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QUADRATIC FUNCTIONS AND 3-MANIFOLDS WITH

COMPLEX SPIN STRUCTURES

FLORIAN DELOUP AND GWÉNAËL MASSUYEAU

Abstract. We investigate the role played by quadratric functions in the topol-
ogy of closed oriented 3-manifolds endowed with Spinc-structures. In par-
ticular, we show how they naturally emerge from a Spinc-refinement of the
Goussarov-Habiro theory.
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1. Introduction

Ever since the beginning of algebraic topology, quadratic functions have played
a prominent role. This paper is an attempt to study systematically the role of qua-
dratic functions in 3-dimensional topology, at least in the case of closed oriented
3-manifolds.
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The first part (§2) of the paper is entirely algebraic and is devoted to the study
of quadratic functions on torsion modules. Our main new result is about quadratic
functions on torsion Abelian groups. A quadratic function on a finite Abelian
group G is a function q : G → Q/Z such that the map bq : (x, y) 7→ q(x + y) −
q(x) − q(y) is bilinear. If bq is a nondegenerate bilinear pairing, we say that q
is a nondegenerate quadratic function. Because of 2-torsion in G, a quadratic
function q cannot be recovered from its associated bilinear pairing bq in general.
Therefore, on finite Abelian groups, the theory of quadratic functions is finer than
the theory of symmetric bilinear pairings. Only the latter are classified ([W1] over
odd p-groups, and [KK] over 2-groups). Note that our definition includes quadratic
functions that are not homogeneous, that is, that do not satisfy q(x) = q(−x). It
is therefore natural, for a quadratic function q, to consider the homogeneity defect
dq ∈ Hom(G,Q/Z), defined by dq(x) = q(x)− q(−x). There is the usual notion of
isomorphism between quadratic functions. Two quadratic functions q, q′ on finite
Abelian groups G and G′ respectively, are isomorphic if and only if there is an
isomorphism ψ : G→ G′ such that q = q′◦ψ. An invariant of the isomorphism class
[q] of q is provided by its Gauss sum, defined by γ(q) = |G|−1/2

∑
x∈G e

2πiq(x) ∈ C.
Our main result is a complete system of invariants for [q].

Theorem 1. Let q : G → Q/Z and q′ : G′ → Q/Z be two nondegenerate qua-
dratic functions on finite Abelian groups. Then [q] = [q′] if and only if there is an
isomorphism ψ : G→ G′ such that bq = bq′ ◦ ψ⊗2, dq = dq′ ◦ ψ and γ(q) = γ(q′).

We also extend this result to some kind of possibly degenerate quadratic functions
on torsion Abelian groups (Corollary 2.26).

Turning to topology in §3, we then consider closed oriented 3-manifolds and
some additional structures with which they can be endowed, called complex spin
structures or Spinc-structures. They are related to spin structures in the sense that
if M is a closed oriented 3-manifold, there is then a canonical map Spin(M) →
Spinc(M), from the space of its Spin-structures to the space of its Spinc-structures.
Complex spin structures are also worth to be taken into account in 3-dimensional
topology, at least because they are in natural correspondance with so-called Euler
structures, which have been introduced by Turaev in order to refine Reidemeister
torsions.

We give here a general homotopy-theoritical treatment of Spinc-structures (fol-
lowing that of Spin-structures given in [BM]). Having in mind the importance of
“cut and paste” techniques in 3-dimensional topology, we deal with the technical
problem of gluing Spinc-structures. For that aim, we define for any compact ori-
ented 3-manifold with boundary and any Spin-structure σ on ∂M , a space denoted
by Spinc(M,σ), of complex spin structures on M relative to σ (see Theorem 3.10).
We also describe how Spinc-manifolds can be presented by surgery on S3 and we
give the corresponding Spinc-refinement of Kirby theorem.

We then relate in §4 algebra to topology, quadratic functions to closed Spinc-
manifolds of dimension 3. By means of that Spinc-refinement of Kirby theorem, we
associate to an arbitrary closed Spinc-manifold (M,σ) of dimension 3 a quadratic
function

φM,σ : H2(M ;Q/Z)→ Q/Z,

whose associated bilinear pairing, denoted by LM : H2(M ;Q/Z)×H2(M ;Q/Z)→
Q/Z, is obtained from the torsion linking pairing λM : TH1(M)×TH1(M)→ Q/Z,
by composing it with B⊗2, where B : H2(M ;Q/Z) → TH1(M) is the Bockstein
homomorphism associated to the short exact sequence of coefficients 0→ Z→ Q→
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Q/Z→ 0. Note that LM (and therefore φM,σ) is nondegenerate if and only if M is
a rational homology 3-sphere.
When σ comes from a spin structure, the quadratic function φM,σ turns out to be
equivalent with previous works ([LL], [MS], [T2]). More generally, when σ is torsion
(which means that its Chern class c(σ) ∈ H2(M) is torsion), φM,σ factorizes via B
to a quadratic function:

φM,σ : TH1(M)→ Q/Z,

over the torsion linking pairing λM and then coincides with analogous constructions
from [Gi] (see also [De2]) and [LW].

We then show that for a given closed oriented 3-manifoldM , the Spinc-structures
on M are determined by their corresponding quadratic functions.

Theorem 2. Let M be a closed connected oriented 3-manifold. Then, the map
[σ 7→ φM,σ] defines an affine embedding:

Spinc(M) � � ΦM // Quad(LM ).

We also identify the cokernel of φM (Theorem 4.10 and §4.3). Via the map φM ,
topological notions can be put in correspondance with algebraic notions. For in-
stance, the Chern class c(σ) corresponds with the homogeneity defect dφM,σ

of the
quadratic function φM,σ.
When σ is identified with an Euler structure, a geometric intrinsic formula (making
no reference to the dimension 4) for the quadratic function φM,σ is given. When M
is a rational homology sphere, φM,σ can be recovered from the Reidemeister-Turaev
torsion (Theorem 4.18).

In the final part (§5) of the paper, we apply the previous to solve a problem
related to the Goussarov-Habiro theory for compact oriented 3-manifolds. Their
finite type invariants theory (developped in [Go], [Ha] and [GGP]) is based on an
elementary move called Y -surgery. The Y -equivalence, which is defined to be the
surgery equivalence relation generated by this move, is then of crucial and basic
importance in the Goussarov-Habiro theory, since two manifolds are Y -equivalent
if and only if they are not distinguished by degree 0 finite type invariants. It has
been characterized in the closed case by Matveev, who showed in [Mat] that two
closed oriented connected 3-manifolds are Y -equivalent if and only if they have
identical first Betti numbers and isomorphic torsion linking pairings. Latterly, the
second author introduced in [Mas] a non-trivial Spin-refinement of the Goussarov-
Habiro theory (the possibility of which was announced in [Go] and [Ha]). He also
characterized degree 0 invariants of Spin-manifolds by refining that theorem of
Matveev.

Using the gluing techniques developped in §3, we show that Y -surgeries make
also sense for Spinc-manifolds, and generate a surgery equivalence relation among
them called Y c-equivalence. There exists a Spinc-refinement of the Goussarov-
Habiro theory, the degree 0 invariants of which are characterized in the closed case
as follows.

Theorem 3. Let (M,σ) and (M ′, σ′) be two closed connected oriented 3-manifolds
with complex spin structures. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) the Spinc-manifolds (M,σ) and (M ′, σ′) are Y c-equivalent;
(2) there is an isomorphism ψ : H1(M) → H1(M

′) such that φM ′,σ′ = φM,σ ◦
ψ♯;

(3) there is an isomorphism ψ : H1(M)→ H1(M
′) such that:

- λM = λM ′ ◦ (ψ|)⊗2,
- ψ

(
P−1c(σ)

)
= P−1c (σ′),
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- γ (φM,σ ◦ s) = γ (φM ′,σ′ ◦ s′) for any pair (s, s′) of compatible sec-
tions of the respective Bockstein homomorphisms B : H2 (M ;Q/Z)→
TH1(M) and B : H2 (M

′;Q/Z)→ TH1(M
′).

In assertion (2), ψ♯ : H2 (M
′;Q/Z) → H2(M ;Q/Z) is the isomorphism dual to ψ

by the intersection pairings:

H1(M)×H2(M ;Q/Z)→ Q/Z and H1(M
′)×H2(M

′;Q/Z)→ Q/Z,

which are right nonsingular. In assertion (3), P stands for a Poincaré duality
isomorphism, and the required compatibility of sections s, s′ is the commutativity
of the diagram:

H2 (M
′;Q/Z)

ψ♯ ≃

��

TH1(M
′)

s′oo

H2 (M ;Q/Z) TH1(M).s
oo

ψ| ≃

OO

The equivalence between assertions (2) and assertions (3) will be derived from
Theorem 1.
The case of rational homology 3-spheres deserves to be singled out. Indeed, if
M is an oriented rational homology 3-sphere, any σ ∈ Spinc(M) is torsion and,
according to what has been said above, φM,σ can be regarded as a quadratic function
H1(M)→ Q/Z over λM . In that case, Theorem 3 specializes to:

Corollary 4. Let (M,σ) and (M ′, σ′) be two oriented rational homology 3-spheres
with complex spin structures. The following assertions are then equivalent:

(1) the Spinc-manifolds (M,σ) and (M ′, σ′) are Y c-equivalent;
(2) there is an isomorphism ψ : H1(M)→ H1(M

′) such that φM,σ = φM ′,σ′ ◦ψ;
(3) there is an isomorphism ψ : H1(M)→ H1(M

′) such that:
- λM = λM ′ ◦ ψ⊗2,
- ψ

(
P−1c(σ)

)
= P−1c(σ′),

- γ(φM,σ) = γ(φM ′,σ′).

