the modifications above can be chosen to be disjoint from ¢ and thus
¢’ is disjoint from c. To produce a path L” from (¢”)*fw,, to £;+e, we shall construct
a path from c¢fw;, to (¢’)*tw,, . When modifying ce to satisfy (D), we replaced a
part of this immersion by a part of the embedding f. However, f*f, is standard
in the sense of Definition 4.1.3, so extends to (R"~! x R"*2 R"~1 x gR"*?). Thus
the homotopy class of the ®-structure does not change after this modification.
Similarly, the second modification is done by gluing ¢ with the embedding f.
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However, in this particular case, f*#y, extends over a contractible space since it is
a subspace of the embedding e in (V;, W} ;) which again has standard structure.
We conclude that czt’wj, and (c')*{’Wj, are homotopic relative to 81Dﬁ+1 x D™. We
let L be the composite of the path [ with such a homotopy. Let F,(w) = F(w)
for all vertices w # v and F,(v) = (t + €,¢’, L") € X,. This assignment extends
to 1-simplices uniquely since ¢’ stays transverse to any other immersions, to
which ¢ was transverse. Moreover, it extends to higher simplices uniquely as
they are determined by the 0— and 1-simplices. Moreover, F, is homotopic to F
since (F,(v), F(v)) € Y;. We let F’ be the result of iterating this modification to all
vertices of the triangulation of I¥. This produces a homotopic map whose vertices
map to X,.

Rechoosing F’ to lie in X,. By construction, the images of all the vertices along
F’ lie in Xj. In other words, all immersions ¢ given by F'(v) = (t,¢, L) are ac-
tually embeddings when restricted to its cores. To produce a map F”’ where
all the 1-simplices lie in Xj, it suffices to modify these embeddings c to be pair-
wise disjoint. To do so, we simply apply the same technique above for removing
self-intersections of the immersion

[ e[ [(0r xD"aDi x D" — (Wee, 8" Weo).
(1. L) EF ((TF))

The self-intersection locus of this immersion is precisely all the pairwise intersec-
tions of the embeddings c. Thus, modifying such immersion to an embedding is
making all 1-simplices lie in X;. Proceeding as above, the result will be a homo-
topic map F”’ sending 0- and 1-simplices to X, and thus, sending any simplex of
any dimension to X,. This can be applied to any such map F and thus, concludes
the proof. O

Proposition 5.1.16. The map

—5 —~

K (Weos § 0)0 = KO (Weo, $, 0),
induces an equivalence on geometric realizations.

Lemll}sa 5.1.17. Let x = {(t;, ¢i, L) }i=o,-.. p be a p-simplex ofﬁ5(W, ¢,0). Then
x € K (W,¢,0), if and only if the map "W\a"C — B? is n-connected.

Proof. The "only if" direction is immediate from the definition. Given a p-simplex
x = {(ti, ci,Li) }i=o,... p in jg5(W, ¢, ), the cobordism W is obtained from W\C by
attaching a right handle of index n at the belt of the each left handle ¢;. For the "if"
direction, it suffices to show W\C U gy gnc B’ — Biis (n + 1)-connected. We can

replace the source by the equivalent W\CU y W\ahcahWUahWBa. Since W\C - W
is equivalent to the attachment of a right handle, we have W\CU y1y\ hcd"W =W,
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Thus, the map above is equivalent to the map W Uy, B — B which is (n + 1)-
connected by hypothesis. O

Proof of Proposition 5.1.16. Denote the source and target of the map in the state-
ment by Z, and X, respectively. Let F : (I¥, 1) — (||X.|],||Z.|]) be a map, which
we can assume to be simplicial with respect to some triangulation of I¥, and o
be a simplex of I*. We shall modify F up to homotopy so that the cores of F(o)
satisfy the condition of Lemma 5.1.17. Let C, be the union of the images of c;
for F(o) = {(t;, ci, L) }. Let K, (F) be the kernel of the map ,_1(8"W\d"Cy) —
7a-1(B%). Let I, (F) be the image of z,(0"W\0"C,) — m,(B°). Since the map
"W\d"C, — "W is (n — 1)-connected, it suffices to replace F so that K, (F) van-
ishes and I, (F) = m,(B?). If n > 3, then 7, (3"W\9"Cy) = m;(8"W) = 7,(B?). In
this case, we apply the Hurewicz theorem to deduce that 7, (3"W, a"W\a"C,) is
generated as a m;(B?)-module by the meridian spheres c;|(o}xapn. This mod-
ule surjects onto K, (F), which proves that the latter is a finitely generated
Z[m(B%)]-module. If n = 2, then the Seifert-Van Kampen theorem shows that
K, (F) is normally generated by the meridian circles of the removed handles (as
pointed out in [GR17b, p. 166]). Moreover since n > 2, if K,(F) vanishes, then
71 ("W\a"Cy) = m;(B?) and the following exact sequence of 7, (B?)-modules

= 1 ("W\I"C,) — ma(B?) — m,(B% d"W\d"C,) — 0

shows that 7, (B?) is generated by I,(F) and finitely many elements lifted from
the rightmost module, since the latter is finitely generated.

Killing K,(F). We describe a modification on the embeddings ¢; and describe
its main properties. This is analogous to [GR17b, p. 166] and similar to the modifi-
cation of ¢ to satisfy (D) in the proof of Proposition 5.1.15. We assume n > 2. Let v
be avertex of 0 and F(v) = (¢,¢,.L’) and let j > 0 be such that im(c) C W;. We start
by considering the perturbation c, for some € > 0 as defined in Proposition 5.1.15.
Recall the embedding f : (D™ x D", D™ x D") < (V;, Wy1). Denote also by
f the composition of this embedding with the inclusion of a fixed copy of V; in
K|(j,j+1) seen now in Wj,;. Choose an embedded path y in 8th+1 from c.(x, 0)
for some point x € 9yD"*! and f(x,0) disjoint from d"°W; and C,, and from
im(c.) and im(f) except at times ¢ = {0, 1}. Using a thickening of this path, we
can construct an embedded connected sum of the cores of c. and f and further
thicken it to an embedding ¢’ : (D?*!'xD", 9,D"*' xD") < (W41, 8”Wj+1) which
agrees with c, outside of a neighborhood of x. As in Proposition 5.1.15, since the
©-structure f*#yy,, is standard, the structures (¢’)*fy,,, and c}fy,,, are homotopic.
By choosing such homotopy and composing it with the path L, we construct
a path JL” from (¢’)*fw,,, to £;4e. Denote F, : (I*, o1%) — (||1X.]l, [1Z.]|) the map
definedd on vertices by F,(w) = F(w) for w # v and F,(v) = (t + €,¢’,.L”). For e
small enough, we see that this map is well-defined and homotopic to F relative
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Figure 11: In this picture, we see the effect of an embedded D"*! in W, repre-
sented in red, having a "geometrically dual sphere", represented in green, on
the meridian class. The meridian class, depicted in black in this picture, lives in
Ta_1(0"W\3,D"*1). Notice that when a geometrically dual sphere exists, in partic-
ular it follows that the meridian class vanishes. Observe that taking an embedded
connected sum with a disc D"*! admitting a dual sphere creates a dual sphere
for the result. The move described is a special case of this fact, where the source
of this additional disc comes from the existing V;. Additionally, this dual sphere
allows us to modify the initial disc to be disjoint from a fixed embedded n-sphere
in "W. This is a 0-dimensional version of hypothesis (D) in Proposition 5.1.15.

to dI*. (See Figure 11 for a picture portraying this move.) The following claim
establishes properties of this construction.

Claim 2. Given k, F and v as above, the map F, is homotopic to F relative to oIk
satisfies the following properties:

(i) for every simplex o € I*, there exists a surjection K5(F) — K, (F,), sending
the class of the meridian of each simplex of F to the meridian of each simplex
of F, except v and whose kernel contains the class of the meridian of v.

ii) for every simplex o € I¥, we have I,(F) C I(F,).
Y simp

Proof. Apply [GR14, Claim 5.6] to the horizontal boundary of c. The only difference
on our construction that we take a connected sum with the sphere f instead of e,
but the proof follows verbatim. O

Apply the construction above and Claim 2 for every interior vertex v € I¥.
This produces a homotopic map F’ where the meridian of all vertices are trivial in
K5 (F’). Since this kernel is generated by such meridians, we have K,(F’) = 0. By
induction on the dimension of the simplices, we can obtain F” such that K, (F") =0
for every simplex o of I¥.

Adding elements to I,(F’). Since K, (F) = 0, it follows that ,(B?) is generated by
I;(F") along with finitely many other elements. Choose finitely many elements

{9a : " — ah‘/voo}oz
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such that [lyyy,_ © go] € m,(B?) generate m,(B?) along with I,(F’). If g, is
disjoint from C, then this class lifts to 7, (9" Ww\Cy) and thus, lies in I;(F’). We
shall modify F’ and g, so this is the case. This modification is heavily inspired
by the proof of [GR17b, Prop. 5.5] and in fact it restricts to it when restricted
to the horizontal boundary. We may suppose that all the g, are smooth and
transverse to the embeddings given by the images of the vertices of ¢ along
F’. Let v be a vertex of o and F'(v) = (t,¢,.L) and let (¢t + € ¢, L) be an e-
perturbation as before. By compactness, the intersection of c.(D"*! x {0}) with
Jq 1s a finite set of points. Let p be such an intersection point, then we can find
a chart x : (D™*! x D", 3,D"*! x D) < (Wi, 3"W,,) disjoint from 9°W,, where
x(0,0) = p such that:

(i) x(D™1 x D™) Nce (D! x {0}) = x(D"*! x {0}) and x(D"*! x D™) N g, =
x({0} x D");
(i) additionally, x(D7*! x D") N ce(D}*! x D") = x(D*! x :D").

We start by finding an embedded path in 8"W,, from a point in x(a(3,D™*! x
D")) to an embedded copy of (V;, Wy ;) disjoint from 0°W,, and the remaining
of images under F’. This is possible because n > 2. We can thicken this path to
define an embedded boundary connected sum

X' (D1 x D™V, (3D X D™)gWh1) < (Weo, 0" Wio).

There are two prefered disjoint embeddings

1 1
Jo: (DI x D" D} x 5D = (D' x D")yWy, (9D x D™)aWy 1)
j1: {0} x D" < (9yD"* x D")hWy

which agree with the canonical inclusion near the (vertical) boundary: identify
((D™1 x D"y, (3oD™ x D")gWy ;) = (S™ x D™*1, 8" x S"\ (D", D") and take
the submanifolds (D} x D}*!, D% x 9;D*') and D! x {0} respectively. We
define the embedding ¢’ to agree with ¢ away from x and to be the embedding jj
on the remaining domain. Similarly, we define g/, to agree with g, away from x
and the map j; inside the domain of x. It is clear to see that ¢’ and g/, intersect
transversely where c and g, do except the point p. (See Figure 12 for a depiction
of this move.) Observe that the ¢’ is the result of the construction before Claim 2,
thus we can define a triple (t + €,¢’, L") in X,. Let F, be the simplicial map that
agrees with F’ for all vertices different from v and that F;(v) = (¢ +€,¢’,L”). This
map is homotopic to F” by the same reason as before. By Claim 2, we still have that
K (F)) = 0 and that I,(F’) C I,(F,). After repeating this process for every vertex
of o, we obtain a map F); and a map g,,. However, the map g/, is obtained by taking
multiple embedded connected sums with sphere with standard (and in particular
nullhomotopic) @-structure. Thus the class [[ynyy;, © g;] agrees with [y © gal
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Figure 12: On the left, we see the chart x where the red portion represents the
intersection of the core of ¢ with the domain of x and the blue arc the intersection
of g,. On the right, we see the result of the explained modification. The red portion
in the right picture represents the embedding j, and the blue arc the embedding
Jj1- Notice that this move simulaneously modifies the embedding e as in Figure 11
and takes an embedded connected sum of the blue arc with the "geometric dual”
of the red portion in V. This is a 0-dimensional version of the move depicted in
Figure 10.

in 7,(B?). But, since g/, is disjoint from the cores of F”’(0), it lies in I, (F”). By
finite generation and applying this process to every simplex, we produce a map
F”" homotopic to F relative to I where K, (F”) = 0 and I,(F") = m,(B?) for
every simplex o. This finishes the proof of this statement. O

— —s
Proposition 5.1.18. The maps K (Weo, $, £)e — K (Weo, ¢, £)e — K (Weo, ¢, £)e
induce an equivalence on geometric realizations.

Proof. One proceeds exactly as [GR17b, Lemma 5.3] for the left equivalence and
[GR17b, Lemma 5.7] for the right equivalence. O

Proof of Theorem 5.1.10. Combine Lemma 5.1.6, Proposition 5.1.18, Proposition 5.1.16,
Proposition 5.1.15 and Lemma 5.1.14. O

5.1.3. Contractability of right core complexes of middle dimension. In
this section, we prove the analogous result for the right type, establishing (ii) from
the introduction in this case.

Theorem 5.1.19. Let P € Cobg),avL and K a ©-end. Let ¢ and ¢ : (0,00) —
Bun®!(T(D"xD"*1!), ©*yan41) be as in Definition 5.1.1. Then the map | | K0 (P, Kloo)ol| =
Cobg,m,n (P,K|w) is an equivalence, provided (B, B) is 1-connected.

We proceed similarly as before by defining variants of K (W, ¢,1), deduce
their contractability from [GR17b, Section 5] and compare them to K(W, ¢, ¢).
Let (s, W), ¢ and ¢ be as in Definition 5.1.1.
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Definition 5.1.20. Define K (W, ¢, €)o to be the space of triples (¢, ¢, L) where
t € (0,00),

c:D"x D" — "W
an immersion and L : [0,1] — Bunf;,’,l(D” X D", (09)*y2p) satisfying the following
properties:

(i) cis an embedding when restricted to D" X {0} and for some § > 0, we have
c(x,0) = gb(ﬁ, v+t-e1)+(1—|x|) - eo where ey is the first coordinate vector
of R X R*™.

(ii) The image C = c(D" x {0}) is disjoint from ([0,s] X 9°L) U ({s} X Q) and
¢~ 1(d"P) = D" x D".
(lll) OC(O) = C*fahw and I(l) = [tanXaon-H'
(iv) The map fy|w\c : W\C — B is strongly n-connected.
Define K (W, ¢, f), to be the subspace of KW, ¢, f)(;((pﬂ) constisting of those
tuples (t;; ¢;;oL3)i=0,... p such that:
(i) to <ty <--- <t
(ii) The embeddings c;|pnx {0} are pairwise disjoint.
(iii) The map &y |w\c : W\C — B is strongly n-connected, for C the union of

the images of all ¢;|prx {0} -

— —s
This defines a semi—simplici;alﬁspace K(W,$,t)e. Denote by K (W, ¢, £)e the
semi-simplicial space where K (W, ¢, £), is the set K (W, ¢, £), with the discrete
topology. The identity induces a map of semi-simplicial spaces

R _
K (W, p,0)e > K(W, P, 0).
Definition 5.1.21. Define ﬁé(W, ¢, £)o to be the space of triples (¢, ¢, L) as in
Definition 5.1.20 satisfying (i) — (iii) along with
(iv’) The map Ly | yry\onc "W\C — B? is n-connected.
Define ﬁa(W, $, £), to be the subspace of ﬁ5(W, o, {’)(?(‘M> consisting of those
tuples (t;; ¢i; <L3)i=0,.. p satisfying (i) — (ii) and
(iii) The map Lynyy | gry\ g1c "W\B? is n-connected, where C is the union of
all images of c;.
~ —5

This defines a semi-simplicial space K°(W, ¢, £)s with a map to K (W, ¢, ).

In this case, we are able to extract contractability directly from the work of
[GR17b], since our embedding is completely contained in the boundary. Similarly

to last subsubsection, we denote by K (W, ¢, £) the strict colimit of the maps
K|[ii+1] © (=), and similarly for all variations of K.

Lemma 5.1.22. The space ||ﬁ5(Wm, ¢, 0)e|| is contractible.
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=
Proof. Recall the semi-simplicial space Y (9"W), of [GR17b, Defn. 5.1] and notice
that this is precisely K®(W, ¢, £). for any W. The claim follows by [GR17b, Prop.
5.4/5]. O

To compare the geometric realizations of the discrete semi-simplicial spaces
defined above, we will employ a similar (but dual) strategy to Proposition 5.1.16
once again using the infinite supply of V;’s at hand.

Proposition 5.1.23. The map
. —~
K (Weas $, ) = K (Weo, $, 0)a
induces an equivalence on geometric realizations, provided (B, B%) is 1-connected.

Proof. Denote the source and target of this map by X, and Y,. Let k > 0 and
F : (I, 01*) — (||Y.]],]|X.]]) be a map, which we can assume to be simplicial
with respect to some triangulation of I¥, and ¢ a simplex of I* for which twc,
is not (necessarily) strongly n-connected, where C, is the union of all cores
of F(o). We shall replace F up to homotopy so that F(o) € X,. The inclusion
(W\Cy, "W\3"C,) — (W,0"W) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. Since n > 2
and 9"W\o"C, — B? is n-connected, we see 1 (8"W\9"C,) = m,(B?). Since the
map of spaces W\C, — W is an equivalence, it follows 7;(W\C,) = 7;(B) and
thus (W\C,, 3"W\3"C,) is 1-connected. By Lemma 2.1.5, we can detect strong
n-connectivity on maps of relative homotopy groups. Set K;(F) to be the kernel
of the map
Ta(W\C,, d"W\3"C,) — (B, BY)

and I, (F) to be the image of the same map in degree n + 1. We see that F(o)
lies in X,, if and only if K,(F) and m,1(B, B%)/I,(F) vanish, since we know
3w\ ohc 1s n-connected. For n > 2, the maps above are of Z[7;(B%)]-modules.
We start by proving that K, (F) is finitely generated as such. Note that the triad
homotopy group (see [BP17, Section 3.1]) 7,41 (B, B, W\C,) surjects into K, (F).
Moreover, by comparing the long exact sequences for the maps of pairs W\C, —
W — B and the four-lemma, we have a surjection 1 (W, Iw, W\C,) —
Tns1(B, B, W\C,). Since W\C, — W is an equivalence (as it is equivalent to the
attachment of a left handle), we have an isomorphism 7,1 (W, "W, W\Cy) =
7. ("W, 3"W\3"C,). The latter group is a finitely generated Z[; (B?)]-module
generated by the horizontal boundaries of belt (or meridian) spheres of C, by the
Hurewicz theorem, if n > 3, and normally finitely generated, if n = 2 (see [GR17b,
p. 166] or the proof of Proposition 5.1.16). In other words, the Z[;(B°)]-module
K, (F) is generated by the belt spheres {0} x 9;D"*! c D" x D**! composed with
the embeddings of F(o). Similar to before, if K, (F) = 0, then we have a long exact
sequence

i ”n+1(W\CO'a ahw\ahca) — Tn+1 (B: Ba) — Tn+1 (B: Ba, W\CG) — 0.

103



JOAO LOBO FERNANDES

As mentioned above, the Z[;(B?)]-module 7,+1(B, B?, W\C,) is finitely gener-
ated and thus, 7,41 (B, B?) is generated by I, (F) along with finitely many elements
coming from lifts of the leftmost map.