It follows also from Theorem 3 and [Mas] that, although the canonical map
Spin(M)→ Spinc(M) needs not to be injective, the Spin-refinement of Goussarov-
Habiro theory embeds in degree 0 into its Spinc-refinement.

Acknowledgments. Part of this work was done while the first author was sup-
ported through a European Marie Curie Fellowship (MCFI 200100038). The second
author thanks his advisor, Christian Blanchet.

2. Quadratic functions

Let R be a Dedekind ring. Denote by Fr(R) the field of fractions of R. We
assume throughout this section that the characteristic of Fr(R) is not two. Given
an R-moduleM , TM denotes the submodule ofM consisting of all torsion elements.
If M and N are two R-modules, Hom(M,N) denotes the R-module of all R-maps
M → N . A set X on which M acts freely and transitively is an affine space over
M . For such actions, the left multiplicative notation is used. Any bilinear pairing
b : M ×M ′ → N , where M, M ′ and N are R-modules, has a left (resp. right)

adjoint map
�
b̂ : M → Hom(M ′, N) (resp. b̂

�
: M ′ → Hom(M,N)), defined by

�
b̂(x)(y) = b(x, y) (resp. b̂

�
(y)(x) = b(x, y)), x ∈ M, y ∈ M ′. In the case when

M =M ′ and b is symmetric,
�
b̂ = b̂

�
is denoted by b̂.

In many cases (but not all), M will be a finitely generated free R-module or a
torsion R-module. We set CM = R (resp. CM = Fr(R)/R) if M is free (resp. if
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M is torsion). It is convenient to define the dual of M by M∗ = Hom(M,CM ).
Except in §2.1 and §2.2 where full generality is assumed, R will be Z or Q.

2.1. Basic notions about quadratic functions. Let M and N be R-modules.
A quadratic function on M with values in N is a map q : M → N such that the
formula bq(x, y) = q(x + y) − q(x) − q(y), x, y ∈ M , defines a symmetric bilinear
pairing bq : M × M → N , called the associated bilinear pairing. Note that ac-
cording to the definition we adopt in this paper, any quadratic function q satisfies
q(0) = 0. In the case when q satisfies the additional property that q(rx) = r2q(x)
for all x ∈M , r ∈ R, we say that q is homogeneous. To each quadratic function q,
we associate an element dq ∈ Hom(M,N), called the homogeneity defect, defined
by dq(x) = q(x)− q(−x), x ∈M . The quadratic function q is nondegenerate (resp.

nonsingular or unimodular) if the adjoint map b̂q : M → Hom(M,N) is injective
(resp. bijective). If M is a finite torsion module and N = CM , q is nondegenerate
if and only if q is nonsingular.

Let b :M ×M → N be a symmetric bilinear pairing and let H be a submodule
of M . The submodule {x ∈ M, b(x,H) = 0} is called the orthogonal of H and is
denoted H⊥. The orthogonal M⊥ of M is called the radical of b. Let q : M → N
be a quadratic function on M . A submodule H of M is said isotropic rel. b (resp.
rel. q) if b(H,H) = 0 (resp. q(H) = 0). An orthogonal summand H of M is a
submodule H of M such that M = H ⊕H⊥. A direct summand of M may not be
an orthogonal summand in general.

Lemma 2.1. [W1, Lemma 1] Let b : M ×M → N be a nonsingular symmetric
bilinear pairing. Let H be a submodule ofM . The induced pairing b|H×H : H×H →
N is nondegenerate if and only if H is an orthogonal summand of M .

A quadratic function q : M → N is a quadratic function over b : M ×M → N
if bq = b. Denote by Quad(b) the set of quadratic functions over b. The R-module
Hom(M,N) acts freely and transitively on Quad(b) by addition. Thus, if b is
nonsingular then Quad(b) is an affine space over M with action defined by

α · q = q + b̂(α), α ∈M.

It follows that, in that case, Quad(b) and M are equipotent.
Let ψ :M ′ →M be an isomorphism of R-modules. We define ψ∗b : M ′×M ′ →

N to be the symmetric bilinear pairing defined by ψ∗b(x, y) = b(ψ(x), ψ(y)) for all
x, y ∈ M ′. Similarly we define the quadratic function ψ∗q : M ′ → N by ψ∗q(x) =
q(ψ(x)) for all x ∈M ′. We say that two symmetric bilinear pairings b, b′ (resp. two
quadratic functions q, q′) defined on M and M ′ with values in N are isomorphic,
and we write b ∼ b′ (resp. q ∼ q′), if there exists an isomorphism ψ : M ′ → M
such that ψ∗b = b′ (resp. ψ∗q = q′). An isomorphism ψ : M ′ → M induces
a bijective correspondence between Quad(b) and Quad(ψ∗b). In particular, the
subgroup Iso(b) of automorphisms of M preserving b acts on Quad(b): ψ · q = ψ∗q.
The relation between the action of Hom(M,N) and the action of Iso(b) on Quad(b)
is the key to the problem of classification of quadratic functions. This problem is
partially solved when R is a complete discrete valuation ring (e.g. [Du]) for finitely
generated free R-modules and torsion R-modules. It remains unsolved in general.

2.2. Presentations of quadratic functions.

2.2.1. Lattices and their characteristic forms. A lattice M is a finitely generated
free R-module. A (symmetric) bilinear lattice (M, f) is a symmetric bilinear form
f : M ×M → R on a lattice M . Let F = Fr(R) be the quotient field of R. Then
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M ⊗ F is a vector space V over F . The dimension of V is finite and equal to the
rank ofM . Any bilinear lattice (M, f) gives rise by extension of scalars to a bilinear
pairing fF : V × V → F . Let M ♯ = {x ∈ V : fF (x,M) ⊂ R} be the dual lattice for
(M, f). Clearly M ⊂ M ♯. More generally, for any submodule N over R of V , we
can define N ♯ = {x ∈ V : fF (x,N) ⊂ R}. A fractional (resp. integral) Wu class
for (M, f) is an element v ∈ V (resp. an element v ∈M) such that

∀x ∈M, f(x, x)− fF (w, x) ∈ 2R.

The set of fractional (resp. integral) Wu classes is denoted by WuF (f) (resp.
Wu(f)) and is contained in M ♯. Furthermore, WuF (f) is an affine space over 2M ♯.
A characteristic form for f is an element c ∈M∗ satisfying

∀x ∈M, f(x, x)− c(x) ∈ 2R.

The set Char(f) of characteristic forms for f is an affine space over Hom(M, 2R).
Each fractional Wu class gives a characteristic form by the equivariant map w 7→
fF (w,−)|M , WuF (f)→ Char(f).

Lemma 2.2. If f is nondegenerate, then the map w 7→ fF (w,−)|M is a bijective
correspondence between WuF (f) and Char(f).

Proof. Since f is nondegenerate, f̂ : M → M∗ is injective. Then f̂F : V →
V ∗ is bijective. Hence, the map x 7→ fF (x,−)|M , WuF (f) → Char(f) is also
bijective. �

The quotient module M̄ = M/Ker f̂ is a finitely generated free R-module.
Hence, the short exact sequence

(2.1) 0 // Ker f̂
i // M

p // M̄ // 0

is split. Any section s of p induces an isomorphism

(M, f) ≃
(
M̄, f̄

)
⊕
(
Ker f̂ , 0

)
,

where f̄ : M̄ × M̄ → R is the nondegenerate pairing induced by f .

Lemma 2.3. There is an injection p∗|Char(f̄) : Char
(
f̄
)
→ Char(f) induced by p,

and any section s of p induces an affine retraction s∗|Char(f) : Char(f)→ Char(f̄)
for p∗|Char.

Proof. Since p ◦ s = IdM̄ , we have s∗ ◦ p∗ = IdM̄∗ . Moreover, one easily verifies
p∗
(
Char

(
f̄
))
⊂ Char (f) and s∗ (Char (f)) ⊂ Char

(
f̄
)
. �

Lemma 2.4. Every symmetric bilinear lattice (M, f) has a characteristic form.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.3, we can suppose that f is nondegenerate. In the nonde-
generate case, [LW, Lemma 1.6 (i)] applies mutatis mutandis. �

2.2.2. The discriminant construction. Suppose we are given a bilinear lattice (M, f)
as above. Consider the torsion R-module Gf =M ♯/M and the symmetric bilinear
pairing

Lf : Gf ×Gf → F/R

defined by

(2.2) Lf ([x], [y]) = fF (x, y) mod R, x, y ∈M ♯.

Since M ♯♯ =M +Ker f̂F , the radical of Lf is

(2.3) Ker L̂f =
(
M +Ker f̂F

)
/M = Ker f̂F /Ker f̂ =

(
Ker f̂

)
⊗ F/R.
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In particular, Lf is nondegenerate if and only if f is nondegenerate.