Killing K,(F). We describe a modification on the embeddings ¢; and describe
its main properties. This is analogous to [GR17b, p. 166] and similar to the modifi-
cation of ¢ to satisfy (D) in the proof of Proposition 5.1.15. Let v be a vertex of o
and F(v) = (t,¢,oL’) and let j > 0 be such that im(c) C W;. Recall the embedding
€ : S" x 9yD"*! < W, ;. Denote also by & the composition of this embedding with
the inclusion of a fixed copy of V; in K|[; j+1] seen now in Wj,;. Choose an em-
bedded path y in 9"Wj4,; from c.(x, 0) for some point x € D" and &(x, 0) disjoint
from 8hUWj and C,, and from im(c¢) and im(€) except at times t = {0, 1}. Using
a thickening of this path, we can construct an embedded connected sum of the
cores of ce and ¢ and further thicken it to an embedding ¢’ : D" X D" — 8th+1
which agrees with ¢, outside of a neighborhood of x. As in Proposition 5.1.15
and Proposition 5.1.16, since the ©-structure é*t’a;le+ | is standard, the structures
(¢")*torw,,, and cibynyy,,, are homotopic. By choosing such homotopy and compos-
ing it with the path L, we construct a path L7 from (¢’)*lzn1y,, t0 brvel pryg,prt-
We remark that, once restricted to the horizontal boundary, this construction is
exactly the one explained in [GR17b, p. 166]. We conclude by [GR17b, Claim 5.6]
that it does not affect the fact that 9"W\C, — B? is already n-connected, so we
stay in Y. Denote F, : (IF, aIF) — (||X.]|, ||Ys||) the map definedd on vertices by
Fy(w) = F(w) for w # v and F,(v) = (t + ¢,¢’,.L”). For € small enough, we see
that this map is well-defined and homotopic to F relative to aI*. The following
claim establishes properties of this construction.

Claim 3. The map F, is homotopic to F relative to dI* and satisfies the following
properties:
(i) for every simplex o = (v, w1, ,wp) € I¥, there exists a surjection K, (F) —

K (Fp), sending the class of the meridian of each simplex of g to the meridian of
each simplex of F, except v and whose kernel contains the class of the meridian

of v.
(ii) for every simplex o € I¥, we have I, (F) C I,(F,).

Proof of Claim 3. This is essentially analogous to [GR17b, Claim 5.6]. We start
with (7). Let X to be the union of im(c) = C, the thickened path y and the V; used
for the move above, in such a way that the image of modified embedding ¢’ lies in
X and 9"X = "W N X. Let also C,, be the image of the cores of w;. Consider the
following maps

K, (F") « ker(m,(W\(X U C,), "W\ (a"X U d"C,,)) — m.(B, B%)) = K, (F).
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We start by proving that the right map is an isomorphism. It suffices to prove that
the map 7,(W\(X U C,), "W\ (8"X U 9"C,,)) — m,(W\(C U C,), "W\ (a"C U
d"C,,)) is an isomorphism. Observe that the following square is a pushout square
of pairs

(D, 9,D2") —— (W\(X UC,),d"W\(9"X U d"C,))

l |

(Vi,Wy,)) —— (W\(CUC,),d"W\(9"C U d"C,))

since the right map is obtained by taking a connected sum of pairs with (V3, Wy ;).
Given a pair of path connected spaces (Y, Y’), one finds an isomorphism

m(YV VLY VW) = m(Y,Y) & (m;(Vy, W) ® coker(Z[m Y] — Z[mY])),

for i < n (for example, using the relative Hurewicz theorem or as a corollary
of the Hilton-Milnor theorem). By taking (Y,Y’) to be the pair in the upper
right corner in the square above, one sees that the right vertical map induces
an isomorphism in relative homotopy groups in degrees at most n. We proceed
to prove that the left horizontal map above is surjective and its kernel contains
the class of the meridian of v, which finishes (i). Recall that f is isotopic to the
inclusion of S x {*} C §" x D"*! for some * € @D™"!. Thus, V; is obtained from
a neighborhood of f by attaching a left (n + 1)-handle at the meridian of f. We
conclude that we have a (homotopy) pushout square of pairs

(01D, 901 DY) —— (W\(X U C,), "W\ (a"X U d"C,,))

l l

(DY, 00DI) —— (W\(C" U Cp), "W\ (9"C" U 9"Cyy))

where C” denotes the image of ¢’ and the top map is the inclusion of the meridian
sphere of f. By (11) in Section 2.3.2, the right map is strongly (n — 1)-connected
and moreover, the class of the meridian sphere of f is in the kernel of the map on
relative homotopy groups. We conclude that the map

T (W\(X U C,), "W\ ("X U d"C,)) = m(W\(C' UC,,),d"W\(a"C’ ud"C,))

is surjective and the class of the meridian of ¢’ (v) (which is simply the meridian
of f) is in the kernel. This implies (i) by compositing to 7, (B, B).

We finish by proving (ii). Let ¢ : (D"*!, aD™') — (W\(CUC,), "W\ (a"CU
d"C,,)) and suppose its image intersects the image of ¢’, otherwise, it is automat-
ically in I,(F’). It must do so inside W} ; (in a finite set of points) as the path A
can be isotoped away from it, since n > 2, and the image of ¢’ is a collar of an
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embedding in W ;. We can construct a new map i’ which agrees with ¢ outside
this finite set of points given by the boundary connected sum with translates of
the embedding f to remove intersection points exactly as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 5.1.16 and explained in Figure 12. The only difference is the fact that the chart
x is already in V;. Moreover, for this dual sphere f, since the tangential structure
on V; is assumed to be standard, we have [l o ¢] = [l o '] € mp41(B, BY).
Hence, the class induced by ¢ in I;(F) also lies in I,(F’). This proves (ii). O

Apply the construction above and Claim 3 for every interior vertex v € I¥.
This produces a homotopic map F’ where the meridian of all vertices are trivial in
K (F’). Since this kernel is generated by such meridians, we have K,(F’) = 0. By
induction on the dimension of the simplices, we can obtain F’ such that K;(F") =0
for every simplex o of I*.

Adding elements to I;(F’"). We apply exactly the same strategy as the analogous
step in Proposition 5.1.16 by choosing elements {i/;}; of 7,41 (B, BY) that generate
this module along with I,(F’). To replace them by other representatives which
are disjoint from C,, apply the same move as in Proposition 5.1.16 with the small
difference that the embedding jj is restricted to D"*! x {0} and j; is extended to
%DZ“ x D" and the charts are modified in the analogous way. This move will
replace both C, and ¢; by connected sums with the embeddings € and f respec-
tively, which have standard structures. Proceed exactly as in Proposition 5.1.16
using Claim 3 instead of Claim 2. This finishes the proof. O

— —s
Proposition 5.1.24. The maps K (W, P, £)e — K (Wi, P, )e «— K (Weo, 9, £)e
induce an equivalence on geometric realizations.

Proof. One proceeds exactly as [GR17b, Lemma 5.7] for the right equivalence. We
focus on the leftmost map for p = 0. Observe that, by contracting the ¢t-coordinate,
K (W, P, )y is equivalent to (a point-set model for) the homotopy fiber of the map

Embge (D" x D™, W) — BunS (D" x D1, ©*y)

at the point ¢, where the source is the space of embeddings of pairs ¢ extending
¢, taking an embedding e to e* . On the other hand, K (W, ¢, ) is equivalent to
the analogous space where ¢ is an embedding instead of only an immersion with
embedded core (see [GR17b, Lemma 5.3]). This space is equivalent to (a point-set
model for) the homotopy fiber of the analogous map

Emb,(D" x 3,D™, 0"W) — Buny(D" x 9,D™*, (6%)*y2,)

at £y. Moreover, the map above in p = 0 is simply the induced map on the homotopy
fiber induced by the restriction maps between the embedding and bundle spaces.
We claim that both maps are equivalences: between embedding spaces one uses the
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parameterized isotopy extension theorem to deduce that it is a Serre fibration and
its fiber identifies with the space of embeddings of D" x D*! fixed in D" X 9pD'*!,
which is contractible; and between bundle spaces one uses Proposition A.5 to
deduce similarly that its fiber is contractible. Hence the map on homotopy fibers is
an equivalence, which finishes the proof for p = 0. The higher cases are completely
analogous. O

Proof of Theorem 5.1.19. Combine Lemma 5.1.22, Proposition 5.1.23 and Proposi-
tion 5.1.24. O

5.1.4. Resolutions are degree-wise cuts. We establish now (iii) from the in-
troduction, which involves specifying the data of ¢ and ¢ from the results above.
Let W : M ~ N be a morphism in Cobg,’ soL» 0 an attaching map and ¢ be a
family of ©-structure on tr(¢) indexed by t € (0, o) satisfying the hypothesis of
Theorem 4.3.16. For the remaining of this subsection, we fix ¢ := o|apnx (0,c0)xR?
when o is of right type and ¢ := 0], pr+iy (g.00)xre-1 When o is of left type. By
assumption, the image of ¢ lands away from the support of W, thus we see this
map both in N and in M (as N\ supp(W) = M\ supp(W)). We define ¢ to be the
restriction of the family ¢ to D" x D"*! for the right type and to D"*! x D" for the
left type. Our first goal is to identify the space of p-simplices of K (W, ¢, £) in terms
of the iterated surgeries y?*1(W, 5, ) (recall the definition from Definition 4.3.14).

Recall that we have the subspaces core, and cocore,; of tr(¢), whose parame-
terization we fix. Given the multiple surgery y” (W, o, f), one denotes by core, ;
to be the union of core,, C tr(o;) with [0,i — 1] X im(0;) C Uj<;tr(a;) = tr(c’'™1).
This is possible since o; is disjoint from the traces of all tr(o;) for j < i.

Notation 5.1.25. Let .[; be the constant path in ;. Given (s, X) € Cobg’avL’n()(p(N, o,t),K|;),
we claim that the tuple

(s+p+1L,Xotr(cf™); (3iscoreq s, oLi)izt,... pr1) € Ky o(N,Kli)p.

where tr(o?*!) is the union of all tr(o;) for i < p + 1. Since tr(o?) is isotopy
equivalent to the union of all cores, it follows that the complement of such cores
is isotopy equivalent to X. Thus, by assumption, it has strongly n-connected ©-
structure. This establishes property (iv) in the definition above. The remaining
properties hold by construction. This defines a map

(_) © Up+1 : CObg),avL,n(Xp+l(Na g, [)JK|I) - ‘7{¢,Z(NaK|l)p

Similarly, we have the analogous map replacing N by M and using the cores of

Ly (tr(o?*1)) coming from the cores of tr(c?*!). We denote this map also by
(=) 0 aP*.
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Lemma 5.1.26. The following square

9 p+1 (=)oc?™!
COb@,a”L,n(X (N’ o, f):K|l) _— g((]ﬁ,f(Ns Kli)p
l(—)ox"’“(wﬂ,f) l(—)ow

9 p+1 (=)og?*!
COb@,a”L,n(X (Mr o, [)3K|l) I '7{¢,[(M; Kli)p

is homotopy commutative.

Proof. If we post-compose the horizontal maps with the projection maps Ky (-, Q) —
CobQ yor »(—, Q), then we have the square

(=)otr(a?*1)
CObg,avL,n(Xp (N,o,),K];) —7

CobQ gor o (N.Kl1)p
l(—)wf'“(w,a,f) l(—)ow

(=)oLw (tr(a?*1))
Cobg gor,, (xF (M, 0, €), K1) ———"—"Cobg yor ,, (M, K1)
which is homotopy commutative, since we have a diffeomorphism W o tr(o?*!) =
L (tr(a?*1)) o y?*1(W, 5, £), by Remark 4.3.3. To verify that the original square
commutes, it suffices to observe that the diffeomorphism can be chosen so it takes

the cores of the bottom map to the ones defined using the top map. This is done
exactly as [GR17b, p. 157]. O

Proposition 5.1.27. The map
(=) 0 0?1+ CobQ oy , (X' (N, 0, €),K|;) = Kpe(N,K[1)p
is an equivalence, for every p > 0. The analogous result for M instead of N holds too.

Proof. We follow the strategy of [GR17b, p. 156]. Let E be the subspace of
Cobg sor.»(N, Kl;) X Emby (tr(a?*!), [0, 00) X RY) X Bungy (tr(c?*"), ©7)[*!]

where the second factor is the space of embeddings of pairs extending the inclusion
of N, consisting of those triples ((s, W’), e, L) where the image of e lies in W’,
the complement has strongly n-connected ©-structure, .L'(0) = e*fyy» and L(1) =
lir(op+1y- Taking such a triple to ((s, W’), (34, €|core,;» &L |core,.; )i=0,--- p) Provides a
map E — K;4,(N,K|;)p. This map is an equivalence since tr(c?*?') is isotopy
equivalent to the union of all its cores and (a collar on) N. Consider the projection

E — Emby (tr(o?*'), [0,00) X RY).

We claim that this projection is a fibration by the parameterized isotopy extension
theorem (see [Ste21, Appendix A]). We sketch a proof here for completeness: if
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we restrict to the path components of E of those triples where the first coordinate
is a fixed cobordism W’ : N ~» K|;. Ignoring the third coordinate, we describe
E alternatively by the space of pairs (eg : tr(c?*!) < W’,e; : W — [0, 00) X
RY’) such that both ey and e; extend (in a collared way) the embedding of N in
{0} X RY’ and additionally e; extends a (translated) embedding of K|; in {0} X RY
(to guarantee that it is disjoint from K|;) balanced by the action of Diff 50 (W”).
The projection above can now be seen as composition of ey and e;. This map is
equivariant with respect to the action of Diff (o) xrx ([0, 20) X RY’). Moreover, by
[Ste21, Appendix Al], the target admits local cross sections and thus, by [Pal60,
Thm. A], any equivariant map to it is a (locally trivial) Serre fibration.

The base of this fibration is contractible by [Gen11, Thm. 2.7]. The fiber
over the standard inclusion of tr(c?*!) is the equivalent to the subspace of
(t,W) € Cobg,aoL,n(N,Kh) such that tr(¢?*') ¢ W’, which is homeomorphic
to Cobg’avL’n()(P(N, 0,%),K|;). The map Cobg,avL,n()(P(N, 0,f),K|;) — E is an
equivalence and therefore, we have factored the map (=) o 6?*! into two equiva-
lences. This finishes the proof. O

From Lemma 5.1.26 and Proposition 5.1.27, we see that if y?*1(W, o,¢) € 1,
then the induced map on resolutions is an abelian homology equivalence on
p-simplices. This establishes (iii) of our strategy.

5.1.5. Proof of the closure property. This section is dedicated to the proof of
Theorem 4.3.16. Let W : M ~> N be a morphism in Cobg’a%, o an attaching map
satisfying the hypothesis and ¢; be a family of ®-structure on tr(c) indexed by
t € (0,00). We assume that y”(W, g, ¢) € W for every p > 1. We wish to prove
that W € {/. Recall the definition of ¢ from the previous subsubsection. Consider
the square

[[Kp.e (N, Kloo)s|| —— [|Kp,e(M, Kleo)ol|

| l

CObg,avL,n (N’ Kloo) I CObg’avL’n (M, K|oo)

obtained by Lemma 5.1.9. By Theorem 5.1.10 and Theorem 5.1.19, the vertical
maps are weak equivalences, so it suffices to prove that the top map is an abelian
homology equivalence. For p > 0, consider now the square

9 p+1 (=)oa?*!
CobQ yor » (XPTHN, 0, 6), K|e) —— K¢ (N, Kloo)p
l(_)oxp+l(wsaa[) J{(—)OW

(=)oc?™!

Cobg gop,n (X7 (M, 0, £), Klea) —— Kys,e (M. Kleo)p

which commutes by Lemma 5.1.26 and whose horizontal maps are equivalences by
Proposition 5.1.27. The leftmost vertical map is an abelian homology equivalence
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by hypothesis, thus so is the right map. Thus the top map in the first square is a
degree-wise abelian homology equivalence of semi-simplicial spaces. Thus, so is
the map after taking geometric realizations (see [GR17b, p. 158] for an argument).
This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.3.16.

5.2. The higher dimensional case.

The main goal of this subsection is to prove Theorem 4.4.4. We proceed similarly
to the previous section. Recall the definition of y; from Section 4.4. We start by
defining augmented semi-simplicial spaces over Cobg’ ooLn (P, Q) for right, left
and interior type.

Definition 5.2.1 (Right resolution). Let n < k < 2n be an integer, P, Q € Cobg)az,L
and (s, W) € Cobg,auL,n(P, Q). Let

X . (aDk X Rin+1—k\Din+l—k’aDk X aRin+1—k\aODin+1—k) N (P, ahP)

be an embedding and £ a ©-structure on [0, 2] xaD*xXR2"*1 =k such that ¢| (0} xaDk xRzm+1-k\ pensi-k = X" Lp.
Let ¢F = y o , for every t € (2, ). Define K (W, y, £), to be the space of triples
(t,c, L) where t € (2,00), ¢ : (D?"*17k x D 9,D?"*1=k x DK) < (W, d"W) an
embedding of pairs and £ : [0,1] — Bun%3'(T(D?"*17% x D), ©*yyp41) is a path
of structures fixed as y¢ on 3, D2"*1~% x DF satisfying the following properties:

(i) (Collared expansion of meridian of y byt near P)For some § > 0, we have
c(x,0) = gbf(ﬁ, v) + (1 = |x|) - eo where e, is the first coordinate vector of
R X R for all x such that 1 — |x| < 6.
(ii) The image (C,d"C) = c(D?"*1~* x DK, 9,D?**1=k x D) is disjoint from
([0,s] x @°L) U ({s} x Q) and ¢~ (P) = 9,D?"*'1~* x Dk,
(iii) L(0) =c*ty and L(1) = pyeL.
This space is topologized in the same way as the resolutions from the previous
subsection. Define K (W, x, £), to be the subspace of K(W, y, l’)s< (p+1) consisting
of those tuples (¢;; ¢;; <Li)i=o,... p such that:
(1) to <ty <--- <t
(ii) The embeddings c; are pairwise disjoint.
This defines a semi-simplicial space K (W, y, f)e in the same way as in the last
subsection.

Definition 5.2.2 (Left resolution). Let n + 1 < k < 2n + 1 be an integer, P,Q €
CObg,a”L and (S> W) € CObg),avL,n (P, Q) Let

X: (81D+k_ % R2n+1—k\D2n+1—k’ 801D§_ % R2n+1—k\D2n+1—k) N (P, ahp)

be an embedding and £ a ©-structure on [0, 2] xd; DX xR?™*1~ such that ¢| (0} x & DExR2n+1-k\ p2nti-k = x*tp.
Let ¢F = y o y, for every t € (2, ). Define K (W, y, £), to be the space of triples
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(t,c, L) where t € (2,00), ¢ : (D*™17F x Dk D?m*+1=k x 3,DK) s (W, 9"W) an
embedding of pairs and £ : [0, 1] — BunS(T(D*"*17F x D¥), ©*y41) is a path
of structures fixed as y ¢ on aD?"*'=k x DK satisfying the following properties:
(i) (Collared expansion of meridian of y byt near P) For some § > 0, we have
c(x,0) = gbf(ﬁ v) + (1 — |x|) - eg where ¢ is the first coordinate vector of
R X RY for all x such that 1 — |x| < 6.
(ii) The image (C,d"C) = ¢(D***'~% x Dk, D?"*1=k x 9,D¥) is disjoint from
([0,s] x 8°L) U ({s} x Q) and ¢! (P) = aD?"*1-k x Dk,
(iii) L(0) =c*ty and L(1) = pyeL.
This space is topologized in the same way as the resolutions from the previous

subsection. Define K (W, x, £), to be the subspace of K (W, y, {’):(PH) consisting
of those tuples (t;; ¢;; Li)i=o,... » such that:

(i) to <ty <+ <ty
(ii) The embeddings c; are pairwise disjoint.

This defines a semi-simplicial space K (W, y, £)..

Definition 5.2.3 (Interior resolution). Let n + 1 < k < 2n + 1 be an integer,
P,Q € CobQ ,; and (s, W) € CobQ yo; ,(P, Q). Let

X . aDk X R2n+1—k\D2n+1—k [N P\ahP

be an embedding and ¢ is a ©-structure on [0,2] x dDF x R¥*"*'7% such that
£] {0y xapkxr\p2n+1-k = X" p. Let ¢ = you, foreveryt € (2, 00). Define K (W, y, £)o
to be the space of triples (¢, ¢, .L') where t € (2, 00), ¢ : D¥"*17*x Dk < W\0"W an
embedding of pairs and L : [0,1] — Bung‘,’,l(T(DZ”“‘k X DK), ©*yy,11) is a path of
structures fixed as p;¢ on aD*+1=k 5 D¥where Buny(T (D***17% x DK), 6*y341)
satisfying the following properties:

(i) (Collared translation of the meridian of y byt near P) For some § > 0, we
have c¢(x,v) = gblf(('x?l, v) + (1—|x|) - o where e is the first coordinate vector
of R x RY for all x such that 1 — |x| < é.
(ii) The image C = ¢(D***'=% x D) is disjoint from ([0, s] X 3°L) U ({s} X Q)
and ¢~ 1(P) = 9D¥"*1=k x Dk,
(iii) L(0) =™ty and L(1) = £;.
This space is topologized in the same way as the resolutions from the previous

subsection. Define K (W, x, £), to be the subspace of K (W, y, t’);< (p+1) consisting
of those tuples (¢;; ¢;; oLi)i=o,... p such that:

() to <ty <---<tp
(ii) The embeddings c; are pairwise disjoint.

This defines a semi-simplicial space K(W, y, £)..
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Definition 5.2.4. Given P,Q € Cobg)) oo and y and £ as in one of the above defini-
tions. Define K, ¢ (P, Q), to be the space of pairs (W, x) where W € Cobg,(m,n (P,Q)
and x € K(W, y,{),. This space maps to Cobg’ oo.n (P, Q) by forgetting x for every
p=0.

5.2.1. Functoriality of the resolutions. We continue by remarking "functori-
ality" properties of these resolutions with respect to pre- and post-composition.
This will play the same role as the analogous step for the middle dimensional case.

Lemma 5.2.5. Let W' : Q ~ S be a morphism in Cobg’auL which is strongly
(n — 1)-connected relative to Q, then post-composition defines a map of augmented
semi-simplicial spaces

W o (=) : Kye(P,Q)e = Kyt (P,S)..

Proof. By the same argument as in Lemma 4.1.10, post-composition defines a
map CobQ yo; ,(P,Q) — Cobg s (P, S). Since the embeddings in K (P, Q) are
disjoint from Q, post composition with inclusion in W’ induces data in K ,(P, S).
The verification of the conditions above follows by unravelling definitions. O

Construction 5.2.6. We follow exactly the strategy of Construction 5.1.8. Fix a
diffeomorphism e : (D* x D217k Dk x 9D2"+1K) = ((s-e; + D¥) x D17k (s-
ey + DF) x 9,D?"*1=k) U [0, s] x (aD* x D¥"*17k 9Dk x g,D?"+1-kK) = B, U A = D.
Given (t,c,.L) € K(W, y, ) for y of left type and (s, W) : P’ ~» P such that
supp(W) N y = 0, define ¢; : Dy < W’ U W by taking B; to ¢ and A to [0, s] X
¢| spkxp2nt1-k. The triple (t, €5 (cs), €5 (Ls)), where L is given by extending
the patﬁ of ®-structure L along the collar A,, satisfies properties (i) — (iii).
When y is of right type, one proceeds in a similar way by adding now a collar
[0, 5] X (8; DK x D?"*+1=k 99, DK x D#+1-K) to (DK x D?"*+1=k 9, DK x D?"*+1=k) For
interior type, one proceed analogously. (For more detail, see [GR17b, Defn. 4.13].)

a,n—1

Lemma 5.2.7. Let (s, W) : P" ~> P be amorphismin Cobg" .,

im(y) = 0, then pre-composition defined above

such that supp(W)N

(_) oW’ : g{)(,l(P, Q)o - )(,t’(P,’ Q)-

is a map of augmented semi-simplicial spaces. Moreover, for W' : Q ~» S, then the
pre and post-composition maps commute strictly in the natural way.

Proof. This follows exactly as Lemma 5.2.5. O
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5.2.2. Contractability of core complexes for higher handles. We establish
the analog of Theorem 5.1.10 and Theorem 5.1.19 for higher handles. Notice that
the statement has no mention of a ®-end, since the augmented semi-simplicial
spaces are already resolutions before statibilizing with the ©-end. The analogous
phenomenon was observed in [GR17b, Theorem 6.6].

Proposition 5.2.8. Let P,Q € Cobg)’a%, X and ¢ be as in Definition 5.2.4. Then
1K e (P, Q)el| — Cobg,avL,n(P, Q) is an equivalence, provided (B, B°) is0-connected.

Proof. By the same argument as in Lemma 5.1.6, it suffices to prove that K (W, x, £).
has contractible realisation for every W € Cobg’ o010 (P, Q). We can replace
K (W, x,€)s by K(W, y,£) of 0-simplices (t,c, L) where ¢ is only assumed to
be an immersion whose restriction to its core is an embedding and higher sim-
plices (¢, ¢;, JL3); if the cores of ¢; are pairwise disjoint. This is analogous to
Definition 5.1.11. By the same argument of Proposition 5.1.18, it follows that
the map ||K (W, x,{)e|| — || K (W, X, £)e|| is an equivalence. One verifies that
K (W, x, ) produces a topological flag complex (augmented over a point) as in
Proposition 3.2.5. (See the proof of [GR17b, Thm. 6.6] for a similar argument.)
Thus, it suffices to verify the conditions (i) — (iii) of [GR14, Thm. 6.2] for this
augmented flag complex. Condition (i) is vacuous because X_; is a point. Condi-
tion (ii) is equivalent to K(W, y, £)o being non-empty. We separate by cases and
start with the case of y being of right type. Consider the following diagram

X
(0, D?*1=F x DF, gy D2n*+1-k x D) N (P,d"P) —— (W,"W)

it
(Din+1—k % Dk, aODin-H_k % Dk) Hs (B, Ba)

which admits a lift making the top triangle commute strictly and the lower one
up to homotopy, since #jy is strongly n-connected and k > n by Lemma 2.1.8,
since (B, B?) and thus (W, 8"W) are 0-connected. By Smale-Hirsch theory as in
Lemma 5.1.14, we may assume that ¢ is an immersion of pairs, as yi;¢ is covered
by a bundle map. Moreover, since 2(2n + 1 — k) < 2n + 1, this immersion can
be assumed to be an embedding once restricted to D?"*1= x {0}. By scaling the
tubular neighborhood, we can homotope this immersion to be an embedding c.
Choose L to be the path of ®-structures given by the homotopy of the bottom
triangle above, and thus (3,c,L) € K (W, y,f)o. The right and interior types
follow exactly the same strategy, where the appropriate lifting problem will have
a solution by the connectivity of £y and the restriction on k. We finish with
condition (iii). Given a p-simplex v = {(t;, ¢, &L;) }i=o,... , We have to find (¢, ¢, L)
such that {(¢,c,£)} Uvisa (p + 1)-simplex. Take t = t; — € for all i, consider c the
embedding ¢, composed with an expansion on its vertical boundary (in P) so it
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lies in ¢}. This is done in the same way as c. in the proof of Proposition 5.1.15.
We can isotope c relative to its vertical boundary such that it is disjoint to all ¢;
by transversality [Gen11, Lemma 9.2], since the handle dimension of the cores
is strictly smaller than half of the total dimension. Taking £ to be £, composed
with the expansion in P. We see that {(t,¢,£)} Uov is a (p + 1)-simplex. O

5.2.3. Resolutions are degree-wise cuts. As in the middle dimensional case,
we proceed now by specifying our choice of y and . Let W : M ~» N be a
morphism in Cobg)’!';;Ll, o an attaching map of index k and ¢ be a ®-structure
satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 4.4.4. For the remaining of this subsection,
we set y = O'|aDkXRin+1—k\Din+1—k if o is of right type, y = O’lalD_IEXRzn+1—k\D2n+1—k
for the left type and y := o|ypkygen+1-k\ pen+1-« for the interior type. Once again,
we see y both in N and in M.

Recall the definition of ¢° from Definition 4.4.1. We proceed exactly as in
Section 5.1.4 to define a morphism (p + 1, tr(¢%P*1)) : P ~» yP*1(P, ¢, £) given
by the union of the traces tr(¢g;) for 1 < i < p + 1, whose ©-structure is induced
by ¢. Inside this cobordism, we have embeddings corego; fori =1,---,p + 1. We
define a map

(=) 0 ¢7P*! - CobQ yop , (XP T (N, 0,0),K|;) = Ky e(N,Kl)p

by taking (s, X) to (s + p + 1, X o tr(¢7P*1); (3i; corego ;3 Li)i=1,... p+1) Where L;
is the constant path at z;,£. Similarly, we have the analogous map replacing N by
M and using the cores of Ly (tr(¢°P*!)) coming from the cores of tr(¢oP*1). We
denote this map also by (=) o P*1,

Lemma 5.2.9. The following square

(_)O¢a,p+1
Cobd gor (X" (N, 0, £),K|;) —— Ko (N, Kl:)p
l(_)o){p+l(w’0>[) J((_)OW

(=)oph
CObg,a”L,n(Xp+1 (Ms o, f)a K|l) — g{x,f(Ma K|l)p

is homotopy commutative.
Proof. This follows verbatim with the strategy of Lemma 5.1.26. O
Proposition 5.2.10. The map
(=) 0 $7#*1: Cob gor (X" (N, 0, £), Kli) = Ko (N.Kl)p
is an equivalence, for every p > 0. The analogous claim for M also holds.

Proof. This follow verbatim with the strategy of Proposition 5.1.27. O
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5.2.4. Proof of the closure property. We finish by proving Theorem 4.4.4. Let
W : M ~ N be a morphism in Cobg)’,’:);, o an attaching map of index k and ¢ be a
©-structure satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 4.4.4. Assume y? (W, ¢°,¢) € W
for every p > 1. Recall the definition of y from the previous subsubsection.

Consider the square

1K e (N, Kloo)s|| —— [|K.e (M, K]oo)o]|

l l

CObgﬁ"L,n(N’ Klw) —— CObg),a"L,n (M, K|o)

obtained by Lemma 5.1.9. By Proposition 5.2.8, the vertical maps are equivalences.
We proceed exactly as in Section 5.1.5 to deduce that the upper map is an abelian
homology equivalence by using Proposition 5.2.10 instead of Proposition 5.1.27.
This finishes the proof. The proofs for the left and interior cases are analogous.

6. STABLE HOMOLOGY AND GROUP COMPLETION.

In this section, we use the main results of the last sections, namely Theorems 3.1.10
and 4.1.11, to prove a generalization of Theorem B. This will be crucial to deduce
Theorem A and more generally, a version with tangential structures in the next
section. We start by stating the main result of this section. To do so, consider
the following definitions. Throughout this section, we fix again the data in As-
sumptions 4.1.1. Although our main result of this section will not feature the L,
its proof requires us to choose a specific L and thus establish preliminary results
where a general L is present. We specialize to our desired L by the end of this
section. In Definition 4.1.9, we introduced the notion of a ®-end in Cobg) oo, but
we now consider a variation which does not use the L.

Definition 6.0.1. A ©-end K in Cobg is a sequence of composable morphisms
{Kl{iis1] : Kli ~ Klis1}izo

in CobQ such that:
(i) for every i > 0, the inclusions (K|;, 9K|;) — (Kl[i,m],ahl(l[i,m]) and
(Kli+1, 9Klix1) = (Kl[ii+1]5 8"K|li,i+1]) are strongly (n — 1)-connected,
(i) foreveryi > 0, there exists an embedding  : (Vi, Wi 1) — (K|{ii+1], ahK|[l~,i+1])
such that w*fK[i,Hl | isa standard ©-structure in the sense of Definition 4.1.4.

For a pair of objects P, Q € Cobg, consider the map Cobd (P, Q) — Q[po|BCobd
that takes a morphism to the path in BCobg) represented by this morphism.
For an object P € Cobg), let JVg(P) denote Cobg((/), P) and let JVg’n(P) be
the subspace of .4 g (P) consisting of those morphisms (W, £) such that &y :

115



JOAO LOBO FERNANDES

(W, d"W) — (B, BY) is strongly n-connected. Given a ®-end K in Cobg), denote by
,/Vg’n(Kloo) the homotopy colimit over i of the maps K|{; ;110 (-) : JVg,n (K];) —
N g .(Kli+1) (which are well defined by the first assumption in Definition 6.0.1,
see Lemma 4.1.10.).

We have a map JVg)’n(KLXJ) — Q[@qu]BCobg where the target denotes
the homotopy colimit of the maps Q[ k|,;BCoby — Q(ox|,,,]BCobg given by
concatenating loops with the path represented by the morphism K]|; ;+1]. Recall
that a map of spaces f : X — Y is acyclic if for all local systems £ on Y, the
induced map H..(X; f*L) — H.(Y, L) is an isomorphism in all degrees. We are
now ready to state the main result of this section. Recall from Assumptions 4.1.1
that we assume 2n + 1 > 7 and B? is path-connected.

Theorem 6.0.2. Assume (B, B?) is 1-connected. Let K be a ©®-end in Cobg such
that oK |y # 0 and JVg,n(KIO) # (. Then the map

JVSH(KL)o) b Q[@,K‘W]BCobg
is acyclic.

The majority of the remainder of this section is devoted to proving this state-
ment. We will proceed similarly to [GR17b, Section 7], so we attempt to make our
exposition as close to this reference as possible. To prove this statement, we will
need two preliminary versions of Theorem 6.0.2, which are stated and proved in
the next two subsections. Finally, the last subsection is devoted to the proof of
Corollary C.

6.1. The group completion argument.

The main goal of this subsection is to prove the first preliminary version of the
statement above using Theorem 4.1.11. Recall that we have fixed an L as in
Assumptions 4.1.1. Given two objects P, Q € Cobg’avL, denote by Cobg";i n(P, 0)
the subspace of Cobg";;i (P, Q) (see Definition 4.1.6) of those (W, {’Wi such that
tw = (W, "W) — (B,Ba) is strongly n-connected. Given a ©-end K in Cobg, 9L
(see Definition 4.1.9), we denote by Cobg’)';;i)n (P, K|) the homotopy colimit of
the post-composition maps by K]|[;;+1], similar to the definition above. Before
stating the main result of this subsection, we introduce the following notion. For
k > 2, we say that the pair (B, B?) is (Ey) if there exists a strongly k-connected
map (X, X’) — (B, B?) from a CW complex pair (X, X’) such that X’ has finite
k-skeleton and the pair (X, X’) has finite (k + 1)-skeleton (i.e. the (k + 1)-skeleton
of the relative CW filtration of X relative to X’ is finite). We now state the first

preliminary version of Theorem 6.0.2.
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Proposition 6.1.1. Assume (B, B®) is 1-connected and (E,) . Let K be a ©-end in
Cobg,aUL such that |k, is strongly (n — 1)-connected. IfP € Coba’auL, then the map

Cobg’;v;n(P,mm) N Q[p,mw]BCobg'goz

is acyclic.

Remark 6.1.2. Observe that if © satisfies the assumption of Theorem 6.0.2, there
exists a nullbordism W of K|, with a strongly n-connected map to (B, B°). Since
W and "W are compact manifolds, they admit finite CW structures. Thus (B, B?)
satisfies the condition (Ey).

6.1.1. An easier case. We start the proof of Proposition 6.1.1 by establishing an
intermediate version, where the hypothesis on K and © are stronger.

Proposition 6.1.3. Assume (B, B%) is 1-connected and (E,). Let K be a ©-end
in Cobd 0,00 Such that t|g, is strongly (n — 1)-connected and {|ky,,., is strongly
n-connected for everyi. If P € Cob@ o0, then the map

Cob2"! (P, K|w) = Q[pk]|.)BCob2"

0,0°L,n o, avL

is acyclic.

The proof of this result will use Theorem 4.1.11 in conjuction with the gener-
alized group completion theorem for topological categories, as stated in [GR17b,
Thm. A.1]. To use these results, we need to prove the following lemmas. The
overall goal of these lemmas is to relate the morphism spaces of the category
Coba’;z,i and the subfunctor Cob ,.; ,(~, K|«), which is the object of study of
Theorem 4.1.11.

Lemma 6.1.4. In the context of Proposition 6.1.3, the inclusion Cob2™;! (P,K|;) C

0,0°L,n
Cob@ oorn (P, K|i) is an equality, for every i > 0.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove that for any morphism W : P ~» K|; such that ¢|yy is
strongly n-connected, then (K|;, "K|;) — (W, 8"W) is strongly (n—1)-connected.
Start by observing that the map (K|;, "K|;) — (K] [i,+00)> K| [i+00)) is strongly
(n — 1)-connected. To do this, we show that (K|;, "K|;) — (Kl{iixj]> ahK|[l-,,-+j])
is strongly (n — 1)-connected for all j > 1. For j = 1, this follows from the defi-
nition of a ®-end. By induction, it suffices to prove that (K|[;+ ], K| [Li+j]) =
(Kl[iivje1])s 6hK|[,-’,~+j+1])) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. Observe the following
homotopy pushout square

(K|i+jaahK|i+j) (K|[i,i+j]aahK|[i,i+j])

l l

(K|[i+j,i+j+1],ahK|[i+j,i+j+1]) - (Kl[i,i+j+1]’ahK|[i,i+j+1])
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where the left vertical map is strongly (n — 1)-connected by definition. Applying
Lemma 2.1.4, we have that the right vertical map is strongly (n — 1)-connected, as
claimed. Now the following square

(K|, &"K|;)) ———— (W, d"W)

l l

(K|[i,00)s ahK|[i,oo)) - (B: Ba)

implies that the composite (K|;, 3"K|;) — (B, B?) is strongly (n — 1)-connected.
By Lemma 2.1.3, we deduce that (K|;, "K|;) — (W, 3"W) is strongly (n — 1)-
connected, since n > 3. This finishes the proof. O

Before we prove Proposition 6.1.3, we need the following lemma about the
condition (E,). For a map of pairs f : (X, X’) — (Y,Y’), recall the definition of
the triad homotopy group z.(Y, Y’, X) from Definition 2.1.6.

Lemma 6.1.5. Letk > 2. Let (B, B’) be a 1-connected pair satisfying (Ex) such that
B’ is path-connected. Then the following claims hold:

(i) B’ satisfies Wall’s finiteness condition (F}) (in the sense of [Wal65, p. 57])

(ii) Let (W,W’) be a CW pair such that both W and W’ have finite k-skeleton
relative to 0. Let f : (W,W’) — (B, B’) be a strongly (k — 1)-connected map
such that fly : W — B’ is k-connected, then the triad homotopy group
7k+1(B, B', W) is finitely generated as a Z[ ;W' |-module.

Proof. Let a : (X,X") — (B, B’) be strongly k-connected map from a CW pair
(X, X’) such that X’ has finite k-skeleton and the pair (X, X’) has finite (k + 1)-
skeleton. For (i), we observe that a|x : X’ — B’ can be made into a weak
equivalence by attaching cells of dimension at least k + 1. Let Y be the CW complex
given by the result of that procedure. Then Y satisfies Wall’s (Fy) condition by
[Wal65, Thm. A]. Since B’ is weakly equivalent to Y, we conclude that B’ satisfies
Wall’s (Fy) condition.