Consider the torsion submodule T Coker f̂ of Coker f̂ . The adjoint map f̂F : V →
V ∗ restricted toM ♯ induces a canonical epimorphism Bf : Gf → T Coker f̂ . Hence
there is a short exact sequence

(2.4) 0→ Ker L̂f → Gf → T Coker f̂ → 0.

It follows that the symmetric bilinear form Lf factorizes to a nondegenerate pairing

λf : T Coker f̂ × T Coker f̂ → F/R.

It also follows from this sequence that Gf = 0 if and only if M ♯ = M if and
only if f is unimodular. Furthermore, since the above exact sequence splits (non-
canonically), there is a (non-canonical) orthogonal decomposition:

(2.5) (Gf , Lf ) ≃
(
T
(
Coker f̂

)
, λf

)
⊕
(
Ker L̂f , 0

)
.

Suppose next that (M, f, c) is a bilinear lattice equipped with a characteristic form
c ∈ M∗. Denote by cF : V ∗ → F the linear extension of c . We associate to
(M, f, c) a quadratic function φf,c : Gf → F/R over Lf by

φf,c ([x]) =
1

2
(fF (x, x) − cF (x)) mod R, x ∈M ♯.

Observe that the homogeneity defect dφf,c
∈ G∗f = Hom(Gf , F/R) is given by

(2.6) dφf,c
([x]) = −cF (x) mod R, x ∈M ♯.

Definition 2.5. The triple (M, f, c) is said to be a presentation of the quadratic
function φf,c on the torsion module Gf . The assignation (M, f, c) 7→ (Gf , φf,c) is
called the discriminant construction.

Lemma 2.6. The discriminant construction preserves orthogonal sums.

Remark 2.7. The following conditions are seen to be equivalent from (2.3) and
(2.4):

· f is nondegenerate;
· Lf is nondegenerate;
· Gf is a finite product of cyclic R-modules b−1/R;

· Coker f̂ is a finite product of cyclic R-modules R/b;

· Gf and Coker f̂ are isomorphic R-modules.

If one of those conditions is satisfied, Bf : Gf → Coker f̂ is an isomorphism which
induces a bijective correspondence: Quad (λf ) ≃ Quad (Lf ) . Hence φf,c factorizes
via Bf to a nondegenerate quadratic function over λf . This case arises if and only
if c can be taken to be the image of a fractional Wu class (cf. Lemma 2.2). This
particular case coincides with the usual discriminant construction, as presented for
example in [De1, section 1.2.1].

The map (M, f, c) 7→ (Gf , φf,c), from the monoid of nondegenerate bilinear
lattices equipped with characteristic forms to the monoid of isomorphism classes of
nondegenerate quadratic functions on torsion R-modules, is known to be surjective
in the case when R is a discrete valuation ring (see [Du, §2, 3 & 4]) and when
R = Z. For this surjectivity problem, see [Du, §4] and [La].
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2.2.3. Properties of the discriminant construction. Consider the bilinear mapM∗×
M ♯ → F/R defined by (α, x) 7→ αF (x) mod R. This map induces a bilinear pairing

〈−,−〉 : Coker f̂ ×Gf → F/R.

Lemma 2.8. The bilinear pairing 〈−,−〉 : Coker f̂ × Gf → F/R is left nonde-
generate (respectively left nonsingular if and only if f is nondegenerate) and right
nonsingular.

Proof. Consider the left adjoint map Coker f̂ → Hom(Gf , F/R), [a] 7→ 〈[α],−〉
(mod R). An element [α] lies in the kernel if and only if αF (x) = 0 mod R for
all x ∈ M ♯. It suffices to prove that for α ∈ M∗, we have αF

(
M ♯
)
= 0 mod R

if and only if there exists v ∈ M such that α = f̂(v). Assume first that f is

nondegenerate. Then f̂F is bijective, so there is an element v ∈ V such that

αF = f̂F (v). Since αF (M
♯) = fF (v,M

♯) ⊂ R, this means that v ∈M ♯♯ =M . Now
if f is degenerate, consider the nondegenerate symmetric bilinear pairing f̄ induced

by f on the lattice M̄ = M/Ker f̂ . Set V̄ = M̄ ⊗ F . Since α
(
Ker f̂

)
⊂ R, α

induces a form ᾱ : M̄ → R such that ᾱ
(
M̄ ♯
)
⊂ R. Applying the previous case

to ᾱ yields an element v̄ ∈ M̄ such that ᾱ = ̂̄f (v̄). Any lift v ∈ M of v̄ satisfies

α = f̂(v). So [α] = 0 as desired.

Suppose that f is nondegenerate. By Remark 2.7, Gf (resp. Coker f̂) is a
product of cyclic modules R/b (resp. b−1/R). The injective left adjoint map Coker

f̂ → Hom(Gf , F/R) is between two modules of the same finite length, so must

be surjective as well. Suppose that f is not nondegenerate. Then by Coker f̂
(resp. Gf ) has a summand R (resp. a summand which is F/R). It suffices to
show that the map R → Hom(F/R, F/R), r 7→ 〈r,−〉 is not surjective. Recall
that F/R = ⊕pAp, where the direct sum is over all prime ideals p and Ap is the
submodule consisting of elements x ∈ F/R such that xpk = 0 for some k. Let p ∈ p

and consider the map πp : Ap → Ap which is multiplication by p. Then the product∏
p
πp ∈

∏
p
Hom(Ap, F/R) = Hom(F/R, F/R) is not in the image.

Consider the right adjoint map Gf → Hom
(
Coker f̂ , F/R

)
. An element [x] ∈

Gf lies in the kernel if and only if αF (x) = 0 mod R for all α ∈M∗. In particular,
for a unimodular bilinear pairing g on M , gF (v, x) = 0 mod R for all v ∈ V .
Unimodularity of g implies that x ∈M . Thus [x] = 0.

We now prove that the right adjoint map is surjective. Consider the canonical
isomorphism V → V ∗∗, v 7→ 〈−, v〉. This map sends M ♯ onto N = {〈−, w〉 ∈
V ∗∗ : 〈f̂(M), w〉 ⊂ R} which is a submodule over R of V ∗∗. The submodule

N0 = {x ∈ Hom(M∗, F ) : 〈f̂(M), x〉 ⊂ R} embeds in N by linear extension

over F : M∗ → M∗ ⊗ F = V ∗. Any x ∈ N0 induces a map Coker f̂ → F/R,

hence there is an induced R-map N0 → Hom
(
Coker f̂ , F/R

)
, which is obviously

surjective (since M∗ is R-free). Hence any ϕ ∈ Hom
(
Coker f̂ , F/R

)
lifts to an

element x ∈ N0 ⊂ N where x = 〈−, v〉 for some v ∈M ♯. Thus ϕ = 〈−, [v]〉. �

Lemma 2.9. The cokernel of the inclusion T Coker f̂ →֒ Coker f̂ is
(
Ker f̂

)∗
.

Proof. Since M/Ker f̂ is free, the inclusion Ker f̂ → M induces a surjective map

M∗ →
(
Ker f̂

)∗
which sends f̂(M) to 0. Hence we obtain a well-defined surjective
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map Coker f̂ →
(
Ker f̂

)∗
, the kernel of which, since

(
Ker f̂

)∗
is free of same rank

as Coker f̂ , consists of all torsion elements. �

By (2.3), any R-map Ker f̂ → R induces by tensoring with F/R an R-map

Ker L̂f → F/R. Denote by jf :
(
Ker f̂

)∗
→
(
Ker L̂f

)∗
the corresponding R-map.

Let c ∈ Char(f). Observe that φf,c+2f̂(u) = φf,c for any u ∈ M . Hence φf,c

depends on c only mod 2f̂(M). Also, the Abelian group M∗/f̂(M) = Coker f̂ acts

freely and transitively on Char(f)/2f̂(M) by

[α] · [c] = [c+ 2α] ∈ Char(f)/2f̂(M), α ∈M∗, c ∈ Char(f).

The following result is the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.10. The map c 7→ φf,c induces an affine embedding

φf : Char(f)/2f̂(M) →֒ Quad(Lf )

over the opposite of the group monomorphism
�
〈−,−〉 : Coker f̂ →֒ Hom(Gf , F/R).

Furthermore,

Coker φf ≃ Coker jf =
(Ker L̂f )

∗

jf

(
(Ker f̂)∗

)

and given q ∈ Quad(Lf ), the following two assertions are equivalent:

- q ∈ Im φf ;
- q|Ker L̂f

∈ Im jf .

As a consequence of Remark 2.7 and Lemma 2.8, we have:

Corollary 2.11. The map φf is bijective if and only if f is nondegenerate.

Remark 2.12. This construction applies in particular when R = Z and (M, f) is
the homology group H2(X) of a compact oriented simply-connected 4-manifold
X , equipped with its symmetric bilinear intersection pairing. Then λf can be
identified with the torsion linking pairing on TH1(∂X) (up to sign depending on
the orientation of X, ∂X). For details, see for example [Du] [De1]. Furthermore, we
will see (in §4 and §3 respectively) that Gf identifies with H2(∂X ;Q/Z) and that

the affine space Char(f)/2f̂(M) identifies with the affine space of Spinc-structures
on ∂X .