We focus now on (ii). From the hypothesis, one obtains that the spaces
W, W’, B and B’ are path-connected, hence we will drop the basepoint from the
notation of the relative and triad homotopy groups that appear in this proof.
Additionally, we obtain that f : W — B is k-connected, since it factors as
W — W Uy~ B’ — B, both of which are k-connected maps. We denote 7’ =
m(W’) = m(B’) and 7 == m (W) = m1(B). Consider the long exact sequence of
the map of pairs (W, B) — (W', B’) induced by f

© T Tkt (B,! W,) ﬁ;. Tlk+1 (B, W) — TTk+1 (39 B” W) _— ”k(B,’ W,) — e

of Z[n']-modules. Since f|y- is k-connected, the rightmost module vanishes,
and hence my.1(B, B’, W) is isomorphic to the cokernel of f.. Moreover, since
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flw and f|w- are k-connected, the Hurewicz homomorphisms mx.1(B’, W’') —
Hi1 (B, W', Z[7']) and 741 (B, W) — Hp41(B, W; Z[x]) are isomorphisms. Un-
der these isomorphisms, the map f. corresponds to the composite

’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 23 ﬁ

Denote the kernel of Z[ '] — Z[ 7] by K. Since 7’ — 1 is surjective, the left map
above fits in the long exact sequence

+ = He (B, WS Z[n']) — Hia (B, W5 f*Z[]) — He(B, W K) — -+ -

Since f'|w is k-connected, the Z[ 7’ ]-module Hy (B’, W’; K) vanishes. We conclude
that 7.1 (B, B’, W) is isomorphic to the cokernel of the map of Z[x']-modules
fr i Hgp1 (B, W' f*Z[]) — Hyy1 (B, W;Z[]). Once again by k-connectivity of
flwr, this cokernel is isomorphic to Hy1 (B, B’ Uy W;Z[x]). Thus, it suffices to
prove that the latter module is finitely generated as a Z[]-module, as this implies
that it is finitely generated as a Z[7’]-module, as 7 — 7 is surjective. We will do
so by showing that the chain complex of Z[]-modules C.(B, B" Uy W;Z[r]) of
relative chains with coefficients in Z[ ] is quasi-isomorphic to a chain complex
C. such that C, = 0 for * < k and Cy; is finitely generated. We will use the
following general facts about chain complexes of R-modules for a ring R. We say
that a chain complex of R-modules has finite k-skeleton if it is quasi-isomorphic to
a chain complex which is degreewise finitely generated projective in degrees at
most k.

(i) Leti € Z, given a cofiber sequence of chain complexes of R-modules A —
B — C such that A and B have finite i — 1 and i-skeletons, respectively, then
C has finite i-skeleton: this follows since C is quasi-isomorphic to the cone
of A — B, which in degree d € Z is given by Ay_; @ By.

(i) Leti > 0 and let C be a chain complex of projective R-modules supported in
non-negative degrees. If H.(C) = 0 for = < i, then C is quasi-isomorphic to
a chain complex D supported in degrees at least i + 1. If, additionally, C, is
finitely generated projective for * < i + [ for a fixed | > 0, then D, can be
assumed to be finitely generated projective for + < i+ 1 : This is essentially an
algebraic analogue of Whitehead’s cell trading lemma [Whi50, Lemma 15]
(see also [FP93, Lemma 6.1]). By induction on i, we can assume that C,. = 0
for * < i — 1. Since H;(C) = 0, it follows that d : C;;; — C; is surjective.
Choose a section s : C; — Cj4q of d, which is possible since C; is projective.
Let D(C;) be the chain complex concentrated in degrees i and i + 1 with
value C; in both entries, and whose only possible non-trivial differential is
the identity. Let C’" be the cone of the chain map s : D(C;) — C given by
idc, in degree i and s in degree i + 1. In particular, C;, = C; for * # i+ 1,i+2
and C, = C. @ C; for * =i + 1,i + 2. Since D(C;) is acyclic, it follows that
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C — ('’ is a quasi-isomorphism. Moreover, we have a degreewise split
injective map (0,1id) : D(C;) — C’ which is the identity in degree i and is
0®1idc, : C; — Ciy1 @ C; in degree i + 1. Let D be the degreewise cokernel
of (0,id), which is quasi-isomorphic to C, as it is also the cofiber of (0, id),
as this map is degreewise injective. Moreover, we see that D, = 0 for = < i,
Dii1 = Cis1, Diy2 is the direct sum of projective modules, and D, = C, for
* > i+ 3. Finally, one traces that the additional finite generation hypothesis
on C implies the desired finite generation on D.

Start by observing that we have a cofiber sequence of Z[7]-modules
C.(W,W';Z[r]) — C.(B,B’;Z[n]) — C.(B,B Uy W;Z[x]).

The chain complex C. (W, W’; Z[]) is the cofiber of C.(W’; Z[x]) — C.(W;Z][x]),
which is map of chain complexes with finite k-skeleta, by taking cellular chains
(which are degreewise free modules) and using the assumptions on the skeleta of
W’ and W. From (i) above, we deduce that C,.(W, W’; Z[x]) has finite k-skeleton.
On the other hand, the chain complex C.(B, B’; Z[x]) is the cofiber of the con-
necting map C.41(B, B’ Ux» X;Z[r]) — C.(X,X’;Z[x]), where (X,X’) is the
source of the map « defined in the first line of this proof. By taking cellular chains
and the assumption on (X, X’), we obtain that C.(X, X’; Z[x]) has finite (k + 1)-
skeleton. Since B’ Ux’ X — Bis (k + 1)-connected, we can apply (ii) to obtain that
Ci+1(B, B' Ux» X;Z[ x]) is quasi-isomorphic to a chain complex concentrated in
degrees at least k + 1. In particular, this former chain complex has finite k-skeleton.
From (i), we conclude that C.(B, B’ Uy W;Z[x]) has finite (k + 1)-skeleton. Now
applying (ii) to this chain complex, we obtain that C. (B, B’ Uy W;Z[r]) is quasi-
isomorphic to a chain complex concentrated in degrees at least k + 1 and whose
entry in degree k + 1 is finitely generated, as B" Uy W — B is k-connected. This
finishes this proof. O

Lemma 6.1.6. In the context of Proposition 6.1.3, the map induced by inclusion

Cobg"ur (P Klow) — Cobg" 1 (P, Kleo)

is an equivalence.

Proof. Start by noticing that Cobg)’!';;Llsn (P,K]|;) is a union of path components of

Cobg’,’égé (P,K|;) for every i > 0. So it suffices to prove that the induced map on
7 is surjective after taking the colimit over i. Moreover, it suffices to prove that
given a morphism W : P ~» K];, there exists a j > i such that (W UK][; ;) Iwu
K|[ij1) — (B,B?) is strongly n-connected.

Since (K|;, 9"K|;) — (W, d"W) and (K|;, "K|;) — (B, B) (see Lemma 6.1.4)
are strongly (n — 1)-connected, we have that (W, d"W) — (B, B?) is strongly
(n — 1)-connected by Lemma 2.1.3. We show that there exists j, such that the

120



STABLE MODULI SPACES OF ODD-DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLD TRIADS

map (W U K|[l-,j],8h(W UK]|[ij1)) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected. This is
inspired by [GR17b, Lemma 7.7]. We first show that there exists j, such that
the map o"(W U K|[ij)) — B? is n-connected. By Lemma 6.1.5, B? is (F,) and
so 7,(B% d"W) is a finitely generated Z[; (B?)]-module, since n > 3. This im-
plies that ker(7,_1(0"W) — m,_1(B?)) is a finitely generated Z[z; (B?)]-module.
Choose a finite basis {a,}, for this module. It follows from the hypothesis, there
exists an integer [ > 0 such that the images of a,, in 7, _; ("(WUK] [ii+1])) Vanish
for all p. Similarly, we need to add a finite number of elements of 7, (B°) to the im-
age of 7, (3" (W UK| [ii+1])) to generate m,(B?) as Z[; (B?)]-modules. Thus there
exists an I’ > [ such that, additionally, the map 7, (0" (W U K| [ii+'])) = Tn(B%)
is surjective. Therefore, the map (W UK]| [Li+l']) — B? is n-connected.

Let W' == W U K|[;;+r) and consider now the group 7,1 (B, B%, W’). By
Lemma 6.1.5, this group is finitely generated as a Z[;(3"W’)]-module. This im-
plies that ker (7, (W', 3"W’) — 7,(B, B?)) is finitely generated as a Z[; (3"W")]-
module. Choose a finite basis {b,} for this module. By hypothesis, there exists an
integer m > 0 such that the images of b, in 7, (W’ UK/ |17 1+ m]> (W' UK| (1+m]))
vanish for all q. Similarly, we can generate 7,.1(B, B°) as a module over 7, (B?) =
71 (3"W’) by the image of 7,41 (W’ U Klv.1r+m)s Iw’'u K|[r.1r+m])) and finitely
many elements. Thus, there exists an m’ > m such that, additionally, the map
Tn1 (W UK |1 1 4mr s 8h(W’UK|[l/,l/+m,])) — 141(B, BY) is surjective. Therefore,
the map (W UK|(sismv], (W UK 541:4m)) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected.
This finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 6.1.3. We apply [GR17b, Thm. A.14] to the category Cobg’z;Ll.

Condition (i) follows as in the proof of [GR17b, Prop. 7.5]. To verify (ii), we
observe that the functor Cobg’,';;i(—, K|w) is equivalent to Cobg), ooL.n(— Klw) by
Lemma 6.1.6 and Lemma 6.1.4. The latter takes all morphisms to abelian homology
equivalences by Theorem 4.1.11, which is precisely (ii). Thus, we obtain that the
map

Cobg".; (P, Klw) = Q(pki.]BCobg o]

is acyclic. By pre-composing with the map in Lemma 6.1.6, we finish the proof. O

6.1.2. O-surgery. The goal of this subsubsection is to provide a general con-
struction which will allow us to produce a ®-end K’ satisfying the hypothesis
of Proposition 6.1.3 from a ®-end K satisfying only the hypothesis of Proposi-
tion 6.1.1. In the next subsubsection, we will relate these ®-ends to give a proof of
the latter statement. This construction takes the form of the following result.

Proposition 6.1.7. Assume (B, B®) is (E,) and let R be an object in Cobg,a% such
that fg : (R, d"R) — (B, B?) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. If (R, d"R) is 1-connected,
then there exists a morphism Wg : R ~ R’ in Cobg,a% satisfying the following
properties:
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(a) The inclusions (R, "R) < (Wg, d"Wg) < (R’,d"R’) are strongly (n — 1)-
connected;
(b) : (Wi, d"Wr) — (B, B?) is strongly n-connected.

One can see this result as an analog of [Kre99, Prop. 4] for triads. In fact, the
strategy is analogous to the proof of loc.cit. (see also [GR17b, Lemma 7.6]). We start
with two constructions that will be essential to the proof of Proposition 6.1.7. Let
(M, ty) € Cobg, oor and k > 0 be an integer. Assume we are given an embedding
e : Sk — 9"M\0"M and a map ¢ : D**! — B extending e*£y on aD**!. We
say that e and ¢ occur as the trace of a right ©-surgery if there exists a morphism
(W, ) : M ~ M’ which admits a handle decomposition with a single right
(k + 1)-handle (recall Definition 2.3.3) relative to M, whose attaching map is a
thickening of e such that there exists a homotopy commutive diagram

(M U, D1 9hM U, DFY —— (W, 9"'W)

Jov
AUl

(B.B%)

where 1 is the inclusion map induced by the core of the single right (k + 1)-handle.
The following lemma provides a sufficient condition for this to be the case. This
will be useful to construct morphisms in Cobg’ oor, With prescribed ©-structure.

Lemma 6.1.8. Let e : S* — OM be an embedding and ¢ : D**' — B? be an
extension of the ©-structure e*€y;. Then e and ¢ occur as the trace of a right ©-
surgery, provided k < n — 1.

Proof. This is essentially [GR14, Section 4.1] by applying it to M and extending
the trace and 07-structure to a collar. O

The second construction is analogous to the first but for left surgery. Let again
(M, ty) € Cobg,auL and k > 0 be an integer. Let e : (9;DX*1, 9y, DX*1) — (M, oM)
be an embedding along with a map ¢ : (DX*!, 9,D**!) — (B, B?) that extends e* £y
in (9;D*1, 9y, DX*1). We say that e and ¢ occur as the trace of a left ©-surgery if
there exists a morphism (W, i) : M ~ M’ which admits a handle decomposition
with a single left (k + 1)-handle (recall Definition 2.3.3) whose attaching map is a
thickening of e such that there exists a homotopy commutive diagram

(M U, DK "M U, 0, D) —— (W, o"W)

A Ue

(B.B%)

where 1 is the inclusion map induced by the core of the single left (k + 1)-handle.
The next lemma is analogous to Lemma 6.1.8.

122



STABLE MODULI SPACES OF ODD-DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLD TRIADS

Lemma 6.1.9. Let e : (3D}, 0,D!*') — (M, M) be an embedding and ¢ :
(Dfr“, 3yD"*1) — (B, B%) be an extension of the ©-structure e*y;. Then £p occurs
as the trace of a left ©-surgery, provided | < 2n — 1.

Proof. We follow the strategy of [GR14, Section 4.1]. The embedding e induces an
embedding

e = [0,1] x e: [0,1] X (8;D1*1, 99 DI*Y) — [0, 1] x (M, oM).

Let A = (DY\int(21DI), 9D \int($9,D4")) and identify it with [0,1] x

(91 DY, 9y DLFY). As in [GR14, Section 4.1], £y induces a collared bundle map of
pairs T(Di“, 80D£_+1)|A — (0*y2n+1, (0°)*y2n). We start by proving that such a

map admits an extension to a collared bundle map T(Di“, aoDi”) — (0*y2n+1, (09)*y2n)
which covers the map #p. Note that it suffices to find a collared bundle map
T(DY, 9oDLY) — €5(0*yan+1, (62)*yan)over the pair (DL, 3,DI*!) extending the
given map on the subspace A. Since both collared bundles are trivial, as they are
bundles over a contractible pair, this problem is equivalent to finding a lift of the
following lifting problem

(8:D5, 91 DY) —— (Vi(2n + 1), Vi_1(2n))

-7
—
-
-
-
P
-
-
—

(D-li-+1’ alD{:l)

where V; () is the Stiefel manifold of i-frames on R/ and the top map is induced by
the trivialization over the subspace A. The upper right pair is (2n — 1)-connected,
thus a lift always exists if [ < 2n — 1. Choose now such a collared bundle map
of pairs T(D*', 3,D*1) — (0*yans1, (02)*y2n), which induces a collared vector
bundle pair (V,V’) — (D', 3,D!*") of dimension 2n — I and collar bundle map

T(D_l:-l, aoD_l:l) & (V, Vl) - (0*Y2n+1’ (08)*)/211),

which is a fiberwise isomorphism and extends the given map. The disc bundle of
(V,V’) is then identified with the normal bundle of e; once restricted to A. Since
the bundle (V, V”) has contractible base, then its disc bundle is diffeomorphic to
(D' x D?n=1 9,DH1 x D?=1) Consider now the pushout of pairs

(D(V),D(V')|a — (D(V),D(V"))

| l

([0, 1] x M, [0,1] X M) —— (W, d"W)

which is a model for attachment of a left (I + 1)-handle along a thickening of e.
This description comes with a preferred ©-structure given by the bundle maps
defined above. In other words, £p occurs as a left trace of a surgery. This finishes
the proof. O
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We remark that the discussion above did not use the fact that the dimension
of the cobordisms is odd in any essential way. We are now ready to start the
proof of Proposition 6.1.7. This will be done by constructing Wr step by step
increasing the connectivity of its ©-structure. We start by deducing the existence
of an intermediate morphism, where (b) is satisfied in the boundary.

Lemma 6.1.10. Let R be an object ofCobg)’az,L satisfying the conditions of Propo-
sition 6.1.7. Then there exists a morphism (W, &) : R ~ Ry in Cobg,auL satisfying
properties (a) and where the map £, : 3"W, — B? is n-connected.

Proof. This follows by applying the construction of the proof of [GR17b, Lemma
7.6] to P = "R and extending it to a morphism in Cobg, oo, Using right handles
(see Remark 2.3.6), which is possible by Lemma 6.1.8. The property (a) follows
from (1) from Section 2.3.2. The map ¢, is n-connected by property (iv) in the
proof of [GR17b, Lemma 7.6]. |

Lemma 6.1.11. Let R be an object ofCobg))auL satisfying the conditions of Propo-
sition 6.1.7. Then there exists a morphism (Wy, £;) : R~ Ry in Cobg,aoL satisfying
properties (a) and where the map |y, "Wy — B? is n-connected and the map
(£1) : (Wi, "Wy) — 7;(B, BY) is an isomorphism fori < n.

Proof. Let (Wy, %) : R ~> Ry be amorphism satisfying the properties of Lemma 6.1.10.
Observe that m(9"W,) = m,(B?), since n > 2. We start by observing that the
triad homotopy group (recall from Definition 2.1.6) 7,4+, (B, B, Wp) is a finitely
generated Z[; (B?)]-module, by Lemma 6.1.5. We construct now the surgery data
in order to construct the cobordism W;. The Z[r; (B?)]-module

ker ((fo)* s (W, 3"We) — Jr,,(B,Ba))
is finitely generated: consider the long exact sequence on homotopy groups
+ = 41 (B, B%) = 41 (B, B%, W) — 7a(Wo, " Wo) — (B, B?) — -+

This is an exact sequence of Z[; (B?)]-modules, since 3"W, — B is an isomor-
phism on ;. However, the module 7,1 (B, B2, Wp) surjects to the kernel consid-
ered above and thus the latter is also finitely generated. Pick generators 31, - - - , B4
of this kernel as a Z [ 1 (B?)]-module. Since the map 7,,(Ro, 9"R) — 7, (Wp, " Wp)
is surjective, we can represent these generators by maps

Bi : (D", aD™) — (Ro, 9"Ry).

To represent these elements by embeddings of pairs to the interior of (R, 9"Ry),
we use a result by Hudson [Hud72, Thm. 1], best stated for our purposes in [BP17,
Thm. 5.13], which requires n > 3. In the notation of [BP17], we use this result
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for (P, dyP, 9;P) = (D",oD",0) and (W, oW, 0;W) = (R, "Ry, d°Ry), since the
inclusion "R — R is 1-connected. Once such embeddings are found, we can make
them disjoint by [BP17, Thm. C.1], as n > 3. Once again, use Lemma 6.1.9 along
with nullhomotopies of ¢ restricted to f; to define the morphism W; : R ~» R; given
by the simultaneous attachment of left (n + 1)-handles to W, along thickenings of
the embeddings f;. We finish by verifying the properties claimed in the statement.
Once again by (11) from Section 2.3.2, (W;, 3"Wj) is strongly (n — 1)-connected
relative to (W, 9"W,) and thus relative to (R, "R). By Lemma 2.3.8 and (1) from
Section 2.3.2, the inclusion of (R, 9"R;) to (W;, "W,) is (n — 1)-connected. The
cobordism 8"W; is obtained from 8" W, by attaching trivial n-cells along f;|5p~ (by
Lemma 6.1.10), which implies that 9"W, — 9"W; admits a section collapsing these
cells. Thus, the map 7;(9"W,) — 7;(8"W;) is an isomorphism for i < n — 1 and
injective for i = n. Thus, the map 0"W; — B? is n-connected, as 3"W, — B? so
is. Finally, the group 7;(W;, d"Wy) is isomorphic to ;(Wy, 3"W,) = m;(R, 3"R) for
i < n, and thus also to 7;(B, BY). For i = n, the group is a quotient of 7, (W, ahWo)
by the submodule generated by the classes f3;, and isomorphic to 7, (B, B?). This
finishes the proof. O

To finish the proof of Proposition 6.1.7, recall the definition of triad connected
sum from Definition 4.3.18.