Proof of Theorem 2.10. Let us prove that the map φf is indeed affine over the
homomorphism stated above. Let α ∈M∗ and x ∈M ♯: φf,[α]·[c] ([x])−φf,[c] ([x]) =
φf,c+2α ([x]) − φf,c ([x]) = −αF (x) mod R. Hence φf,[α]·[c]([x]) = φf,[c]([x]) −
〈[α], [x]〉. The fact that φf is injective follows from the fact that the map

�
〈−,−〉 :

Coker f̂ → Hom(Gf , F/R) is injective and this was proved in Lemma 2.8.
Next, we proceed to determine Coker φf . Consider the following diagram:

0 // T Coker f̂ //

λ̂f≃

��

Coker f̂ //

�
〈−,−〉

��

(
Ker f̂

)∗
//

jf

��

0

0 //
(
T Coker f̂

)∗
// Hom(Gf , F/R) //

(
Ker L̂f

)∗
// 0

The first row is given by Lemma 2.9. The second row is obtained from the short
exact sequence (2.4) by applying the exact functor Hom(−, F/R) (the R-module
F/R is injective). It follows from the definitions that the diagram is commutative.
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A standard argument (for instance, the “snake lemma”) applied to the diagram
leads to Coker

�
〈−,−〉 ≃ Coker jf .

Finally we prove the last statement of the theorem. By definition, c(Ker f̂) ⊂ 2R.

In particular, φf,c|Ker L̂f
: Ker L̂f → F/R is a homomorphism given by

(2.7) φf,c([x]) = −
1

2
cF (x) mod R, x ∈M +Ker f̂F ⊂M ♯.

Hence φf,c|Ker L̂f
= jf (− 1

2c) ∈ Im jf . Conversely, let q ∈ Quad(Lf ) such that

q|
Ker L̂f

∈ Im jf . Pick c ∈ Char(f). Then the restriction map (Gf )
∗ → (Ker L̂f)

∗

induced by the inclusion Ker L̂f →֒ Gf sends q − φf,c into Im jf . Since

Coker
�
〈−,−〉 ≃ Coker jf ,

there is an element [α] ∈ Coker f̂ such that q − φf,c = 〈[α],−〉. Since the map φf
is affine over Coker f̂ →֒ Hom(Gf , F/R), it follows that q = φf,[−α]·[c]. �

Corollary 2.13. An R-map h : Gf → F/R is in the image of
�
〈−,−〉 : Coker f̂ →

Hom(Gf , F/R) if and only if h|Ker L̂f
: Ker L̂f → F/R lifts to an R-map Ker f̂ →

R.

Proof. Set h′ = h|Ker L̂f
. By definition, h′ lifts to Ker f̂ if and only if h′ ∈ Im jf .

Now apply Theorem 2.10. �

2.3. The stable classification theorem. The goal is to generalize a result due
to Wall and Durfee ([W2, Corollary 1] and [Du, Corollary 4.2.(ii)]). We define a
natural notion of stable equivalence on lattices equipped with a characteristic form.
The resulting stable classification problem is shown to be equivalent to the clas-
sification of the quadratic functions induced by the discriminant construction (§2.2).

There is a natural notion of isomorphism among triples (M, f, c) defined by
bilinear lattices with characteristic forms: we say that two triples (M, f, c) and
(M ′, f ′, c′) are isomorphic if there is an isomorphism ψ : M →M ′ such that ψ∗f ′ =

f and ψ∗c′ = c mod 2f̂(M). All such triples form a monoid for the orthogonal
sum ⊕. Two triples (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′) are said to be stably equivalent if
they become isomorphic after stabilizations with some unimodular lattices, that is,
there is an isomorphism (called a stable equivalence) between (M, f, c) ⊕ (U, g, s)
and (M ′, f ′, c′) ⊕ (U ′, g′, s′) for some unimodular lattices (U, g, s) and (U ′, g′, s′)
equipped with characteristic forms s and s′ respectively. Because, as we have
seen in §2.2, unimodular lattices induce trivial discriminant bilinear forms and
quadratic functions, a stable equivalence between two triples induce an isomorphism
of the corresponding quadratic functions. We are interested in whether the converse
holds and to which extent. In fact, a positive answer is provided in the case of
nondegenerate lattices.

Proposition 2.14. Two nondegenerate symmetric bilinear lattices (M, f, c) and
(M ′, f ′, c′) equipped with characteristic forms are stably equivalent if and only if
their associated quadratic functions (Gf , φf,c) and (Gf ′ , φf ′,c′) are isomorphic. In
fact, any isomorphism ψ between their associated quadratic functions (Gf , φf,c) and
(Gf ′ , φf ′,c′) lifts to a stable equivalence between (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′).

Proof. This is proved in [LW, §1.7.3] which relies on [W2]. �

In the general case, we have to deal with the potential degeneracy of lattices. The
first observation is that it is not true that any isomorphism between (Gf , φf,c) and
(Gf ′ , φf ′,c′) will lift to a stable equivalence between (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′). In
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fact, the simplest counterexample is given by the degenerate bilinear lattice (R, 0, 0)
(with 0 as characteristic form). We have G0 = F/R, φ0,0([x]) = 0. Trivially any
automorphism of F/R is an automorphism of the degenerate quadratic function
(F/R, 0). However, not every automorphism of F/R lifts to an automorphism of
F . For each bilinear lattice (M, f, c), Lemma 2.8 gives an isomorphism 〈−,−〉

�
:

Gf → Hom
(
Coker f̂ , F/R

)
. Therefore any isomorphism ψ : Coker f̂ → Coker f̂ ′

induces an isomorphism ψ♯ : Gf ′ → Gf . The map

ψ 7→ ψ♯, Iso
(
Coker f̂ ,Coker f̂ ′

)
→ Iso (Gf ′ , Gf )

is injective (but not surjective, unless f, f ′ are nondegenerate: see Lemma 2.17
below). We now state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 2.15. Two bilinear lattices (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′) with characteris-
tic forms are stably equivalent if and only if their associated quadratic functions
(Gf , φf,c) and (Gf ′ , φf ′,c′) are isomorphic via an element

ψ♯ ∈ Im
(
Iso
(
Coker f̂ ,Coker f̂ ′

)
→ Iso (Gf ′ , Gf )

)
.

Furthermore, any such isomorphism between (Gf ′ , φf ′,c′) and (Gf , φf,c) lifts to a
stable equivalence between (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′).

In the sequel, (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′) denote bilinear lattices with characteristic

forms. Set Nf = Ker L̂f and Nf ′ = Ker L̂f ′ .

Lemma 2.16. Any isomorphism ψ : Coker f̂ → Coker f̂ ′ induces an isomorphism

Ker f̂ ′ → Ker f̂ . Furthermore, if ψ([c]) = [c′] then ψ induces an isomorphism from

the triple
(
Ker f̂ ′, 0, c′|Ker f̂ ′

)
onto the triple

(
Ker f̂ , 0, c|Ker f̂

)
.

Proof. Consider the following diagram:

0 // T Coker f̂ //

ψ|
TCoker f̂ ≃

��

Coker f̂ //

ψ≃

��

(
Ker f̂

)∗
//

[ψ]

��

0

0 // T Coker f̂ ′ // Coker f̂ ′ //
(
Ker f̂ ′

)∗
// 0

where the two exact rows are given by Lemma 2.9 and where [ψ] is induced by ψ
and is an isomorphism. Applying Hom(−, R) to [ψ] yields an isomorphism [ψ]∗ :(
Ker f̂ ′

)∗∗
= Ker f̂ ′ →

(
Ker f̂

)∗∗
= Ker f̂ . For the second statement, the

image of [c] ∈ Coker f̂ in (Ker f̂)∗ is just c|Ker f̂ . Thus ψ([c]) = [c′] implies that

[ψ](c|Ker f̂ ) = c′|Ker f̂ ′ , as desired. �

Lemma 2.17. Let Ψ ∈ Iso(Gf ′ , Gf ). Then, the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) there exists ψ ∈ Iso
(
Coker f̂ ,Coker f̂ ′

)
such that Ψ = ψ♯;

(2) Ψ (Nf ′) = Nf and the map Ψ|Nf′ : Nf ′ → Nf lifts to an isomorphism

Ker f̂ ′ → Ker f̂ .

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2): Lemma 2.16 gives an isomorphism [ψ]∗ = Hom([ψ], F/R) :

Ker f̂ ′ → Ker f̂ . Since Ψ = ψ♯ is induced by ψ∗ = Hom(ψ, F/R) via the right
adjoint map 〈−,−〉

�
, [ψ]∗ is a lift of Ψ|Nf′ : Nf ′ → Nf .
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(2) =⇒ (1): for [α] ∈ Coker f̂ , consider the R-map

h : [x] 7→ 〈[α],Ψ([x])〉, Gf ′ → F/R.

Since by hypothesis, Ψ|Nf′ lifts to Ker f̂ , the map h|Nf′ also lifts to an R-map

Ker f̂ → R. Hence by Corollary 2.13 applied to h, we obtain that h : Gf ′ → F/R

lies in the image of
�
〈−,−〉 : Coker f̂ ′ → Hom(Gf ′ , F/R). Thus there exists

[β] ∈ Coker f̂ ′ such that h = 〈[β],−〉. In other words,

∀[x] ∈ Gf ′ , 〈[α],Ψ([x])〉 = 〈[β], [x]〉 ∈ F/R.

The assignment ψ : [α] 7→ [β] is an R-map and is bijective since Ψ is bijective. By
construction, Ψ = ψ♯. �

Proof of Theorem 2.15. The nondegenerate case is treated by Proposition 2.14.
Consider now the general case. Let s be a stable equivalence between lattices,
say an isomorphism of symmetric bilinear lattices s : (M ′, f ′, c′) ⊕ (U ′, g′, u′) →
(M, f, c) ⊕ (U, g, u) where (U ′, g′, u′) and (U, g, u) are unimodular lattices. The
map s induces via the discriminant construction an isomorphism Ψ : Gf ′ → Gf
between φf ′,c′ and φf,c since unimodular lattices induce trivial quadratic functions.

The map s also induces in the obvious way an isomorphism ψ : Coker f̂ → Coker f̂ ′,
and it is easily verified that ψ♯ = Ψ.

Conversely, suppose that the given isomorphism Ψ between (Gf ′ , φf ′,c′) and

(Gf , φf,c) is induced by an isomorphism ψ : Coker f̂ → Coker f̂ ′. First, the
homogeneity defects are preserved by Ψ: dφf′,c′

= dφf,c
◦Ψ. Since Ψ = ψ♯, it follows

from (2.6) that ψ([c]) = [c′]. Thus Lemma 2.16 implies that
(
Ker f̂ ′, 0, c′|Ker f̂ ′

)

and
(
Ker f̂ , 0, c|Ker f̂

)
are isomorphic via ψ♯ : Ker f̂ ′ → Ker f̂ .

Let
(
M̄, f̄

)
be the nondegenerate lattice induced by f (see (2.1)). Choose a

section s of the canonical projection p :M → M̄ . Lemma 2.3 yields a characteristic
form c̄ = s∗|Char(f)(c) ∈ Char(f̄). The section s of p induces a map s : Gf̄ → Gf

such that φf̄ ,c̄ = φf,c ◦ s. We have, for x, y ∈ T(Coker f̂),

(φf,c ◦ s)(x+ y)− (φf,c ◦ s)(x) − (φf,c ◦ s)(y) = Lf (s(x), s(y))

= λf (Bf ◦ s(x), Bf ◦ s(y))
= λf (x, y),

so φf,c ◦ s is a quadratic function over λf , in particular we recover the fact that

φf,c ◦ s is nondegenerate. Then s′ = Ψ−1 ◦ s ◦ (ψ|−1
T(Coker f̂)

is a section of Bf ′ :

Gf ′ → T(Coker f̂ ′). If we set c̄′ = (s′)∗|Char(f ′)(c
′) ∈ Char(f̄ ′), we find that

φf̄ ′,c̄′ = φf ′,c′ ◦ s′. It follows from the definitions that φf̄ ′,c̄′ ◦ ψ|T(Coker f̂) = φf̄ ,c̄.

Thus φf̄ ′,c̄′ ≃ φf̄ ,c̄. Since these quadratic functions are nondegenerate, Proposition
2.14 applies: the isomorphism ψ|T(Coker f̂) lifts a stable equivalence between the

lattices (M̄, f̄ , c̄) and (M̄ ′, f̄ ′, c̄′).
Hence finally, there is a stable equivalence between (M, f, c) ≃ (M̄, f̄ , c̄) ⊕

(Ker f̂ , 0, c|Ker f̂ ) and (M ′, f ′, c′) ≃ (M̄ ′, f̄ ′, c̄′)⊕ (Ker f̂ ′, 0, c|Ker f̂ ′). By construc-

tion, the isomorphism Gf ′ → Gf induced by this stable equivalence is Ψ. �

We turn to the particular case R = Z. Consider two bilinear forms, denoted ±1,
defined on Z by (1, 1) 7→ ±1, and both equipped with the Wu class 1 ∈ Z. For
n ∈ N, we denote by n(Z,±1, 1) the n-fold orthogonal sum of (Z,±1, 1).
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Corollary 2.18. Two bilinear lattices (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′) over Z equipped
with characteristic forms are stably equivalent if and only if there exists n, n′ ∈ N

such that (M, f, c)⊕ n(Z,±1, 1) ∼= (M ′, f ′, c′)⊕ n′(Z,±1, 1).
Proof. One direction is obvious. For the converse, we apply Theorem 2.15. We
obtain unimodular lattices (U, g) and (U ′, g′), equipped with characteristic forms s
and s′ respectively, such that there is an isomorphism ψ sending (M, f, c)⊕ (U, g, s)
onto (M ′, f ′, c′) ⊕ (U ′, g′, s′). By stabilizing if necessary with (Z, 1) and (Z,−1),
we may assume that, as a symmetric bilinear pairing, (U, g) is indefinite1 and not
even2. Then a theorem asserts that (U, g) is isomorphic to an orthogonal sum of
copies of (Z, 1) and (Z,−1) [S]. It follows that (U, g, s) is isomorphic to a sum of
copies of (Z, 1, 1) and (Z,−1, 1). (Here we use the fact that any odd integer a ∈ Z

induces a characteristic form for (Z,±1) and any such triple (Z,±1, a) is isomorphic
to (Z,±1, 1).) A similar observation holds for (U ′, g′, s′). We conclude that there is
a stable equivalence between (M, f, c) and (M ′, f ′, c′) involving only a stabilization
with copies of (Z, 1, 1) and (Z,−1, 1), which is the desired result. �

Remark 2.19. This is a generalization of [De1, Lemma 2.1(b)] (whose proof contains
a misprint).

2.4. A complete system of invariants. We present a complete system of invari-
ants for nondegenerate quadratic functions on finite Abelian groups.

Let b : G × G → Q/Z be a symmetric bilinear pairing on an Abelian group G.
To any q ∈ Quad(b), we associate the quadratic functions −q ∈ Quad(−b) and
q̄ ∈ Quad(b) respectively by (−q)(x) = −q(x) and q̄(x) = q(−x), x ∈ G. Clearly
the maps q 7→ −q and q 7→ q̄ are involutive bijections and induce involutions on
the monoid of isomorphism classes of quadratic functions on finite Abelian groups.
For any quadratic function q : G→ Q/Z on a finite Abelian group G, we define the
Gauss sum

γ(q) = |G|− 1
2

∑

x∈G

e2iπq(x) ∈ C,

which belongs to S1 if q is nondegenerate. Note that γ(−q) = γ(q) and γ(q̄) = γ(q).
An important observation is the relation

(2.8) γ(α · q) = e−2iπq(α)γ(q), α ∈ G.
Recall that bq (resp. dq = q−q ∈ G∗) is the bilinear pairing (resp. the homogeneity
defect) associated to q. The following result is the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.20. Two nondegenerate quadratic functions q : G → Q/Z and q′ :
G′ → Q/Z on finite Abelian groups are isomorphic if and only if there is an iso-
morphism ψ : G→ G′ such that ψ∗bq′ = bq, ψ

∗dq′ = dq and γ(q′) = γ(q).

That two isomorphic quadratic functions have same Gauss sums and isomorphic as-
sociated bilinear pairings and homogeneity defects is straightforward. The difficult
part lies in the converse. The key step is the following fundamental lemma.

Lemma 2.21 (Fundamental Lemma). Let q : G → Q/Z be a nondegenerate qua-
dratic function on a finite Abelian group. If α ∈ G is an element of order 2 such
that q(α) = 0, then α · q ∼ q.
Proof of Th. 2.20 from Lemma 2.21. With no loss of generality, we may assume
that G = G′, bq = bq′ , dq = dq′ and γ(q) = γ(q′) and then show that q ∼ q′. The
equality bq = bq′ implies (cf. §2.1) that q′ = α · q for some α ∈ G. The equality

1i.e. g takes both positive and negative values.
2even means that g(u, u) ∈ 2Z for all u ∈ U .
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dq = dq′ implies 2α = 0. The equality γ(q) = γ(q′), together with (2.8) imply that
q(α) = 0. Hence Lemma 2.21 applies. �

The proof of Theorem 2.20 reduces to Lemma 2.21 which uses only elemen-
tary means. Since homogenous quadratic functions on finite Abelian groups are
characterized by having trivial homogeneity defect, we deduce the following result,
obtained in [Mas]. There the proof required the full classification of symmetric
bilinear pairings [W1] [KK].

Corollary 2.22. Two nondegenerate homogeneous quadratic functions q : G →
Q/Z and q′ : G′ → Q/Z on finite Abelian groups are isomorphic if and only if there
is an isomorphism ψ : G→ G′ such that ψ∗bq′ = bq and γ(q′) = γ(q).

For further use, we need a version of Theorem 2.20 which allows for some degen-
eracy.

Lemma 2.23. Consider the following commutative diagram of extensions of Abelian
groups:

0 // A
i //

≃ ψ|A

��

G

ψ≃

��

p // B // 0

0 // A′
i′ // G′

p′ // B′ // 0.

If the extension of A by B is split, then the extension of A′ is also split.