Remark 6.1.12. Given two ©-triads W and W’ such that £, and ¢~ hit the same
path component of B. Then WhW'’ admits a ©-structure extending # and &
using the following argument: Pick a path from £ (e(0)) and £ (e(0)) in B and
define ©@-structure on (WW’, " (WHW’)) =~ (W Ue(o) [0, 1] Uer () W', Iw Ue(0)
[0, 1] Uer (o) d"W’) given by this path on [0, 1]. In most cases, we can take embed-
dings such that £y (e(0)) and £ (e(0)) coincide. In this case, we take the constant
path.

Proof of Proposition 6.1.7. Let W; : R ~ R; be amorphism satisfying the properties
of Lemma 6.1.11. We can pick a finite collection of {y, {1, + , {m € 7ns1(B, B) that
generate 7,11 (B, B®) as a Z[ 1 (B?)]-module along with the image of 7,41 (W5, W,).
This is possible since 7,41 (B, B%, W;) is a finitely generated Z[; (B°)]-module, by
the same argument as in loc.cit. Let (F;, 9"F;) be the n-disc bundle given by a lift
of the form

(BO(n),BO(n))

(D™1,9D™1) — (B,B%) — (BO(2n + 1), BO(2n)).

which exists and is unique by obstruction theory since 7;(BO(2n+1), BO(2n), BO(n)) =
7;(BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) vanishes for i < 2n + 1. Once again, we endow such
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pair with the ©-structure given by the composite (F;, "F;) — (D"*!,oD"*!) —
(B, B?). Let Wp be the cobordism given by a triad connected sum of W, with the
triad determined by (F;, 8hFi). Similar to before, we can obtain F; from D?**! by
attaching a left (n + 1)-handle so (a) is automatic by (1) and (11) from Section 2.3.2,
and Lemma 2.3.8. By construction, the map 7,41 (Wg, 3"Wg) — m41(B, B) is sur-
jective. By Lemma 2.1.5, we obtain (b). By the same argument as in Lemma 6.1.11,
we do not lose the established properties of W;. This completes the proof since
(W, 6hWR) is 1-connected, as n > 2. O

6.1.3. Proof of Proposition 6.1.1. In this subsubsection, we use the general
construction from the previous subsubsection and Proposition 6.1.3 to prove the
main result of this subsection. We start with the following lemma which uses this
construction.

Lemma 6.1.13. Assume (B, B?) is 1-connected and (E,). IfP € Cobg’a% such that
£|p is strongly (n — 1)-connected, then there exists a ®-end K such that K|y = P and
€|K|(;.4e0) 1S Strongly n-connected for every i > 0.

Proof. Given any object P € Cobg, o1, Such that ¢|p is strongly (n — 1)-connected,

it suffices to construct a morphism Wp : P ~»> P’ in Cobg)"z,;z such that:

(i) Wp is strongly (n — 1)-connected relative to both ends;
(ii) Wp contains an embedded copy of V; with standard ©-structure (see Defini-
tion 4.1.4)
(iii) f|w; is strongly n-connected.

Given such construction, £|p: is strongly (n — 1)-connected, so we can iterate this
contruction to produce the ®-end Wp U Wpr U W(pry, U - - - . This is constructed by
applying Proposition 6.1.7 (producing a morphism satisfying (i) and (iii) of above)
and doing a triad connected sum (recall Definition 4.3.18) with V; with a standard
O©-structure (to satisfy (ii)). This does not affect (i) or (iii) since W — W}V is
strongly n-connected. (This is possible since (P, 9"P) is 1-connected, given the
assumption on (B, B%) and n > 3.) |

We are now ready to prove the first preliminary version of our main result of
this section.

Proof of Proposition 6.1.1. We start by fixing a ®@-end {P|[; j41] : P|; ~ P|i+1} with
P|o = P. For example, take P|[;;+1] = PliH (as defined before Proposition 4.3.20).
For any two ©®-ends K and K’ such that K|, = K’|y, we construct a zig-zag of
abelian homology equivalences

Cobt (P.Klo) = -+ CobZ (P.K'L)
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which commutes with an analogous zig-zag of equivalences

Q[p,K|m]BCObg)”r;;Ll —> e — Q[P,K’|M]BCOb(%,’,19;[1,'

The proof follows by letting K’ be the ©-end constructed in Lemma 6.1.13 and
applying Proposition 6.1.3 and Remark 6.1.2. This implies that the map in the
claim is an abelian homology equivalence. However, the target of this map has
abelian fundamental group, and thus the map is actually acyclic, since all local
systems are abelian (see [GR17b, Appendix Al)).

We construct the aforementioned zig-zags in the following way

Cob2";}  (P,K|e) —— hocolim; hocolim; Cob2".! (P|;,K|;)

Cobgsy  (Pleos Klo) = Cobgls} | (Ploo. K'lo)

Cobg’r;;; ,(P,K’|o) ———— hocolim; hocolim; Cobg)";;in(ﬂj, K’'|;)

where the horizontal maps are induced by pre-composition by P|. and the vertical
maps by post-composition by K. The horizontal maps are abelian homology
equivalences by Theorem 4.1.11, since they are the sequential colimit of abelian
homology equivalences of the form

Cob2™ .t (PliKlw) — CobZ™! (Pli-1.K]eo)

and such equivalences are closed under sequential colimits. Since #x|, is strongly
(n — 1)-connected (since #x|, is and K|[; ;+1] is strongly (n — 1)-connected relative
to both ends), we see that Cobg”';;;’n (P, Kl;) = Cobg,(m,n (P|j,K|;) since n > 2.
We can thus apply Theorem 4.1.11. The vertical maps are abelian homology
equivalences by the analogous statement of Theorem 4.1.11 where stabilization is
done on the left. More precisely, the top vertical map is a colimit of maps of the
form

Cob2L (PlaoKi) = CobZ™! | (Pleo, Klinn).

By the same argument as above, both spaces can be replaced by the analogous
ones for CObg),BUL,n(_’ —). Applying Theorem 4.1.11 to the ®-end P|_, given by the
reflection (see [GR17b, p. 140]) and composing it with the reflection equivalence

Cobg gor, (P, Q) = Cob - (Q.P)

where the ©-structure on Q is the pre-composition of {o with the equivalence
of vector bundle pairs (—1) @ id : ¢! ® TQ ~ ¢! ® TQ (see [GR14, Defn. 5.1] for
more details on the reflection automorphism). It is clear that the diagram above is
compatible with the analogous diagram for the different (colimits of) loop spaces
of BCobg, oo~ All the maps in that diagram are induced by concatenation with
paths, and hence are weak equivalences. This finishes the proof. O
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6.2. Weak maps of ©-ends.

The goal of this subsection is to prove a second preliminary version of Theo-
rem 6.0.2, which builds on Proposition 6.1.1. More precisely, this version takes
the following form. Recall the definition of triad handle decomposition from
Definition 2.3.3.

Proposition 6.2.1. Assume (B, B®) is 1-connected and (L, d"L) admits a triad
handle decomposition with handles of any type and of index at most n — 1 relative to
0, and the maps 3°L — L and 3"°L — 9"L are fundamental groupoid isomorphisms.

LetK be a ©-end and P € Cobg)";;Ll such that Cobg’a%n (P,K|o) is non-empty. Then

Cobg’aUL’n(P,K|m) — Q[p,K|m]BCObg’aoL
is acyclic.

Remark 6.2.2. If n > 3, then the condition that 8°L — L and a"°L — 9"L are
fundamental groupoid isomorphisms, follows from the condition that (L, 9"L)
admits a triad handle decomposition with handles of any type and of index at
most n — 1 relative to 0, by (1) to (111) from Section 2.3.2.

Once again, we proceed by constructing a ©-end satisfying the conditions of
Proposition 6.1.1 from one which only satisfies the hypothesis from above. In this
case, these ©-ends are related in a different way to the one from the last subsection.
To make this precise, it is convenient to introduce the following definition.

Definition 6.2.3 (Weak maps of ©-ends.). Let K’ and K be ©-ends in Cobg 5, .
A weak map of ©-ends V : K’ ~» K is a collection of morphisms V; : K’|; ~ K]|;
in Cobg,a% for every i > 0 such that the composition K’|; ~ K’|;41 ~ K|;41 is
diffeomorphic to the composition K’|; ~» K|; ~» K|;;1 for every i > 0 and for

every i > 0, the inclusion (K’|;, 9"K’|;) — (V;, 9"V;) is strongly (n — 1)-connected.
By fixing diffeomorphisms issuing the condition above, one produces a map
Vs : Cobg s (P K |e) = Cobg 501 (P, K]eo)

by taking homotopy colimits of the homotopy coherent diagram given by the
maps V; o (—) : Cobg’avL’n(P, K'l;)) — Cobg,avL,n(P,Kli). The reason why, in
the definition above, we do not fix diffeomorphisms is that the property that
this map is an abelian homology equivalence does not depend on the choice
of diffeomorphisms. More precisely, if such a map, given a certain choice, is an
abelian homology equivalence, then any other map induced by another choice also
is one. This follows from [GR17b, Lemma A.10] and was pointed out in [GR17b,
p- 183]. Therefore, the property that V. is an abelian homology equivalence is a
well-defined property of the weak map of ©-ends V.
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Lemma 6.2.4. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition 6.2.1. Let V : K’ ~ K be a
weak map of ©-ends, then the map

Vi : Cobg yop u(P.K'|eo) = CobQ o; (P, K|co)
is an abelian homology equivalence.

Proof. As in Proposition 6.1.1, we start by fixing a ©-end {P|[;+1] : Pli ~ Plis1}
with P|, = P. Consider the following square

Vi
CObg,QOL,n(P’ K/loo) - CObg,avL,n(P, Kloo)

l l

’ Vi
CobQ g0 p(Ploos K'|eo) —— CobQ yor  (Ploo, K]co)

where the vertical maps are the maps induced by V., after taking homotopy col-
imits with respect to stabilization on the left by the ©-end. The vertical left
map is the homotopy colimit of the abelian homology equivalences of the form
CObg,avL,n(Ph, K'|w) — Cobg’auL’n(Pli,l,K’ko), by Theorem 4.1.11. Hence, the
map to the homotopy colimit is also an abelian homology equivalence. The same
applies for the right vertical map. On the other hand, the lower horizontal map is
the homotopy colimit over i of maps CobQ yo; ,(Pleo, K'|:) = CobQ oy, (Pleo, K ;)
which are abelian homology equivalences by the dual of Theorem 4.1.11 (see the
proof of Proposition 6.1.1). This finishes the proof by 2-out-of-3 property for
abelian homology equivalences (see Lemma 4.2.4). O

Following the result above, our goal is to find a weak map of ©-ends K’ ~» K
such that ¢|g/|, is strongly (n — 1)-connected, for any ®-end K satisfying the
hypothesis of Proposition 6.2.1. The following lemma achieves precisely that.

Lemma 6.2.5. LetK be a®-end and P € Cobg";;i such that Cobg 51 ,,(P,Klo) # 0,
then there exists a weak map of ©-ends K’ ~> K such that €|k, is strongly (n — 1)-

connected, for every i > 0.

Proof. LetW € Cobg’ ao1.n (P, Klo) and fix a triad handle decomposition of (W, I"w)
relative to (P, 3"P) (see Definition 2.3.3). Define V, : K’|o ~> K], to be the union
of all right handles of index at least n, and interior and left handles of index at
least n + 1. Thus, by (1) to (111) from Section 2.3.2, the inclusion (K’|o, 3"K’|o) <>
(Vo, @"Vp) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. The inclusion of K’| < W is strongly
(n — 1)-connected, since it is obtained by attaching right handles of index n, inte-
rior handles of index at least n + 1 and left handles of index at least n + 2. Thus,
the map (K’|o, 3"K’|o) — (B, B?) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. Consider the
composition K|[g 170 Vp : K'|o ~ K]|;. By assumption, K|[¢ 1] = M o Hg|, for some
morphism M. The handle H, is attached trivially to K|y by definition, so it can
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be made disjoint from the belts of the handles in V since n > 1. Hence, by Propo-
sition 2.3.10 and Remark 4.2.5, the composition K|(o 1] o Vy : K’|g ~> K|; factors
as V; o Hg|, for some V; : K’|; ~ K|;. Clearly, the inclusions (K’|o, 8hK’|O) —
(HK/|0,ahHK,|0) « (K’|;,d"K’|,) are strongly (n — 1)-connected. Thus, so is
the map (K’|;,9"K’|;) — (B, BY). The inclusion (K’|;,d"K’|;) — (V;,d"V;) is
strongly (n — 1)-connected by the following argument: Consider the following
(homotopy) pushout square of pairs

(K|, "K’|,) ———— (HK'|0,3hHK'|0)

| |

(W1,0"Vy) ——— (Vi o Hgr},, 3" (Vi © Hg},))
where both horizontal maps are strongly (n — 1)-connected and the right ver-
tical map is strongly (n — 1)-connected since the composition (K’|o, 9"K’|¢) —
(HK'|O,3hHK'|0) - (V1o HK'|O,3h(V1 o Hir|y)) = (Kl © Vo, ah(K|[0,1] o Vp)) is
strongly (n — 1)-connected. Thus, by Lemma 2.1.4 and n > 2, the leftmost vertical
map is strongly (n — 1)-connected. We can iterate this construction to obtain
a weak map between K’ = {Hg/|, : K'|; ~ K’|i+1}i»0 and K with the desired
property. O

Before we prove Proposition 6.2.1, we return briefly to the difference be-
tween the categories Cobg";;Ll and Cobg"};l. Recall that the functor (M — M°) :
Cobg’L - Cobg, oo 18 an isomorphism of topological categories, but under this
map Cob'é”fl does not map in general into Cobg)”;;i However, the next lemma
gives a condition for that to happen. This will be necessary to use both Theo-
rem 3.1.10 and Theorem 4.1.11, which concern these two different categories.
Lemma 6.2.6. The image of functor (M +— M°) : Cob(‘;’fi—l — Cob ,; is Cobg”';;;
provided the maps in °L — L and 3"°L — 9"L induce an isomorphism on funda-
mental groupoids. In this case, the functor (M — M°) : Cobg’ffl — Cobg’,’;; is an
isomorphism of categories.

Proof. Let W : N ~» M be a morphism in Cobg"i_l. Start by noticing that the
assumption implies that the map (M®, "M°) — (M, 9M) induces an isomorphism
on fundamental groupoids: This follows from the left homotopy pushout square

of pairs in the following diagram

(3°L, d"°L) —— (M°,o"M°) (M°, " M°) ——— (M, oM)
(L,o"L) ——— (M, oM) (W°,d"W°) —— (W, "W)
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and by Seifert-Van Kampen. Consider now the right homotopy pushout square of
pairs above. Since the top map induces an isomorphism on fundamental groupoids,
then by Lemma 2.1.4 the right vertical map is strongly (n — 1)-connected if and
only if the leftmost is. m]

We are now ready to finish the proof of the second preliminary version of
Theorem 6.0.2.

Proof of Proposition 6.2.1. Let K’ ~» K be a weak map such that £|/|, is strongly
(n—1)-connected, which exists by Lemma 6.2.5. Given W € Cobg’auL’n (P,K’|;), we
have that K’|; — W is strongly (n — 1)-connected since ¢|g-|, and £y are strongly
(n — 1) and n-connected respectively and n > 2. Thus, Cobg’,’;;Ll,n(P, K'|;) =
Cobg’ ooLn (P, K'|;) for every i > 0. Consider the following commutative diagram

CobQ yor n(P, K’ |0) Cob o1 (P, Klco)

Cobg"r (P K’ |o)

l

Q[P,K/lm]BCObg)’f;;i —_— Q[p,K|m]BCObg”Z;£ — Q[p,K|m]BCObg)’auL.
By Proposition 6.1.1, the left vertical map is an acyclic and by Lemma 6.2.4 the top
map is an abelian homology equivalence. The bottom right map is an equivalence
by Theorem 3.1.10 and Lemma 6.2.6, since (L, d"L) is obtained by handles of index
at most n — 1 from (@ and the maps 0°L — L and 9"°L — "L are fundamental
groupoid isomorphisms. Since the bottom map is an equivalence, we see that the
right vertical map is an abelian homology equivalence and thus, acyclic since the
fundamental group of the target is abelian. O

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.0.2.

In this subsection, we prove the main result of this section using the preliminary
versions established above. Until now, we have proved all our statements for
general classes of submanifolds L. We will now make use of this additional
generality to choose a specific L, which depends on the ©-end K in the hypothesis
of Theorem 6.0.2. We start by constructing this L.

Construction 6.3.1. Let K be a ©-end in Cob such that 9K], # 0 and pick a triad
handle decomposition of (Ko, dK|o, @) relative to @ with only left and interior
handles, which is possible by Proposition 2.3.5. Let L be the union of all handles of
index at most n — 1. This is a ©-triad by restricting. By isotoping the embedding
(Ko, dK|p) — (RT, dRY’), we can assume that L = K|y N ([0, +00) X (—o0,0] X
R>~?2). Therefore, we can assume K| € Cobg)’ .- Note that, (L, d"L) is built from
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(0°L, "°L) by attaching right and interior handles of index at least n + 1. Since
n > 2, we see from (1) and (111) from Section 2.3.2 that 9"°L — 9"L and 9°L — L
are fundamental groupoid isomorphisms. Hence, (L, d"L) satisfies the hypothesis
of Proposition 6.2.1, since ML + 0 as Ko # 0.

The following lemma relates the notion of a ©-end in Cobd to a ®-end in
Cobg’ sor- This will allow us to use Proposition 6.2.1 for our specific choice of L to
deduce our main result.