Proof. Let [ψ] : B → B′ be the isomorphism induced by ψ. Let also s : B → G be
a section of p. Then s′ = ψ ◦ s ◦ [ψ]−1 is a section of p′. �

Definition 2.24. Given a diagram as in Lemma 2.23, two sections s and s′ of p
and p′ respectively are said ψ-compatible, or simply compatible, if they are related
as in the proof of Lemma 2.23:

G p
//

ψ

��

B

[ψ]

��

s
uu

G′
p′ // B′

s′
ii

Let now q : G→ Q/Z be a quadratic function on a Abelian group. Clearly G can

be regarded as the extension of A = Ker b̂q by B = G/Ker b̂q. We shall say that
(G, q) meets the finiteness condition if the following two conditions are satisfied:

- G/Ker b̂q is finite;

- the extension G of Ker b̂q by G/Ker b̂q is split.

Example 2.25. Let (M, f, c) be a bilinear lattice over Z equipped with a character-
istic form c. Then, the quadratic function (Gf , φf,c) meets the finiteness condition
since the short exact sequence (2.4) is split (a section is induced by any section of

the canonical projection M → M̄ =M/Ker f̂).

For any given section s of the projection p : G → B, q ◦ s is a nondegenerate
quadratic function on B. Note that the finiteness condition implies that γ(q ◦ s) is
well-defined for any section s.

In the sequel, we denote by rq : Ker b̂q → Q/Z the homomorphism q|Ker b̂q
.
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Corollary 2.26. Two quadratic functions q : G→ Q/Z and q′ : G′ → Q/Z satis-
fying the finiteness condition are isomorphic if and only if there is an isomorphism
ψ : G → G′ such that ψ∗bq′ = bq, ψ

∗dq′ = dq, ψ
∗rq′ = rq and γ(q′ ◦ s′) = γ(q ◦ s)

for ψ-compatible sections s and s′.

Proof. Consider the nondegenerate quadratic functions q1 = q ◦ s and q′1 = q′ ◦
s′. The isomorphism ψ induces an isomorphism [ψ] : G/Ker b̂q → G′/Ker b̂q′ .
It is readily checked that [ψ]∗bq′

1
= bq1 , [ψ]∗dq′

1
= dq1 and γ(q1) = γ(q′1). By

Theorem 2.20, q1 and q
′
1 are isomorphic. We deduce that (G, q) ≃

(
G/Ker b̂q, q1

)
⊕

(
Ker b̂q, rq

)
is isomorphic to (G′, q′) ≃

(
G′/Ker b̂q′ , q

′
1

)
⊕
(
Ker b̂q′ , rq′

)
. �

Remark 2.27. Theorem 2.20 does not say that if ψ∗bq′ = bq, ψ
∗dq′ = dq and

γ(q′) = γ(q), then ψ∗q′ = q. In general, the isomorphism between q and q′ will be
different from ψ. In fact, how the isomorphism between q and q′ will differ from ψ
can be read off from the proof of the Fundamental Lemma.

The next subsection is devoted to the proof of the Fundamental Lemma.

2.5. Proof of the Fundamental Lemma. The paragraphs §§2.5.1, 2.5.2 and
2.5.3 are preliminaries. The heart of the proof is §2.5.4.

2.5.1. Some useful specimens. Let k ∈ N
× and let a be a non-zero odd integer. We

denote by
(
a
2k

)
the unique nondegenerate bilinear pairing on Z2k sending (1, 1) to

a
2k
∈ Q/Z. We denote by

[
a

2k+1

]
the unique nondegenerate homogeneous quadratic

function over
(
a
2k

)
sending 1 ∈ Z2k to a

2k+1 ∈ Q/Z. It follows from §2.1 that there

is only one other homogeneous quadratic function over
(
a
2k

)
, namely

[
a+2k

2k+1

]
.

We will also consider the bilinear pairings defined on Z2k × Z2k by the matrices(
0 1

2k
1
2k

0

)
and

(
1

2k−1
1
2k

1
2k

1
2k−1

)
. They are denoted by Ek0 and Ek1 respectively

(notation from [KK]); Ek0 and Ek1 are defined for all k ≥ 1 and E1
1 = E1

0 .
It is known since Minkowski that any nondegenerate symmetric bilinear pairing

on a finite Abelian group splits as an orthogonal sum consisting of cyclic bilinear
pairings, Ek0 ’s and E

k
1 ’s.

Consider the (homogeneous) quadratic functions defined on Z2k×Z2k by U2k(x, y) =
xy
2k
∈ Q/Z and V2k(x, y) = x2+xy+y2

2k
∈ Q/Z for (x, y) ∈ Z2k × Z2k . Clearly, U2k

and V2k are quadratic functions over Ek0 and Ek1 respectively. Then, any quadratic
function over Ekj can be obtained as g ·U2k or g · V2k for some g ∈ Z2k ×Z2k . Note
that if k = 1, we actually have V2 = g · U2 with g = (1, 1) ∈ Z2 × Z2.

2.5.2. Period 2 groups. A group G of period 2 is a group G such that 2G = 0. The
set of isomorphism classes of nondegenerate quadratic functions on such groups is
a monoid M (with orthogonal sum ⊕). We begin with a useful lemma describing
M .

Lemma 2.28. Any quadratic function q : G → Q/Z on a group G of period 2 is
homogeneous. The monoid M is generated by

[
±1
4

]
, U2 and V2. Furthermore, the

following relations hold in M :

(1) 2U2 = 2V2
(2±)

[
±1
4

]
⊕
[
±1
4

]
⊕
[
±1
4

]
=
[
∓1
4

]
⊕ V2

(3±)
[
±1
4

]
⊕
[
1
4

]
⊕
[
−1
4

]
=
[
±1
4

]
⊕ U2.

Proof. The relations (the isomorphisms) are straightforward. �
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Remark 2.29. In fact, the system of relations given above is complete, that is, any
other relation is generated by the ones stated in Lemma 2.28 but we shall not use
that fact.
For instance, we deduce from Lemma 2.28 the following relation:

(2.9) 4

[
1

4

]
= 4

[−1
4

]
.

2.5.3. Elements of order 2. Throughout this paragraph, q : G → Q/Z is a fixed
nondegenerate quadratic function on a finite Abelian group and α ∈ G is an element
of order 2.

Lemma 2.30. G = 〈α〉 ⊕ 〈α〉⊥ if and only if bq(α, α) 6= 0.

Proof. The order of bq(α, α) divides 2. Hence the restriction of bq to the subgroup
(of order 2) generated by α is nondegenerate if and only if bq(α, α) 6= 0. Now apply
Lemma 2.1. �

Lemma 2.31. If q(α) = 0 then bq(α, α) = 0. In particular, α does not generate
an orthogonal summand in G.

Proof. We have 0 = q(2α) = q(α + α) = 2q(α) + bq(α, α) = bq(α, α). The last
statement follows from Lemma 2.30. �

The previous observation can be generalized as follows.

Lemma 2.32. Fix a maximal orthogonal splitting of (G, q). For any orthogonal
summand Ki of G, let αi be the image of α by the orthogonal projection of G
onto Ki. Denote by N the number of cyclic orthogonal summands Ki of order 2
generated by the αi’s. Then bq(α, α), as an element in 1

2Z/Z ≃ Z2, is equal to N
mod 2.

It is not assumed that the summands of the orthogonal splitting of G are all cyclic.

Proof. By Lemma 2.30, for each i, bq(αi, αi) is non-zero if and only if αi is a
generator of the orthogonal summand Ki (which then must be of order 2). Since
bq(α, α) =

∑
i bq(αi, αi), the result follows. �

Remark 2.33. It follows that the number N mod 2 of cyclic orthogonal summands
Ki which are generated by αi is an invariant of (G, bq, α). In particular, it is
independent of the orthogonal splitting of G (which is not unique in general).

Lemma 2.34. The order of q(α) divides 4 and is maximal (equal to 4) if and only
if α generates an orthogonal summand in G.

Proof. The order in Q/Z of q(α) divides 4 since 4q(α) = q(4α) − 6bq(α, α) = 0.
There exists g ∈ G such that q = g · q0, where q0 is homogeneous; then, 2q(α) =
2q0(α) and it is sufficient to verify the second statement for homogeneous quadratic
functions. If α generates an orthogonal summand in G, then q(α) has order 4 by
direct computation. Conversely, if 2q(α) 6= 0, we deduce that bq(α, α) = q(2α) −
2q(α) = 2q(α) 6= 0 and then apply Lemma 2.30. �

2.5.4. Proof of the Fundamental Lemma. Let (G, q) be a nondegenerate quadratic
function on a finite Abelian group and let α ∈ G be of order 2 and such that
q(α) = 0. We aim at proving that α · q ∼ q. Here is the idea of the proof. If
we were just looking for a permutation σ of G such that q ◦ σ = α · q, we could
simply choose the involution (x 7→ x+ α) since q(x+α) = q(x) + bq(x, α) + q(α) =
q(x) + bq(α, x) = (α · q)(x), x ∈ G. So it is sufficient to find φ ∈ End (G) such that
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IdG+φ ∈ Aut(G) and q(x+φ(x)) = q(x+α), for any x ∈ G. Such an endomorphism
φ must satisfy q(φ(x)) + bq(x, φ(x)) = bq(x, α), for any x ∈ G. Various attempts to
solve this equation (for φ) led to the proof below. We start with a particular case.

Lemma 2.35. The Fundamental Lemma is true if q is a quadratic function over(
a
2k

)
, Ek0 or Ek1 .

In other words, we claim that Lemma 2.21 is true for three particular orbits.

Proof. Consider first the case q ∈ Quad
(
a
2k

)
. Then k ≥ 2, otherwise G would be

a group of order 2 generated by α, contradicting Lemma 2.31. So we can assume
G = Z2k with k ≥ 2 and α = 2k−1 mod 2k; q = g ·

[
a

2k+1

]
for some g ∈ G. Then

the map x 7→ (1 + 2k−1)x is the desired automorphism of Z2k .
If q ∈ Quad

(
Ekj
)
, then q = g · U2k or q = g · V2k , where g ∈ G = Z2k × Z2k .

Then, α = (2k−1, 0), (0, 2k−1) or (2k−1, 2k−1). By possibly composing with the
automorphism (x, y) 7→ (y, x), it suffices to consider the two cases α = (2k−1, 0)
and α = (2k−1, 2k−1). Then one of the following automorphisms of Z2k × Z2k will
be the desired one:(

1 2k−1

0 1

)
,

(
1 2k−1

2k−1 1

)
,

(
1 + 2k−1 0

0 1 + 2k−1

)
,

(
0 1
1 0

)
.

The last automorphism applies when k = 1 and α = (1, 1) ∈ Z2 × Z2. �

Proof of the Fundamental Lemma. Set q′ = α · q. Denote by H the subgroup (of
order 2) generated by α in G. We have q′|H⊥ = q|H⊥ . Let K be a minimal
orthogonal summand of G such that H ⊂ K. Note that since q(α) = 0, H 6= K
(otherwise H would be an orthogonal summand, contradiction with Lemma 2.31).
To show that q′ ∼ q, it suffices to show that q′|K ∼ q|K .

Decompose K orthogonally : (K, q) = ⊕i∈I(Ki, q|Ki
) where each orthogonal

summand (Ki, q|Ki
) is either a cyclic one or δ · U2k or δ · V2k for some δ ∈ Ki.

Decompose α accordingly: α = α1 + · · · + αn, where αi ∈ Ki. By assumption of
minimality, α projects non-trivially on each Ki so each αi ∈ Ki is an element of
order 2. Suppose that q(αi) = 0. Then Lemma 2.35 yields an explicit isomorphism
q′|Ki

∼ q|Ki
. Let I0 = {i ∈ I | q(αi) = 0} and I1 = {i ∈ I | q(αi) 6= 0} so that

I = I0 ∪ I1. It then suffices to show that q′|⊕i∈I1
Ki
∼ q|⊕i∈I1

Ki
. Note also that

q(α) = 0 implies that
∑
i∈I1

q(αi) = 0.

Let i ∈ I1. It follows from Lemma 2.34 that q(αi) ∈ {±14 mod 1, 12 mod 1}.
Denote by I± = {i | q(αi) = ±1

4 mod 1}. By Lemma 2.34, Ki is an orthogonal
cyclic summand of order 2 generated by αi if and only if i ∈ I+∪I−. Set n± = |I±|.
From Lemma 2.31, we have bq(α, α) = 0. Thus by Lemma 2.32, the number of
orthogonal cyclic summands Ki of order 2 must be even. Hence n++n− ≡ 0 mod 2.
If n+ = n− then q′|⊕i∈I+∪I−

Ki
∼ q|⊕i∈I+∪I−

Ki
. The automorphism of ⊕i∈I+∪I−Ki

is induced by a permutation of the summands Ki. (Note that q′|Ki
∼ q|Ki

and
1 ·
[
±1
4

]
=
[
∓1
4

]
where 1 ∈ Z2.) Suppose now that n+ = n− + 2k, k ∈ Z \ {0}. By

symmetry, we can assume that k > 0. Choose a subset S ⊂ I+ such that |S| = |I−|.
Then as in the case previously discussed, q′|⊕i∈S∪I−

Ki
∼ q|⊕i∈S∪I−

Ki
where the

automorphism of ⊕i∈S∪I−Ki is induced by a permutation on the summands Ki. If
k ≡ 0 mod 2 then |I+ \ S| = 2k ≡ 0 mod 4. Use relation (2.9) to conclude that
q′|⊕i∈I+\SKi

∼ q|⊕i∈I+\SKi
. If k ≡ 1 mod 2 then 2k − 2 is divisible by 4. Choose a

subset S′ ⊂ I+, disjoint from S, such that |S′| = 2k− 2. Use relation (2.9) again to
conclude that q′|⊕i∈S′Ki

∼ q|⊕i∈S′Ki
. The set S′′ = I+ \ (S ∪S′) consists of exactly

two elements. Hence q
(∑

i∈S′′ αi
)
=
∑

i∈S′′ q(αi) = 2 × 1
4 = 1

2 mod 1. Since∑
i∈I1

q(αi) = 0, there must exist an orthogonal summand K ′ ⊂ ⊕i6∈I+∪I−Ki ⊂ K
such that q|K′(α′) = 1

2 mod 1, where α′ denotes the projection of α on K ′. Note
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that K ′ does not contain cyclic summands of order 2. We can take K ′ to be
minimal (with respect to inclusion) so that K ′ is either cyclic (with order |K ′| ≥ 4)
or q|K′ = δ · U2k (or q|K′ = δ · V2k) for some δ ∈ K ′. Explicit isomorphisms

(2.10)

[−1
4

]
⊕
[−1

4

]
⊕ q|K′ ⊙ α′︸ ︷︷ ︸

q′|K′

∼
[
1

4

]
⊕
[
1

4

]
⊕ q|K′

are given by the matrices




1 0 1
0 1 1

2k−1 2k−1 1


 and




1 0 0 1
0 1 0 1

2k−1 2k−1 1 2k−1

0 0 0 1




for K ′ cyclic and K ′ non-cyclic respectively. We conclude that q′|⊕i∈I+∪I−
Ki⊕K′ ∼

q|⊕i∈I+∪I−
Ki⊕K′ . Now none of the remaining orthogonal summands Ki (i 6∈ I+∪I−

and Ki 6= K ′) is cyclic of order 2. It remains to find an appropriate automorphism
on the orthogonal sum of the remaining orthogonal summands. Let L be such an
orthogonal summand. By the discussion above, q(αL) =

1
2 mod 1 where αL denotes

the orthogonal projection of α on L. Hence there must exist another orthogonal
summand M with the property that q|M (αM ) = 1

2 mod 1, where αM denotes the
orthogonal projection of α on M . It suffices to verify that q′|L⊕M ∼ q|L⊕M , that
is (αL · q|L) ⊕ (αM · q|M ) ∼ q|L ⊕ q|M . Clearly q|L and q|M play symmetric roles.
There are a finite number of cases to consider, according to whether L (resp. M)
is cyclic or not.

Case 1: both L and M are cyclic. Denote by 2l and 2m their respective order.
Then q|L ∼ δ ·

[
a

2l+1

]
, resp. q|M = η ·

[
b

2m+1

]
, where a, b are odd integers and

δ ∈ Z2l , η ∈ Z2m . It is enough to check that

(2.11) q|L ⊕ q|M ∼ (2l−1 · q|L)⊕ (2m−1 · q|M )

since the only element of order 2 in Z2N is 2N−1 mod 2N . The fact that q|L(2l−1) =
q|L′(2m−1) = 1

2 mod 1 yields conditions on δ, η. Using those conditions, we see that

the automorphism of Z2l ⊕Z2m defined by the matrix

(
1 2l−1

2m−1 1

)
is suitable.

Case 2: L is cyclic and M is not cyclic. Let 2l be the order of L and let 2m be
the exponent of M . Then q|L ∼ δ ·

[
a

2k+1

]
for some odd integer a and some δ ∈ Z2k

and q|M ∼ η ·W where W denotes U2m or V2m and η ∈ Z2m × Z2m . The unique
element of order 2 in Z2l is 2l−1 mod 2l. The elements of order 2 in Z2m × Z2m

are (2m−1, 0), (0, 2m−1) and (2m−1, 2m−1) (mod 2m). Subcase 1: αM = (2m−1, 0).
Then we have to verify that

(2.12) q|L ⊕ q|M ∼ (2l−1 · q|L)⊕ ((2m−1, 0) · q|M ).

Using the fact that q|L(2l−1) = q|M (2m−1, 0) = 1
2 mod 1, we obtain conditions on

δ, η. Using those conditions, we see that the automorphism of Z2l⊕Z2m×Z2m given

by the matrix




1 0 2l−1

2m−1 1 0
0 0 1


 is suitable. Subcase 2: αM = (0, 2m−1). Com-

pose the automorphism of the previous subcase with (x, y, z) 7→ (x, z, y). Subcase 3:
αM = (2m−1, 2m−1). We have to verify that:

(2.13) q|L ⊕ q|M ∼ (2k−1 · q|L)⊕ ((2m−1, 2m−1) · q|M ).

Using the fact that q|L(2l−1) = q|M (2m−1, 2m−1) = 1
2 mod 1, we obtain conditions

on δ, η. As a consequence of those conditions, the automorphism of Z2l⊕Z2m×Z2m

given by the matrix




1 2l−1 2l−1

2m−1 1 0
2m−1 2m−1 1


 is suitable.
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Case 3: neither L nor M is cyclic. Let 2l (resp. 2m) be the exponent of L (resp.
of M). Then q|L ∼ δ ·W where W denotes U2k or V2k and δ = (δ1, δ2) ∈ Z2l ×Z2l .
Similarly q|M ∼ η ·W ′ whereW ′ denotes U2m or V2m and η = (η1, η2) ∈ Z2m×Z2m .
Subcase 1: αL = (2l−1, 0), αM = (2m−1, 0). We have to verify that:

(2.14) q|L ⊕ q|M ∼ ((2l−1, 0) · q|L)⊕ ((2m−1, 0) · q|M ).