Lemma 6.3.2. The embedding K < [0, 0) X [0,1) X (=1,1)*2 may be isotoped,
along with a bundle homotopy of its ©-structure, such that K N ([0, o) X [0,1) X
(=00,0] Xx R®7%) = [0, 00) x L relative to K|y as a ©-manifold. Moreover, K° is a

. on—1
®-end in CObg’aaL'

Proof. We start by showing that any embedding {i} X L < K]|; can be extended
to an embedding [i,i + 1] X L < K][;;+1]. By Proposition 2.3.17, we can find
a triad handle decomposition of K|[;;+1] relative to K|;;; with right handles of
index at least n and interior handles of index at least n + 1. This induces a triad
handle decomposition of K|[; ;+1] relative to K|; with left handles of index at most
n + 1 and interior handles of index at most n. One can extend the embedding
of L if its image can be made disjoint from the attaching maps of such handles.
It suffices to make the cores of L disjoint from such attaching maps (since L is
isotopy equivalent to the union of its cores). The attaching maps of the left and
interior handles are submanifolds of dimension at most n and the cores of all
handles in 9"L have dimension at most n — 1. Since n + (n — 1) < 2n, we can
isotope the attaching maps of the left and interior handles in K|; to be disjoint
from all cores in @"L by transversality. By iterating this procedure, we have an
embedding of e : [0,00) X L < K relative to K. It suffices to prove that we
can isotope K in [0, o) x [0,1) X (—=1,1)*? to have the claimed property. This
follows from the isotopy extension theorem: We can isotope (as maps of pairs)
the image of [0, 00) X L = K = [0,00) X [0,1) X (=1,1)*72 to be the inclusion
(recall that [0, 00) X L is a submanifold of the target). By the isotopy extension
theorem, we can extend such an isotopy to an isotopy of K. We can improve
such an isotopy to be one of ©-triads by choosing a bundle homotopy of the
©-structure e*£| to £|[o,c)xr (Which exists since both are just extensions of £|).
This is possible, since the embedding of L is a Hurewicz cofibration. We finish
by proving that K° = K\ [0, c0) X L is a ©-end in Cobg)’)';;;‘. The first condition is
verified by considering the following pushout square

(M°,9"M°) ——— (M, oM)

| l

(W°,0"W°) —— (W, d"W)
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for any morphism W : M ~ M’ in Cobg’l_l. The top map is a pushout of the
map (9°L, d"L) — (L,d"L) (see Lemma 6.2.6), which is an isomorphism on
fundamental groupoids by assumption, and thus an isomorphism on fundamental
groupoids, by the Seifert-Van Kampen theorem. Thus, by Lemma 2.1.4, if the
right vertical map is strongly (n — 1)-connected than so is the left one. Once
again by transversality, the embedded copy of V; in K|; ;1] (Which can be seen
as trivially attached pair of left (n + 1) and right n-handle) can be made disjoint
from [i,i+ 1] X L for each i > 0. This verifies the second condition and finishes
the proof. O

We are now equipped for the proof of the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 6.0.2. Pick L as in Construction 6.3.1. An analogous contruc-
tion to [GR17b, Lemma 2.17] produces an equivalence Cobg’auL’n(L,Kﬁo) -
N g »(K|w) (and thus the former is non-empty) and a commutative diagram

Cobg)ayL)n(z,Klgo) _— Q[I,Klgo]BCObg)avL

| l

N & 1(Klow) ——— Qox../BCobd

The proof of this statement follows analogously to loc.cit. Here L denotes the
reflection of L along the hyperplane [0, 1) X {0} X (=00, 00)*~2 (recall the definition
of L above Definition 3.1.7). The vertical compositions are equivalences by once
again the analog of [GR17b, Lemma 2.17] and Proposition 3.1.8. The top map is
acyclic by Proposition 6.2.1, thus so is the bottom map. O

6.4. Stable diffeomorphism classification.

In this subsection, we prove Corollary C on the classification of manifold triads
up to stable diffeomorphism using Theorem 6.0.2. This result is akin to Kreck’s
seminal work [Kre99] on stable diffeomorphism classification of even-dimensional
manifolds with boundary. We now recall the setting of Corollary C: Let n > 3 be
an integer, P be a compact 2n-manifold with boundary, and (Nj, I"N;, d°Nj;) be
(2n + 1)-dimensional manifold triads (see Section 2.3) for i = 0, 1, together with
an identification of 9°N; with P. Assume also that 9"N; is connected for i = 0, 1.

Proof of Corollary C. We start with the "only if"-direction, namely, we assume
that Ny and N; are stably diffeomorphic relative to P and fix g > 0 and a dif-
feomorphism f between the triads N;§V, for i = 0,1 as in (a) from the intro-
duction. The statement about relative Euler characteristics follows from the
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equality y(NigVy, 8hN,-ﬁWg) = y(N;, d"N;) + (=1)™*'g. We prove now the sec-
ond statement. To define a stable normal n-type, take a Moore-Postnikov n-
factorization of maps of pairs vy = ©+ o & : (Ny, 9"Ny) — (B, B?) — (BO,BO)
in the sense of the introduction (see also Definition 7.1.1 below). By defini-
tion, the map # is strongly n-connected, so it suffices to produce a strongly
n-connected map £ : (N, d"N;) — (B,B?) to conclude that Ny and N; have
the same stable normal n-type. Take a Moore-Postnikov factorization of pairs
VNV, = @; ol9: (NobVy, 6hNojin) — (By, Bg) — (BO,BO). One can check that
there is an induced homotopy commutative diagram

(No, "Ny) —2— (B,B%) —— (BO,BO)

I
l b lid
$ oL

(NofiVy, " NoiWy) —“— (B, BY) —— (BO,BO)

We claim that b is a weak equivalence, which can be seen from the fact that the
map (x,%) — (Vy, Wy,1) is strongly (n — 1)-connected, and that the pair (Vy, W)
is stably parallelizable and thus the map of pairs to (BO, BO) classifying its sta-
ble normal bundle is nullhomotopic. Thus, without loss of generality, we can
assume the map ¢, factors through (NyhV,, 8hN0ﬁWg). We define now ¢; to be the
composite of the inclusion (Nj, 9"Ni) < (N18V,, o"'hNIﬁWg), the diffeomorphism
£t (N1BV,, 9"N1W,) = (NobV,, " NotW,) and the map £9. It remains to check
that ¢ is strongly n-connected. This can be seen again by naturality of Moore-
Postnikov factorizations of pairs and the fact that the map (x, ) — (V,, Wy1) is
strongly (n — 1)-connected and that (Vj, W,;) is stably parallelizable. We leave
this check to the reader. We conclude that Ny and N; have the same stable nor-
mal n-type ©+. Finally, to see that Ny and N; admit bordant ®*-smoothings, we
will construct a ©@*-nullbordism of (Ny Up Ny, £, U (—£;)). This is inspired by
[CS11, Lemma 2.2]. Consider the (2n + 2)-dimensional triad cobordism (recall
Definition 2.3.1) M; obtained from N; X [0, 1] by attaching g-many trivial left (n+1)-
handles (recall Figure 3), then its vertical boundary is diffeomorphic to the disjoint
union of N; and N;4Vj : This can be seen by observing that (V;, Wy ;) can be ob-
tained from (D?"*1, 9,D3"*1) by removing a neighborhood of a (9;D"*!, 9y D**1)
and gluing (D! x ", 3,D™*"). Let M be the triad bordism given by gluing M, and
M, along f : NobVy — NijV,. This is a triad cobordism from Ny to Ny, which we
can see as triad whose vertical boundary is Ny U 81M U Ny, which is diffeomorphic
to Ny Up Nj. Thus, we can see M as a nullbordism of Ny Up N;. We proceed now to
extend £, to a ©*-structure £ on M such that /| N, is strongly n-connected. As the
left handles of M, relative to N are attached trivially, we can find a ©*-structure
fm, on M, by extending {4, trivially along the core of the handle, which is possible
as the core is parallelizable. We must now extend this structure from M, to M. In
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other words, we must solve the following lifting problem of maps of pairs

£,
(Mo, "My) —=— (B, BY)

l i //H l
-7 et

(M, 3" M) —™, (BO, BO)

To do so, observe that (M, 8"M) is obtained from (Mp, 3" Mp) by attaching g-many
right (n + 1)-handles, since M is obtained from Nj by attaching g-many left
(n + 1)-handles, by Lemma 2.3.8. In particular, we have M is equivalent to the
union My U g, "M (see (1) from Section 2.3.2), and so it suffices to solve th lifting
problem of maps of spaces given by restriction of the problem above of pairs to
the sources of the pairs involved. By definition, the map (6+)° : B — BO is
n-coconnected. Since 3"My — "M is an n-connected map of CW complexes, we
see that such a lift exists by obstruction theory. Moreover by (1) and (11) from
Section 2.3.2, the map (Nj, 9"N;) — (M, "M) is strongly (n — 1)-connected. We
show now that £|y;, is strongly n-connected. Since # is strongly n-connected, we
deduce that £ is strongly n-connected by Lemma 2.1.3. We conclude that £|y,
is also strongly n-connected, since the map (Mj, 9"M;) — (M, d"M) is strongly
n-connected. On the other hand, we have M; ~ Nj and 9"M; =~ N; v (§")Y9
by (11) in Section 2.3.2. Since the map B — BO is n-coconnected and vi|gnvg
is nullhomotopic, we deduce 7 |(sn)ve is nullhomotopic. Thus, we conclude that
dN; — B is n-connected. It remains to show that Ny Ugn, B — Bis (n + 1)-
connected. Since /| M, is also strongly n-connected, we see that Ny Uyn, v (sn)ve
B? — Bis (n+1)-connected. However, the target of the latter map is equivalent to
(N1 Ugn, B) v (§™*1)V9 and the restriction of the map to (S"*!)"9 is nullhomotopic
since it is once post-composed with 6+, which is an n-coconnected map. We
conclude that N; Uy, B? — Bis (n+ 1)-connected, hence finishing the proof that
Ny and N; admit bordant ©+-smoothings. This establishes the "only if"-direction.

We move now to the "if"-direction. We start by proving the case 9"*N; # 0
and later deduce the general case from the special case. Start by choosing maps
of pairs ®* : (B,B%) — (BO,BO) as in () from the introduction, a strongly
n-connected ¢ : (N;, "N;) — (B, BY) lift of v; as in (c) from the introduction such
that Ny Up (—Nj) is ©*-nullbordant. Fix an embedding of (P, dP) into (RS, dRY).
Let ® : (B, (B')?) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) be the map given by pulling back
1 o ©* along the stabilization map (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) — (BO,BO), where
1 : BO — BO is the map induced by taking a matrix to its inverse. Observe
that ¢ o v; is the classifying map for the stable tangent bundle of (N;, "N;).
Thus, ¢ lifts uniquely (up to homotopy) along (B’, (B’)°) — (B, B?) to a map
] - (N;, d"N;) — (B, (B")?), as the stable tangent classifier lifts to the unstable
tangent classifier. Observe that £/ is also strongly n-connected since the map
(BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) — (BO,BO) is strongly (2n — 1)-connected and : is an
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equivalence. Therefore, by choosing embeddings of Ny and Nj into (—oo, 0] X Ry
extending the embedding of (P, dP) (using the fixed identifications), we can con-
sider (N;, f]) € JVg’n (P) as in Theorem 6.0.2. Consider a ©-end K in the sense of
Definition 6.0.1 given by taking connect sums with V; starting in P x [0, 1]. In par-
ticular, K|o = P. Then, one can check that Ny and Nj are stably diffeomorphic if the
classes [Ny, £;] and [Ny, £/] in no(JVg’n (K|w)) agree. We proceed now to check
the latter condition. By Theorem 6.0.2, this condition is equivalent to these classes
agreeing in o ([, No]BCobg) after applying the map present in loc.cit. Observe
that we can consider (N, —£]) € Cobg)(a"NO, 0) for the fixed map #; as in (c) from
the introduction, and concatenation by the path induced by (N, —£]) in BCobg in-
duces an isomorphism 77y (Q[g,p) BCobg) = 10(Q[0,0] BCobg). By applying [Gen11,
Main Cor. 4.6] to 7y, there is an isomorphism ﬂo(Q[@’@]BCObg) = 71y(MTO) where
MT® is the cofiber of the canonical map of Thom spectra £~ !MT8° — MT0 (recall
the definition from the introduction). On the other hand, there is a stabilization
map s : MTO — Z72""IM@* (see proof of Lemma 6.4.1 below for more details).
One can check that the composite

70 (A G (Klo)) = 70(Qo,00n,1BC0bG) = 70(Q[0,0BCobG) = 70 (MTO)

7o (s)
_)

Tons1(MO*) = QF

2n+1

takes the class [Nj, £/] to the relative bordism class of [N; Up Ny, £ U (=£])]. By
hypothesis, the image of N under this composite vanishes. On the other hand, the
image of N; is N; Up (—Nj), which vanishes by definition (by taking N; X [0, 1]).
Hence, the images of Ny and Nj under this composite agree. We conclude that
the classes [Ny, £;] and [Ny, £]] agree on ﬂo(JVg’n(Kloo)) by the following fact
(which we prove separately below): The map 7o (s) X ™' : 7,(MTO®) — Q?: I XZ
is injective, where y*! takes a ©-bordism class of manifolds with boundary to its
relative Euler characteristic (one can check that the relative Euler characteristic
is bordism invariant). This finishes the proof of the "if"-direction for the case
O"N; # 0.

We finish by deducing the general case from this special case. Assume 3"°N; =
0 and let N; be the triad (N;, N;\D;, D;) where D; is a codimension 0 disc in
dN;. Observe that the hypothesis implies that y(Np, ahNg) = y(Ny, 8hN(‘)’), since
x (N, ath.") = y(N;, oN;) + 1. Similarly, the pairs (N;, N;) and (N;, ahN;’) have
the same stable normal n-type @+, as the inclusion ath." — 9N; is (2n — 1)-
connected. Moreover, we know that Ny and N; admit bordant ©-smoothings, so
there exists £; and W as in (c) from the introduction (which now has empty vertical
boundary) such that N, and N; agree in Qg): .;- Let W be a ©*-bordism between
Ny and Nj. We can assume that there is a path in 8"W between a point in Dy and a
point in D; by the following argument: since £ is strongly n-connected and 9" N;
is connected, we know that £y, hit the same path component of B?. Take the
triad W and attach a right 1-handle along the horizontal boundary in the path
components hit by Dy and D;. Denote the result of this procedure by W’. Since
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"Ny and 9"N; hit the same component of B, we can extend the ®*-structure
from W to W’, making the latter into a ®*-bordism between N and Nj, which
satisfies this extra assumption. One can consider a thickening of that path to
define a ©*-nullbordism of N; Up Ny. We leave this step to the reader. Thus,
we see that Nj Up N} vanishes in this bordism group. Hence, Nj and N; admit
bordant ©*-smoothings. Thus, by the special case, we see that Ny and N; are
stably diffeomorphic. Since this diffeomorphism extends the chosen identification
of their vertical boundaries, we see that it extends to a stable diffeomorphism
between Ny and Nj. Thus, we have established the general case and hence finished
the proof. O

Lemma 6.4.1. The map mo(s) X ¥ : mo(MTO) — Q8"

on+1 X Z Is injective.

Proof. This is inspired by [Kral9, Lemma 1.4]. Let us start by defining the
map s in detail. Recall that we have the map ® = (0,60°) : (B, (B)%) —
(BO(2n + 1), BO(2n)) which is obtained by pulling back : o ©* along the sta-
bilization map (BO(2n + 1), BO(2n)) — (BO, BO). Thus, the map B® — BO(2n +
1) — BO is the classifying map of the stable vector bundle —(6°)*y of rank
—2n. Applying the Thom spectrum functor to this classifying map produces a
map MT° — X72"M(0+)?, where (6+)° := ©*|go. Similarly, we have a map
MTO — %~2"~1M@* given by the Thomified classifying map of the stable vector
bundle —0*y. The map s : MT® — =~2""IM®* is defined as the induced map on
cofibers between the maps ¥ 'MT0? — MT0 and 32" IM(6+)° — 22" I1MO*.
Let Ozpyz = (O2ns2.02,,,) = (B, (B")?) — (BO(2n + 2),BO(2n + 1)) be the
map obtained by pulling back 1 o © along the stabilization map (BO(2n +
2),BO(2n + 1)) — (BO,BO). Then, clearly the map s factors as the compos-
ite MT® — X MTO,,,, — X 2""IMOL. The map X MTO;,,, — X" MO+
can be seen to be 1-connected and thus an isomorphism on s (this follows
since the maps MT63 ., — =727 'M(6+)? and MT0,,,, — Z2"72M(6+)°
are 0-connected, see [Kral9, p. 5]). Thus, it suffices to prove that the map
mo(s) X )(rel : My(MTO) — 711 (MTOz,42) X Z is injective. We shall now study
the fiber MTZ = fib(MT® — X MTO,,.,). The fibers of the maps MTO —
Y MT0z,4, and MTO? — SMTOZ || are equivalent to ZB” and = (B”)?, re-
spectively (see [Gol16, Prop. 3.0.7]). Thus, we have a cofiber sequence of spec-
tra 3¥B” — MTZE — X(B”)°. We conclude that there is an isomorphism
1o(MTE) = 70(22(B”)?) @ im(m(EB”) — m(MTE)). One checks that B”
and (B”)? are path-connected and thus 7,(X°B”) = Z = mp(Z(B”)%). We
proceed by showing the following claims:

(a) The composite no(X2FB"”) — my(MTE) — m(MTO) is zero: We start by
producing a splitting of the cofiber sequence X7B”’ — MTE — % (B”)?
at the level of 7y. To do so, we start by observing that the group 7o(MTZ)
has the following geometric description: It is isomorphic to the bordism
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group of triples [M, E, ¢] where:

1. M = (M, d"M,9°M) is a (2n + 2)-dimensional triad (in the sense of
Section 2.3);
2. E=(E, E°) is a (2n + 2)-dimensional collared vector bundle pair over
(M, 9" M) together with a collared bundle map (E, E?) — ((02n+2) Vans2, (02 ..)*Yon+1)
(in the sense of Definition 2.2.2):
3. ¢ is a stable isomorphism of stable vector bundle pairs (TM, Td"M) =
(E,E?).

Such a triple is nullbordant if there exists a (2n + 3)-dimensional 4-ad
(W, oW, 0, W, 3,W) (recall Definition 2.3.1) such that (d,W, dpo W, 312 W) =
(M, "M, °M), a (2n + 2)-dimensional collared vector bundle pair (F, F°)
over (W, 9yW) which restricts to (E, E?) on (M, 3"M), and a stable isomor-
phism (TW,To,W) = (F,F°) & ¢! compatible with ¢. One sees this by
combining [Lau00, Thm. 3.1.5] with the observation that MTE is equivalent
to the total cofiber of the following commutative square of spectra

STIMTO? —— 3IMTO?

l =

2_1 MT0 — MT92n+2

On the other hand, as ZB” is equivalent to the cofiber of ™! MTO —
MT0,,.,, we see that mo(EFB”) is isomorphic to the bordism group of
triples [M’, E’, ¢’] where M’ is a (2n + 2)-dimensional compact manifold
with boundary, E’ is a (2n + 2)-dimensional vector bundle over M together
with a bundle map E" — (02n42) Yan+2, and ¢’ : TM = E’ is a stable isomor-
phism of bundles. Under these geometric desciptions, the map 7, (23 B”) —
mo(MTZE) takes [M’, E’, ¢’] to the triple [(M, 0, 0M), (E’, 0), ¢’]. This map
admits a splitting, namely the map which takes a triple [M, E, §] € mo(MTE)
to the triple [M, E|a1, ¢|a], where one forgets the triad structure on M. We
conclude that we have an isomorphism 77y (MTE) = 70 (EB” )@ (2 (B”)9).
We now return to proving the initial claim. For that, we show that a genera-
tora € mp(ZYB”) C mp(MTE) is hit by the map 70 (MTOz,42) — m1H(MTE),
and hence maps to zero in 75 (MT®) by exactness. Let x € my(MTO3,2) be
a class representing the triple [ D?**2, TD?"*2  $] where (TD?"*?, TOD*"+?)
is seen with some ©,,,,-structure. First, we show that x mapstoa +b €
710(MTZE) where a € mo(2$B”) is a generator and b € 1o(2(B”)?) : Con-
sider the map y™ : (2 B”) — Z which takes [M’, E’, ¢"] to y(M’, oM’)
and observe that it is surjective and thus an isomorphism, as B” is path-
connected. However, the image a of x in 7,(2°B”) hits 1 along y™.
Hence, a is a generator of 7y (25B””). Second, we prove that the image b €

138



STABLE MODULI SPACES OF ODD-DIMENSIONAL MANIFOLD TRIADS

70(Z$(B”)?) vanishes: Observe that the map 7y (25 (B”)%) — mo(MT6?)
is injective by the proof of [Kra19, Lemma 1.4] (see also below in the proof
of (b)). However, the class b maps to 0 along the latter map as it is in the
image of 7o(MT6Z . ), by definition. Thus, b vanishes. We conclude that
x € my(MTO3,42) hits a generator of the summand 7o (2 B") in 7y (MTE)

and hence the map 7y(EZFB”) — my(MTZE) — 70(MTO) is zero.
rel
(b) The composite Z = mo(3(B")?) < m(MIE) — m(MTO) > Z is an
isomorphism: Consider the following diagram

rel

7 (MTE) —— 7o(MTO) —X— Z

| | b

Z = m(37(B")%) —— m(MT0%) —*— Z

which commutes, since given a (2n + 1)-manifold with boundary M, then
x(0M) = 2y(M, oM). By the proof of [Kra19, Lemma 1.4], we can observe
that the bottom composition is the map 2 - (—) : Z — Z. Thus, we conclude
that the generator of inclusion of the summand 7,(25(B”)°) hits 1 € Z
along the top composite, since its image along the right vertical map is 2.
This finishes the claim.

Using (a) and (b), we finish the proof of this claim. Recall that it suffices to prove
that o (s) X ¥ : 1o(MTO) — 7_1(MTO,,,2) X Z is injective. By exactness, the
kernel of 74 (s) is the image of the map my(MTZ) — 71y(MTO). By (a), this image
equals the image of the summand 7, (2 (B”)?). By (b), this image is detected by

X! Hence, we conclude that o(s) X y™! is injective. O

Remark 6.4.2. Corollary C should be seen as an analog of [Kre99, Thm. C]
for odd-dimensional triads. Although in loc.cit. only the "if"-direction is stated,
the converse direction holds as well (see [CS11, Lemma 2.2]). A similar proof as
above recovers [Kre99, Thm. C] and its converse from the work of Galatius and
Randal-Williams [GR17b, Thm. 1.5] (see [Kral9, Lemma 1.4] for the analog of
Lemma 6.4.1).

7. GENERAL TANGENTIAL STRUCTURES.

In this section, we state and prove our main theorem. We start by defining the
main object of study. Let n > 3 and (N, 9"N, 9°N) be a (2n + 1)-dimensional man-
ifold triad (see Section 2.3) and ® = (0, 8°) : (B, B°) — (BO(2n+1),BO(2n)) be a
map of pairs. Recall that we fix an inwards-pointing vector field on "N inducing
a collar on the vector bundle pair (TN, To"N ). On the other hand, the canon-
ical collar on (y2n+1, y2n) induces a collar on (0*yzp11, (6%)*y2,) (see discussion
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below Remark 2.2.3). Given a collared bundle map ¢ : (TN|zon, T3"N| grop) —
(0*Yon+1, (02)*y2n) and a smooth embedding of pairs e? : (8°N, 9"°N) < ({0} x
RY, {0} X 9RY) (and a collared vector bundle map (To°N @ ¢!, T"N @ ') —
(TN|gon, TO"N| ynopy) over the identity), we can see (3°N, £°) as an object in Cobg.

Definition 7.0.1 (Moduli space of ©-structures). Given the definitions above,
we denote by ./ &(N; £°) the path components of /¢ 6(°N) = Cob (0,°N) of
all morphisms whose underlying submanifold pair is abstractly diffeomorphic to
(N, 9"N) relative to 9°N.

Remark 7.0.2. One can check that the space .# 3 (N:; £°) is weakly equivalent to
the balanced product

Embge (N, (=00,0] X RY) Xpif ., (v) Bunfy {(TN, ©"yans1)

of the actions of Diff 5o (N) on the space of embeddings of pairs e : (N, 3"N) —
((=00,0] X RY, (—00,0] X dRY’) extending e (see Section 2.3) and on the space
BunCOl(TN ©*y2n+1) of those collared bundle maps (TN, TahN) — (0*y2n+1, (0°)*y2n)
extending ¢° (see Definition 2.2.2). The diffeomorphism group Diff 5. (N) acts
on the latter space by pre-composition with the differential of a diffeomorphism
(which is a collared bundle map of pairs, see Section 2.3). We remark that the action
of Diff 5o (N) on Emb o (N, (—o0, 0] XRY’) is free and admits local cross-sections (by
an analogous argument to [Pal60, Thm. B], see also [Ste21, Theorem A.1]). More-
over, it is contractible (see e.g. [Gen11, Thm 2.7] for a similar argument) and thus
M g (N;£?) is a model for the homotopy orbits (BunCOI(TN ©"¥2n+1))Diff 5o (N) -
In particular, for © = idgo(2n+1), then this is a model for the classifying space
BDiff 50 (N), by Remark 2.2.4.

By picking path components in 9"*N (and assuming 9"°N # (), we have a mor-
phism (a”N ,05'9) 1 PN ~» (3°N)’ (see the definition above Proposition 4.3.20)
in CobQ given by taking a triad connected sum of 9°N x [0, 1] with V; at 9"N x {1},
where {’Std is chosen by requiring that the restriction to V; is standard (see Defini-
tion 4.1.4 for the definition). To make sense of the concept of standard ©-structure,
we need a basepoint ©-structure (see Assumptions 4.1.1). In this context, we fix
such a basepoint ©-structure by requiring that the restriction of £° to a disc in the
chosen component of 3°N is homotopic to it. With this choice, a ©-structure £
with the above requirement exists by Lemma 4.1.5. By post-composing with this
morphism, we have a map

MY(N; %) = ME(N Ugon (o H)3 D),

where £ = {’Std|(auN)/ By letting Ny :== N and N, be defined by the gluing
Ny-1VUan, ( PN, H ) and the corresponding ®-structure on 6°N, be t’;, we can
define the followmg space

M (Neo; £°) = hocolim ( o MYNGE) = MY (Ngsr: 24,) — )
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Our main result describes the homology of the space above, assuming the pair
(N, MN ) is 1-connected. Our first goal is to state our main result. To do so, we
start by introducing the necessary concepts. After that, we proceed by assembling
the results of the previous sections to prove this result. We finish this section by
giving some examples of computations.

7.1. The main theorem.

We will need the following definitions before we can state our main result. It
will be convenient to fix a model structure on the category of pairs of spaces.
Consider the projective model structure'® on the category of pairs of compactly
generated spaces generated by the Quillen model structure on the category of
spaces. Weak equivalences and fibrations in the category of pairs are taken
objectwise and cofibrations are those maps (A, A”) — (B, B’) such that A” — B’
and AUy B” — B are cofibrations, where here A U4 B’ means the strict pushout.

Definition 7.1.1. Letg: (Y,Y’) — (Z,Z’) be a map of pairs and k > 0 an integer,
we say g is strongly k-coconnected if g|y- is k-coconnected (i.e. all its homotopy
fibers are (k — 1)-truncated) and if all its total homotopy fibers tohofib(f) =
hofib(Y’ — Y Xz Z’) are (k — 1)-truncated. A factorization (X, X’) — (Y,Y’) —
(Z,Z") of g o f is called a Moore-Postnikov k-factorization if f is a strongly k-
connected cofibration and g is a strongly k-coconnected fibration.

Lemma7.1.2. Let f : (X,X’) — (Z,Z’) beamap of pairs andk > 0 an integer, then
there exists a Moore-Postnikov k-factorizationu ol : (X, X') — (Y,Y") — (Z,2').

Proof. Consider a Moore-Postnikov k-factorization u’ o ¢/ : X’ — Y — Z’ of
flx-. We can assume ¢’ is a cofibration and u’ a fibration. We now define Y to
fit in a Moore-Postnikov (k + 1)-factorization of X Ux» Y/ — Y — Z. Once
again, we assume that the leftmost map is a cofibration and the right map a
fibration. This produces a factorization u ol : (X,X’) — (Y,Y") — (Z,2').
By construction, ¢ is both a cofibration of pairs and strongly k-connected. One
checks that u is strongly k-coconnected since Y — Z" and Y — Z are k and
(k + 1)-coconnected, respectively. On the other hand, they are also fibrations.
This finishes the construction. O

One can check that these factorizations are unique up to homotopy (either
directly or as consequence of Proposition A.3). Given a cofibration  : (X, X") —
(Y,Y’) and a fibration u : (Y,Y’) — (Z,Z’), we denote by Autx (u) the space of

3Here, we mean the Reedy model structure on the category of functors from the poset C = {0<
1} to (lhe category of spaces, where we take 0 to have degree 0 and 1 to have degree 1 and C =C
and C to be the identity morphisms. See [Hir09, Thm. 15.3.4].

141



JOAO LOBO FERNANDES

self weak equivalences of (Y,Y’) under 1 and over u. Composition makes this
space into a group-like topological monoid'*.

Let n > 3 and (N, 3"N, 3°N) be a (2n + 1)-dimensional manifold triad and
®: (B,B%) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) be a map of pairs. Given a collared bundle
map ¢ : (TN, To"N) — (0*y2ns1, (0°)yon) and letting £ = u o ¢ : (N,9"N) —
(B’,B’%) — (B, B) be a Moore-Postnikov n-factorization of the underlying map of
spaces, then the monoid Autgex (1) acts on the collared bundle (6" 2,41, (079)*y2n)
via collared bundle maps, where @ = (¢, 0’°) is the composite © o u.

Recall from the introduction that MTO’ denotes the cofiber of the canon-
ical map of Thom spectra S"'MT 02 ~ MT(0 @ ¢') — MTO induced by
the collar. Then, by the discussion above, the monoid Autg (%) acts on the
spectrum MT®’. Finally, denote by .# g)(N ;%) the path component of ¢ in
MY(N;£°), where £° = f|pon. If "N # 0 and after picking a path com-
ponent of 9"°N, denote by .# g(Noo;{’”)g the homotopy colimit of the maps
,///g(Ng;f;)gg — .///g(NgH;fg”H)ggH, where £, is the gluing of the map ¢ with
the maps {’gs,td on Nng for all ¢ < g. We are now ready to state our main
theorem.

Theorem A*. Letn > 3. Let ® : (B,B°) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) be a map
of pairs, (N, "N, d°N) be a manifold triad such that N is connected, (N, 8hN) is
1-connected and "N is non-empty, and ¢ : (TN, To"N) — (0*y2ns1, (0°)yon) bea
O-structure. Let{ = uot’ : (N, d"N) — (B, (B’)°) — (B, B®) be a Moore-Postnikov

n-factorization, then there exists a map
M E(Neo: %) = (Q% MTO) gty ()
which is acyclic onto the path component it hits, where ® = © o u.

By specializing this result to ® = idgo(2p+1) and by Remark 7.0.2, we conclude
Theorem A. The rest of this section is dedicated to the proof of this statement and
presenting some examples of potential interest.

Remark 7.1.3. In the statement above, the map ///g(Noo; ) = (Q¥ MTO ) py 0 ()
is more precisely a morphism in the category Top[w.e. '], that is, the localiza-
tion of the category of spaces at weak equivalences. The property of a map
being acyclic is invariant under weak equivalence, so it is a well-defined property

for morphisms in Top[w.e.”]. More concretely, we construct a span of spaces
//lg(Nw;f”)[ — X = (Q¥ MTO’) gy (u) Where the leftmost map is a weak
equivalence and the rightmost map is acyclic.

4This monoid is group-like since any such weak equivalence is a homotopy equivalence. This
follows from the general fact that weak equivalences between fibrant-cofibrant objects in a model
category are homotopy equivalences (see [Hir09, Thm. 7.5.10]), and the fact that (Y, Y”) is fibrant-
cofibrant in the category of pairs under (X, X”) and over (Z, Z’) (see [Hir09, Thm. 7.6.5.(3)])
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7.2. Proof of Theorem A*.

In this subsection, we assemble all the results from previous section into the proof
of Theorem A*. This result will be a consequence of Theorem 6.0.2 by specializing
to a chosen ©’-end and by removing the condition of strong n-connectivity for the
O-structure. Before we proceed, we fix the standing assumptions hidden behind
Theorem A"

Assumptions 7.2.1. As mentioned before, the data above Theorem A” allows
us to see (8°N, £%) as an object of Cob3. Moreover, the collection of morphisms
{(ConH)gs fgstd) }¢ is a ©-end in the sense of Definition 6.0.1. We fix now further
choices necessary to define the map in Theorem A™:

(I) A basepoint ®’-structure on (R2"*1 gR2"*1) such that after composing with
u it is homotopic to the basepoint ®-structure; this is possible by taking the
pullback of ¢ along inclusion of the fixed disc in the chosen component of
ath;

(I) Choices of ©’-structures t’g’ std on ( sonH)g such that once restricted to V;,
they are standard (with respect to the basepoint ©’-structure); this implies
that u o £ std js a standard ©-structure once restricted to V; and thus by
Lemma 4.1.5, it is homotopic to {’;td on V; and thus on (. H),-

As before, the data above allows us to see (3”N; £’?) as an object of Cobg,. The
collection {(( o H)g £, std)}, is then a ©-end.

7.2.1. Bundle maps. In Section 6, we restricted ourselves to the study of the
moduli spaces of ®-manifolds where the underlying map of the ©-structure is
strongly n-connected. We start by describing the space where this condition is
not assumed and relate it to a version of the former. Consider the fixed Moore-
Postnikov factorization of maps of pairs

, oy @47) ENA
©:(B,B°) — (B,B°) — (BO(2n+ 1),BO(2n))

from Theorem A”. Recall that u is a fibration, by Definition 7.1.1. We have a
collared map of vector bundle pairs u : (60" y2n11, (6°2)*y2n) — (0 Y2n+1, 0 y2n).
Post-composition with u induces a map

Bun, (TN, ©y) — Bun§ (TN, ©°y),

where the source is the subspace of Bun®! (TN, ®"*y) of those maps extending
{’? = {'| 5oy whose underlying map of pairs is strongly n-connected. Moreover,
this map factors through the homotopy orbits of the source by the action of
Autge(u). See [GR17b, p. 190] for the analogous definition in the closed case. The
following claims that this map is a weak equivalence, under some hypothesis on
u.
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Lemma 7.2.2. The induced map (BunCOl (TN,O"™Y)aut o () — Bun“’l(TN 0%y)
is a weak equivalence onto the path components which it hits. The same claim holds
after replacing N by Ny with the ©’-structure from (1) for any g > 0.

Proof. We start by noticing that this claim is equivalent to proving that the ho-
motopy fibers of this map are either empty or contractible. We start by study-
ing the the map Bun“’I L(TN,0"y) — Bun“"l(TN ©*y) and its homotopy fibers.
By Proposition A.7, thls map is a Serre fibration, since u is a fibration and
(3°N, 3"*N) — (N, d"N) is a cofibration. Moreover, the (homotopy) fiber over a
p01nt g € BunCOI(TN ©"y) identifies with the union of those path components of
Map vN PN ((N,d"N), (B’, B'?)) of strongly n-connected maps, by the same re-
sult. (If this space is non-empty, we pick a point and call it f : (N, 9"N) — (B’, B’?).
Consider the map
o a

Map oy (B B), (B, B))) = Map 5.0, (N.9"N), (B'.B)  (5)
given by pre-composition with f. We prove that this map is a weak equivalence
onto the components hit. Restricting maps of pairs to the sources of the pairs
induces a map

MapZ,, (B, B'%) — Map®,, ("N, B'?),

which is a weak equivalence by the proof of [GR17b, Lemma 9.2]. Here, we
use that "N — "N and 9"*N — B’? are cofibrations, u° : B> — B? is an
n-coconnected fibration. By Proposition A.1, these restriction maps to the sources
of the pairs are Serre fibrations. Here, we use that (3°N, 9"°N) — (N, 9"N) and
(3°N, 9"°N) — (B’, B'?) are cofibrations and u is a fibration. Now, to show that
(5) is a weak equivalence, it suffices to show that the induced map on homotopy
fibers of the restriction maps is a weak equivalence. For a map f” : B’ — B’, the
induced map on fibers agrees with the pre-composition map

B Y4 B ’ ’
Mapaz’NUathB’a(B 3B ) - MaanNUathB’a(N UahN B a’B)

induced by f : N — B’ (see Remark A.0.2). This map is a weak equivalence, once
again by the proof of [GR17b, Lemma 9.2] (and observing that it does not depend on
the fact that the pair (W, 9W) is a manifold and its boundary). To apply this result,
we use that the maps °N U gop B'Y — B’ and 9°N U gwoy B’ — N Uguy B’ are
cofibrations (which is a consequence of 3°N U yuopy @*N — N being a cofibration),
that f: N Uy B’ — B’ is (n + 1)-connected and B’ — B is an n-coconnected
fibration (which follows from the Definition 7.1.1). We conclude that the map
(5) is a weak equivalence. Observe now that, since f is strongly n-connected,
the subspace of the source of (5) consisting of weak equivalences hits the path
components of strongly n-connected maps. On the other hand, by the uniqueness
of Moore-Postnikov factorizations (see the discussion below Lemma 7.1.2), we see
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that every component of the subspace of those strongly n-connected maps is hit
by the subspace consisting of weak equivalences. By definition, the latter sub-
space is Autgon (u). Thus, we see that (5) restricts to a weak equivalence between
Autgon (u) and the fiber over g of the map Bunfa?,l,n (TN,@"y) — Bung?,l(TN ,0%y).
By the same reasoning as in [GR17b, Lemma 9.2], we conclude that after taking
homotopy orbits on the source of the latter map, its homotopy fibers are either
empty or contractible. This finishes the proof. The case of N, follows verbatim
by observing that the proof above only used that (3°N, "°N) — (N, 3"N) is a

cofibration. m]

We now apply this result above to the moduli spaces .# g(—). Note that
Autgon(u) acts on the category Cobd, via continuous endofunctors by chang-
ing the ©’-structures by post-composition. Since the elements of Autson (u) are
weak equivalences (B, B’?) — (B’,B’?) under the map £° : (3°N,d"’N) —
(B’, B'?), the object (8°N, £'°) is fixed under this action. This induces an action
on JVg, (0°N) and thus on .///a,’n(N; t’?), where ///a,’n (N;£’?) denotes the path
components of //lg (N; £'°) of those (W, fi) where ¢y is strongly n-connected.
Similarly, we have a map (///a,’n(N; £"%)) Aut o (u) — ///g(N; %) given by post-
composition with u. We deduce from Lemma 7.2.2 that this map is a weak equiva-
lence onto the path components hit.

Corollary 7.2.3. Then the induced map (///a,’n(N; £"%)) Aut o (u) — %g(N; )
is a weak equivalence onto the path components hit. The same claim holds after
replacing N by Ny for any g > 0.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 7.2.2, the equivalence .# g(N ;1) = (Bun%%l(TN , ©"Y))Diff o (N)
from Remark 7.0.2, and the fact that the actions of Diff 3o (N) and Autgo(u) com-
mute and thus, one can form the homotopy orbits in any order. O

Note that the equivalence of Corollary 7.2.3 is natural with respect to the stabi-
lization map .# g,’n (Ng: £°) — A g,’n(NgH; t’g’frl) on the target and the analogous
maps after taking homotopy orbits by Autsen, (1) and Autgen,,, (u), respectively.
These two monoids are equivalent for every g > 0, since 3°N; = d° N1 and under
such identification t’é”|au N, and fg’ﬁ’rl lavn,,, of (II) are homotopic, since fg’ std and
{’g’ jtld are standard (and thus extend to a contractible space). Thus, we have an
equivalence after taking homotopy colimits

(23, (Nws £9)) — MY (Nesi 1)
> Autgo (u)
onto the path components which are hit. In the context of the Autgon (u)-action
defined above Corollary 7.2.3, the maps

%a,’n(N; [’U) — JVa,(aUN) — Q[@)avN]BCObg,

are equivariant. We are now ready to prove our main result.
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Proof of Theorem A*. Consider the notation and choices fixed in Assumptions 4.1.1

and 7.2.1. We can apply Theorem 6.0.2 to the ©’-end given by K|, := 9°N and

Kljii+1] = (jonH)i. Note that by assumption 9K|y = "N # 0, (B',B"?) is 1-
connected and B’? is path-connected, since ¢’ is strongly n-connected and n > 3. By

restricing to the component of N, we obtain that the map //g)/,n (Neo3 £"°) — Q[9.00n1..]BCObY,
is acyclic. Consider now the span

MY N3 ) — (A3, ,(Ness 09)) — (Q0,(00n,0)BCob |

Autyo (u) Autgo (u) ’

where the leftmost map is an equivalence onto the hit path components by the
discussion below Corollary 7.2.3. Since sequential homotopy colimits and homo-
topy orbits commute and acyclicity is preserved after taking homotopy orbits,
the right map is acyclic onto the path components hit. By [Gen11, Main Thm.
4.5], there exists an equivalence BCobg, ~ Q®~! MT®’, which is a composition of
equivariant maps with respect to the actions of Autye (u) (see the zig-zag in p.538
of loc.cit). This finishes the proof, by taking the component of ¢ in the leftmost
space and picking a ©’-nullbordism of (3°N, £'°) (e.g. (N, 9"N) itself) to identify
Q[(D,(a”N,t””)] Q> MTO’ with Q* MTO'. O

7.3. Some examples.

In this subsection, we expand on a few examples and prove the claims made in
the introduction. Throughout the entire subsection, we let (N, d"N, 9°N) be a
connected (2n + 1)-manifold triad such that (N, " N) is 1-connected for n > 3 and
"N # 0. We start by describing the Thom spectra and automorphism monoid
present in Theorem A” in specific cases.

Induced tangential structures. Let 6 : B — BO(2n + 1) be a map of spaces.
We can define the map of pairs 1.0 : (B, B Xpo(z2n+1) BO(2n)) — (BO(2n +
1),BO(2n)). One has that MT 1,0 ~ ¥ B. (See [Gal+09, Prop. 3.1] for a proof
when 6 = idgo(2n+1) and [Goll6, Prop. 3.0.7] in general.) Given a map of
pairs ® : (B,B%) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)), we denote by *@ the underly-
ing map B — BO(2n + 1). We are interested in knowing when the structure
Oy : (B,B%) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) given by the strong Moore-Postnikov n-
factorization (see Definition 7.1.1) of 7 : (N, 9"N) — (BO(2n + 1), BO(2n)) is
equivalent to 11" Oy.

Lemma 7.3.1. In the context of the above, the map Oy is equivalent to 1,1"Oy if
and only if (N, d"N) is n-connected. More generally, let  : B — BO(2n + 1) be a
map and | a 1.0-structure on (N, d"N). Letl =uol' : (N,9"N) — (B’,(B")?) —
(B, BXBo(2n+1)BO(2n)) be a Moore Postnikov n-factorization of pairs, then ©; := @ou
is equivalent to 1,1*®; if and only if (W, d"W) is n-connected.
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Proof. We prove the second statement, as the first one follows by applying the
second to 6 = idgo(2n+1) - We start with the "only if"-direction. Suppose ©; :
(B, (B")°) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) is equivalent to .:*©;, thus it follows that
(B, (B’)?) is 2n-connected, as it is a pullback of a 2n-connected map BO(2n) —
BO(2n+1). Thus, we see that ;(W, 9"W) = ;(B’, (B")?) for i < nby Lemma 2.1.5,
since (W, 0"W) — (B, (B')?) is strongly n-connected and (W, 9"W) is 1-connected.
For the "if"-direction, consider the factorization (B’)? — B’ XBo(2n+1) BO(2n) —
B’. The first map is n-coconnected by definition, and the second map is 2n-
connected, since it is the pullback of an 2n-connected map. On the other hand,
the pair (B, (B')?) is n-connected, since (W, 3"W) is. Since n > 1, we have that
(B')? —» B XBo(2n+1) BO(2n) is also n-connected, again by Lemma 2.1.5. Thus, it
is an equivalence. This finishes the proof. O

Contractible automorphisms. In certain cases, the grouplike monoid Aut son (1)

is contractible. This eliminates substantial complexity in computing the (co)homology
of the stable moduli space . (Nx) via Theorem A*. The following is an applica-
tion of Proposition A.3.

Lemma 7.3.2. Let® : (B,B%) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)) and Iy a ©-structure on
(N, d"N). Denote a Moore-Postnikov n-factorization of pairs u o I+ (N, "N) —
(B',(B")°) — (B,B?) of Iy. Assume that (N,°N) and (3"N,d"*N) are (n — 1)-
connected, then Autyon(u) is contractible. Moreover, if (B')? — B’ xp B? is an
equivalence, the condition on ("N, d"°N) can be removed.

Moduli spaces of h-cobordisms stabilized. We call a triad (N, NN, N ) an
h-cobordism if the inclusions "N — N and 8°N — N are equivalences. Let
0 : B— BO(2n + 1) be a map and Iy be a 1.0-structure on N.

Corollary 7.3.3. For an h-cobordism (N, N, d°N), there exists a map
///l‘je(Noo;lK,)lN — Q¥3TB

which is acyclic onto the path component it hits, where N — B’ — B is the classical
Moore-Postnikov n-factorization of the map Iy : N — B.

Proof. This follows by combining Theorem A*, Lemma 7.3.1, Lemma 7.3.2 and
the fact that the underlying map of the strong Moore-Postnikov factorization
of this map of pairs in this case is a classical Moore-Postnikov factorization of
N : N — B. We leave this check to the reader. m]

Remark 7.3.4. By taking B n-connected and W to be the triad (D"*1, 3,D"*!, 9, D""*1)
(as defined in Definition 2.1.6), this result recovers [BP17, Thm. A*] and extends it
to dimension 7.
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A rational computation. Let A be 2n-dimensional manifold with non-empty
boundary. Consider the triad (A X [0,1],A X {0},0A X [0,1] U A x {1}), and
observe that it satisfies the conditions of Theorem A (or Theorem A* for © =
idgo(2n+1))- The space BDiff 5o (A x [0,1]hV) can be viewed as a space of V-
stabilized concordances of the manifold A. We compute its rational cohomology
as follows.

Corollary 7.3.5. Assume A is aspherical and parallelizable. There exists an isomor-

phism
H (BDiff g (A X [0,1]§Ve0); Q) = Q[H"(A; Q) ® Q[ (n+1)/41: -~ » Pul]
as graded commutative Q-algebras.

Proof. This follows by applying Corollary 7.3.3 to the trivial h-cobordism A X
[0, 1] along with the following classical facts: the rational cohomology Q-algebra
H*(Qy 25 X) is isomorphic to Q [H (X;Q)] ofa space X with finite dimensional Q-
homology in each degree; since A is parallelizable and aspherical, the composition
A — AX1.,BO(2n + 1) — BO(2n + 1) is a Moore-Postnikov n-factorization,
where 7., BO(2n+ 1) is the n-connected cover of BO(2n + 1); finally the Q-algebra
H* (7>, BO(2n+1); Q) is the free graded commutative Q-algebra on the Pontrjagin
classes p[(n+1)/4]>* - * » Pn, Where p; lives in degree 4i. m]

The initial structure. We finish by considering the initial tangential structure
on N. We consider its tangent classifies 7y : (N, 9"N) — (BO(2n + 1),BO(2n)).
The identity map of N induces a 7y-structure on N. In this case, taking the Moore-
Postnikov factorization of id : (N, 3"N) — (N, 9"N) gives the identity of N. Thus,
MT®O is the cofiber of the map %! Th(~T9"N) — Th(~TN), which is equivalent
to the Spanier-Whitehead dual D(N/9°N) by Atiyah duality. By Proposition A.3
for k =1 = 0, we see that Autzon (id) is contractible. Thus, we obtain the following
result.

Corollary 7.3.6. There exists a map
MY (Neo3d|gon)ia = Q© D(N/°N)

which is acyclic onto the path component it hits.

A. APPENDIX: MAPPING SPACES OF PAIRS.

Recall from the discussion above Definition 7.1.1 that we consider the category
of pairs of spaces Top!!! as a model category with the projective model structure
induced by the Quillen model structure on Top. Given pairs (A, A”) and (B, B'),
one can define the category of pairs of spaces under (A, A’) and over (B, B').
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We consider this category with the under-over model structure (i.e. the model
structure where maps are fibrations, cofibrations, or weak equivalences if and
only if the underlying map in Top!!l is, see [Hir09, Thm 7.6.5]). This category is
enriched in spaces by taking the space of maps
Map( 53 (X, X)), (Y, Y"))

with the compact-open topology. We can also see this category as enriched in
simplicial sets by taking Sing,.

Proposition A.1. Let (A, A”") — (X, X’) be a cofibration of pairs, (Y,Y’) — (B, B’)
a fibration of pairs, and f : (A, A’) = (Y,Y") andg: (X, X’) — (Y,Y’) be maps of
pairs. Then the restriction map

BB , ) o
MapEA,A’))((XsX ), (Y,Y")) — Maph, (X', Y")

is a fibration. Moreover, the homotopy fiber over a map o : X’ — Y’ is equivalent to

MapﬁUA,X, (X,Y), where Y is seen as under AU X’ using go f and a.

Proof. Let I — I’ be a trivial cofibration in Top and consider a diagram of the
following form

I —— Map®8) (X, X"), (Y,Y"))

l (A7)
) N Mapﬁl, (X, Y").

The data of such a lift is equivalent to the data of a map I X (X, X’) — (Y, Y’) over
(B, B’) such that its restriction to I X X’ — Y’ is the bottom horizontal map, the
restriction to I’ X (X, X’) — (Y,Y”’) is the top horizontal map and the restriction
toI X (A,A”) — (Y,Y’) is constant at f. In other words, we have to find a lift of
the following diagram

(I, XX) UI’X(AUA/X’) IXx (A Uar X,) 7; Y

-
P
-
-
P
-
P
—
-
P

IxX = B

which is possible if the left vertical map is a trivial cofibration. This map is the
pushout product of I’ — I and A Uy X’ — X (see [Hov07, Defn.4.2.1]). Since the
category of spaces is a monoidal model category, by [Hov07, Defn. 4.2.6, Prop.
4.2.11]", the pushout product of two cofibrations is a cofibration and trivial if one
of them is. By assumption, I’ — I is a trivial cofibration and AUy X’ — X is a
cofibration, thus the left vertical map above is a trivial cofibration. This finishes
the proof. O

15Note that in this reference, our definition of spaces agrees with the definition of k-spaces, while
compactly generated spaces are assumed to weakly Hausdorft.
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Remark A.0.2. By Proposition A.1, we have a fiber sequence of the form

(B.B")

MapﬁUA, < (X,Y) = Map (AA)

(X, X), (Y,Y")) — Map?, (X, Y’).

It is convenient to have a variant of this fiber sequence where the middle space is
the subspace of those maps (X, X”) — (Y, Y’) which are strongly k-connected (re-
call from Definition 2.1.1). To do so, observe that the map MapﬁUA/ (X Y) —> MapﬁUA
is a homeomorphism. Thus, we have fiber sequence analogous to the one above,
where the base is the subspace of those maps X’ — Y’ which are k-connected, the
total space is the subspace of those maps (X, X”) — (Y, Y’) which are strongly k-
connected and the fiber is the subspace of MapfwA, y (X Uxr Y',Y) of those maps
which are (k + 1)-connected.

(X Uy YY)

We can describe the homotopy type of these mapping spaces given connec-
tivity and coconnectivity of the pairs involved. Recall the definition of strong
connectivity and coconnectivity from Definitions 2.1.1 and 7.1.1.

Proposition A.3. Letk,[ > 0 be integers. Let (A, A”) — (X, X") be a cofibration of
pairs and (Y,Y’) — (B, B") be a strongly l-coconnected fibration of pairs. If both
A — X and A’ — X’ are k-connected, then the space

Map (30 (X, X"), (Y, Y"))

is a (I — k — 2)-type. In particular, it is contractible if k > | — 1, provided it is
non-empty. Furthermore, if Y’ — Y X B’ is an equivalence, then we can remove the
k-connectivity assumption of A” — X'.

Proof. We start by noticing that, under our assumptions, the space Map Ef‘”i’,)) (X, X"),(Y,Y")
is a model for the derived mapping space in the category of pairs under (A, A”)
and over (B, B’), since (X, X’) is cofibrant and (Y, Y’) is fibrant in this category.
However, the derived mapping space of a model category only depends on the
class of weak equivalences (see [DK80, Corollary 4.7] together with the fact that
this category is a closed simplicial model category in the sense of [Qui67, Defn.
2.2.2]). We define the following model structure with the same class of weak
equivalences on Top!'!. The injective model structure on Top!'! is model structure
where the weak equivalences and cofibrations are objectwise and the fibrations are
those maps (X, X’) — (Y,Y’) such that X — Y and X’ — X Xy Y’ are fibrations
of spaces. Similarly to before, this induces a model structure on the over-under
category. Since the injective model structure has the same weak equivalences, our
space of interest is equivalent to the derived mapping space in this category. The
latter is equivalent to the same mapping space but replacing (Y,Y’) — (B, B’) by
an injective fibration, as this gives a fibrant replacement of the target. For simplic-
ity of notation, we denote this replacement also by (Y, Y’). Let Z be the mapping
space Mapg’j,)) ((X,X"),(Y,Y")). Let i > 0 and given a map « : S — Z be a map,
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then & can be extended to D'*! if and only if the following lifting problem can be
solved
(D1 x AUS' x X, D1 x A’ U S' x X') — (V,Y)

-
_ -
///
_ -
/’/

(D! x X, D! x X') ——— (B, B).
From the assumptions, we conclude the following facts:

(i) the maps D' X AUS! XX — D*!'x X and D! x A’ US x X’ — D*!1x X’
are (k + i + 1)-connected cofibrations. This can be seen by induction on
cells on the k-connected pairs (X, A) and (X', A").

(ii) the maps Y — Band Y’ — Y Xp B’ are I-coconnected fibrations.

By obstruction theory, we have no obstructions to solving the leftmost lifting
problem

D*'XAUS'XX — Y DM xAUS xX’ s Y’

- -
- -
l -7 l l - l
- -~

D*l'xX — B D' x X' ——— Y xg B

ifk+i+12>1 thatis, wheni>[—-k — 1. Provided i > | — k — 1 and fixing a lift,
we can solve the initial lifting problem if we can solve the right problem above
where the bottom horizontal map is the unique map to the pullback induced by the
map D'*! X X’ — B’ and the chosen lift D'*! x X’ — D! x X — Y’. The same
obstruction theoretic argument implies that such a problem can be solved provided
i > 1 -k — 1. This implies that Z is a (I — k — 2)-type. If the map Y’ — Y x5 B’
is an equivalence, then no conditions are needed on the left vertical map of the
third lifting problem to solve it. Thus, no condition on the cofibration A” — X’ is
necessary to deduce that Z is an (I — k — 2)-type in this case. O

Proposition A.4. Let (A,A’) — (X,X’) be a cofibration of pairs, (Y,Y') —
(Z,Z") — (B,B’) two composable fibrations of pairs, and (A,A’) — (Y,Y’) and
(X, X") — (Y,Y’) be maps of pairs. Then the post-composition map

Map(a (%X, (Y, Y1) = Map(yia) (X.X').(2.2))

is a fibration.

Proof. The claim follows if we show that the simplicially enriched category of
pairs of spaces under (A, A”) and over (B, B’) is a simplicial model category (in
the sense of [Hir09, Defn. 9.1.6]) when taken with the projective model structure,
as this claim is a special case of axiom M7. This follows by combining the general
fact that the category of diagrams indexed in a Reedy category of a simplicial
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model category is a simplicial model category, when taken with the Reedy model
structure (see [Hir09, Thm. 15.3.4.(3)]), and the fact that over-under categories of
a simplicial model categories are simplicial model categories. O

We establish now similar properties for spaces of collared bundle maps.

Proposition A.5. Let: : (A,A") — (X,X’) be a cofibration of pairs, (£,&) a
collared vector bundle over (X, X’), (n,n") a collared vector bundle over (Y,Y’) and
f:(FETE)Y — (n,n') be a collared bundle map. The restriction map

Bun$!(& 1) — Bung (&, 1)

is a fibration. Moreover, the homotopy fiber over a : & — 1’ is equivalent to
Bunay, x (7).

Proof. This statement will follow from the following claim, whose proof we leave
to the reader: the restriction map Bun(¢,7) — Bun(¢|xs,n) is a fibration, if
X’ — X is a cofibration. We show now our desired statement using this claim.
From the pullback decomposition of Remark 2.2.3, we observe that it suffices to
show that Buna (£, 1) — Buna/ (£|x+, ) is a fibration, as |y = & @ ¢!. For that,
consider the following commutative diagram

Buna(§,n) ——— Bun(&§,n) —— Bun(la, n)

l l l

Buny (¢]x,n) —— Bun(é]x,n) —— Bun({|a,n)

where the rows are fibration sequences, by the claim aboveas A — X and A" — X’
are cofibrations. One can see that the left vertical map is a fibration if the map

Bun(&, 1) — Bun(&lx+, n) XBun(ély ) Bun(&la, n)

induced by the commutativity of the left square, where X denotes the strict pull-
back, is a fibration. However, this map is homeomorphic to the restriction map
Bun(¢,n) — Bun(&|x+u,, 4, 17), which is fibration by the claim above using that
X' Uy A — X is a cofibration. This finishes the proof of the first claim. The claim
about the homotopy fiber follows by observing that Bunay ,, x’ (&, 1) is the strict
fiber of the restriction map Buny (€, 1) — Buny (é|x+, 7). O

Remark A.0.6. Assume that the dimensions of & and 5 agree. Similarly to
A.0.2, the (homotopy) fiber of the map above Bungy,, x’ (£, 1) is homeomorphic to
Bunay,, v/ (6 U’ ®zge ¢',7). On the other hand, by forgetting the bundle map,
one obtains a map of fiber sequences between the one describes in Proposition A.5
and the one in Proposition A.1.
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Proposition A.7. Let 1 : (A,A") — (X,X’) be a cofibration of pairs, (£,&) a
collared vector bundle over (X,X’), (ny,n) a collared vector bundle over (Y,Y’),
(nz.n%) a collared vector bundle over (Z,Z") and f : (©"&,1°8") — (ny,ny) bea
collared bundle map. Given a collared bundle map u : (ny,n}) — (nz,1n,) whose
underlying map is a fibration, the map induced by post-composition with u

BunCOI(f ny) — BunCOI(f nz)

is a fibration. Moreover, the homotopy fiber over a map g is equivalent to Map(A A,) (X, X)), (Y,Y")),
where (X, X") is seen over (Z,Z") using g.

Proof. We start by showing that the map above is a Serre fibration. Let I’ — I be
a trivial cofibration in Top and consider a diagram of the form

' — Bunf4°l(§, ny)

_ 2
-
e
'
-

-

I —s Bunffl(g, nz)

Observe that the analogous lifting problem where collared bundle mapping spaces
are replaced by mapping spaces of the underlying pairs can be solved by Proposi-
tion A.4. In other words, we can findamap [ : I X (X, X’) — (Y, Y’) extending the
underlying map of the top arrow above, such that after composing with the map
(Y,Y") — (Z,7’), it agrees with the underlying map of the bottom map of the
square above. The original lifting problem can be solved if we can find a collared
bundle map I X (£ &) — (I"ny,"n},) over the identity of (X, X") compatibly with
the existing bundle maps given by the square above. To do that, observe that a
collared bundle map I X (£, &) — (I"ny,"n}) over I X X is equivalent to a section
of the map of pairs (Hom(¢, I*ny), Hom(¢&', I*n3,)) — IX (X, X") which is induced
by the collars of £ and 5. Each individual map in this map of pairs is a fiber bundle
and thus a fibration. We conclude that the solution of the lifting problem above is
reduced to the following lifting problem

IX (AA") Upxan) I' X (X, X") ———— (Hom(¢, I*ny), Hom(¢", I"ny))

Ix(X,X) = (Hom(¢, (u o 1)*nz), Hom(&', (u 0 )*n}))

where the bottom map is induced by the bottom map of the original lifting problem.
Now, this can be solved uniquely since the right vertical map is a homeomorphism.
This proves the first claim.

The proof of the identification of the homotopy fibers follows the same idea
of the proof of the first claim. One can identify the fiber of this map with the fiber
of the map between the underlying mapping spaces. This fiber identifies precisely
with Map A A,) ((X,X’), (Y,Y’)). We leave this verification to the reader. |
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