The fact that q|L(2l−1, 0) = q|M (2m−1, 0) = 1
2 mod 1 implies conditions on δ, η.

Using those conditions, we see that the automorphism of Z2l × Z2l ⊕ Z2m × Z2m

given by the matrix




1 2l−1 0 2l−1

0 1 0 0
0 2m−1 1 0
0 0 0 1


 is suitable.

Subcase 2: αL = (2l−1, 0), αM = (2m−1, 2m−1). A suitable automorphism of

Z2l × Z2l ⊕ Z2m × Z2m is given by the matrix




1 0 2l−1 2l−1

0 1 0 0
0 2m−1 1 0
0 2m−1 0 1


.

Subcase 3: αL = (2l−1, 2l−1), αM = (2m−1, 2m−1). A suitable automorphism of

Z2l × Z2l ⊕ Z2m × Z2m is given by the matrix




1 0 2l−1 2l−1

0 1 2l−1 2l−1

2m−1 2m−1 1 0
2m−1 2m−1 0 1


.

All other subcases can be treated analogously – using the symmetric role played
by k and l – or reduced to one of the three subcases mentionned above, by com-
posing appropriately with permutations (x, y, z, t) 7→ (y, x, z, t) and (x, y, z, t) 7→
(x, y, t, z). �

3. 3-manifolds with Spinc-structures

We begin with generalities on Spinc-manifolds and specialize afterwards to di-
mension 3.

3.1. Complex spin structures. The homotopy-theoritical exposition of Spinc-
structures we give here, follows mutatis mutandis from an analogous description
of Spin-structures given by Blanchet and Masbaum in [BM]. We first fix a few
conventions. Vector bundles will be stabilized from left. If G is a group, ωG :
EG → BG will denote the universal principal G-bundle. The map induced by a
bundle morphism F on the base spaces is denoted by the corresponding lower case
letter f . All manifolds are assumed to be compact, smooth and oriented. The real
interval [0, 1] will be denoted by I. Unless otherwise specified, all (co)homology
groups are assumed to be with integer coefficients.

3.1.1. The Spinc group. The Spin group is the 2-fold covering of the special orthog-
onal group SO:

1→ Z/2Z→ Spin
π→ SO→ 1.

The group Spinc is defined by:

Spinc =
Spin× U(1)

Z/2Z
,

where Z/2Z is generated by [(−1,−1)], hence this short exact sequence of groups:

1 // U(1)
j // Spinc

ρ // SO // 1,
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where j sends z to [(1, z)], and where ρ sends [(x, z)] to π(x). We obtain the
following fibration for classifying spaces:

BU(1) // Bj // BSpinc
Bρ // // BSO.

Denote by γSO the universal stable oriented vector bundle over BSO, and by γSpinc

the pull-back of γSO by Bρ. Analogously, for any n ≥ 1, starting from SO(n) we
define the groups Spin(n) and Spinc(n).

3.1.2. Rigid Spinc-structures. Let M be a n-manifold (assumed to be compact
smooth and oriented by convention). We denote by TM (resp. τM ) its oriented
(resp. and stable) tangent bundle.

Definition 3.1. A rigid Spinc-structure on M is a vector bundle morphism G :
τM → γSpinc which is orientation-preserving on each fiber. A Spinc-structure (or
complex spin structure) on M is a homotopy class of rigid Spinc-structures on M .
We denote by Spincr(M) the set of rigid Spinc-structures on M , and by Spinc(M)
the set of its Spinc-structures.

In the sequel, the letter β will stand for a Bockstein homomorphism associated
to the following short exact sequence of coefficients:

0 // Z
·2 // Z // Z/2Z // 0.

We now recall a well-known fact concerning existence and parametrization of Spinc-
structures.

Proposition 3.2. The manifold M can be given a Spinc-structure if and only if
the cohomology class:

w(M) := βw2(M) ∈ H3(M)

vanishes, where w2(M) is the second Stiefel-Whitney class of M . If then, Spinc(M)
is an affine space over the Abelian group H2(M).

We use the multiplicative notation to denote this affine action. Thus, when
w(M) = 0 and given σ, σ′ ∈ Spinc(M), the unique h ∈ H2(M) such that σ′ = h · σ
is denoted by σ′/σ.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Suppose that G : τM → γSpinc is a rigid Spinc-structure
on M . By composing G with the canonical morphism γSpinc → γSO, we obtain a
morphism F : τM → γSO. At the level of base spaces, f :M → BSO is a classifying
map for τM and g : M → BSpinc is then a lift of f by Bρ. By construction of
γSpinc , the rigid Spinc-structure G on M is equivalent to the data (F, g) where:

(1) F : τM → γSO is a morphism of oriented vector bundles,
(2) g is a lift of f by Bρ.

Thus, giving us a Spinc-structure on M is equivalent to giving us a homotopy class
of such pairs (F, g). Suppose now that the bundle map F is fixed. The space of
bundle maps:

MapSO(τM , γSO)

is arc connected and contractible (see for instance [Hu, Ch. 7, Prop. 3.3] and
[Hu, Ch. 7, Th. 3.4]). It can then be deduced from these two facts that giving
us a Spinc-structure on M is the same as giving us a lift g of f by Bρ, up to
lift homotopy. This useful observation allows us to apply usual obstruction theory
to the fibration Bρ : BSpinc → BSO. This is a principal fibration with fiber
BU(1) ≃ BK(Z, 1) ≃ K(Z, 2), and with characteristic class w := βw2 ∈ H3(BSO).
The proposition then follows. �
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Let us now explain why our definition of Spinc-structures agrees with the usual
one.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose thatM comes equipped with a Riemannian metric and denote
by FM the bundle of its oriented orthonormal frames. Then a Spinc-structure on
M is equivalent to an isomorphism class of pairs (η,H), where η is a principal
Spinc(n)-bundle and where H : η/U(1) → FM is an isomorphism of principal
SO(n)-bundles.

Proof. Let (η,H) be such a pair: let us prove that it determines a rigid Spinc-
structure G on M by showing that it determines an equivalent data (F, g), as
described in the proof of Prop. 3.2. Pick a morphism of Spinc(n)-bundles η →
ωSpinc(n) which, when composed with the canonical map ωSpinc(n) → ωSpinc , gives a

certain G̃ : η → ωSpinc . This G̃ induces a morphism η/U(1)→ ωSO; by composing

it with H−1, we obtain F̃ : FM → ωSO. The map F̃ then induces a morphism
F : τM → γSO. We put g := g̃, induced by G̃ at the level of base spaces. Then, the
assignation (η,H) 7→ (F, g) ≡ G induces the announced correspondance between
the two definitions of Spinc-structures. �

3.1.3. Relative Spinc-structures. Suppose in this paragraph thatM is a n-manifold
with non-empty boundary. We orient ∂M with the “outward normal vector first”
rule; then since vector bundles are stabilized from left, the bundle τ∂M can be
identified with τM |∂M , hence a restriction map Spincr(M)→ Spincr(∂M).

Definition 3.4. For a fixed s ∈ Spincr(∂M), a Spinc-structure on M relative to s
is a homotopy class rel ∂M of rigid Spinc-structures on M which extend s. We
denote by Spinc(M, s) the set of such structures.

Obstruction theory can again be applied to obtain the following relative analog
of Proposition 3.2:

Proposition 3.5. Let s ∈ Spincr(∂M) be fixed. Then, s can be extended to M if
and only if a certain cohomology class:

w(M, s) ∈ H3(M,∂M)

vanishes. If then, Spinc(M, s) is an affine H2(M,∂M)-space. Furthermore, the
restriction of w(M, s) to M is w(M) = βw2(M) ∈ H3(M).

3.1.4. Orientation reversal. We denote by −M the manifold obtained from M by
reversing its orientation. There exists a map Spincr(M) → Spincr(−M) inducing a
H2(M)-equivariant map:

Spinc(M)
− // Spinc(−M),

It is defined by composing rigid structures with the orthogonal reflection τ−M → τM
in the direction of the first stabilization.

Suppose that ∂M 6= ∅ and let s ∈ Spincr(∂M). Pick a nonsingular section v
of τM extending the outward normal vector field on ∂M (v is well-defined up to
relative homotopy). By composing rigid structures with the orthogonal reflection
τ−M → τM in the direction of v, we obtain a map:

Spinc(M, s)
− // Spinc(−M,−s),

which is H2(M,∂M)-equivariant. It does not depend on v.
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3.1.5. From Spin to Spinc. Replacing Spin by Spinc in what has been previously
done, we can analogously define rigid Spin-structures and recover the usual Spin-
structures: see [BM]3 for details. In particular, the bundle γSpin is defined to be
the pull-back of γSO by Bπ. Consider the commutative diagram:

Spin
β //

π
##GG

GG
GG

GG
G

Spinc

ρ

��
SO

where the morphism β is defined by β(x) = [(x, 1)]. We then have Bπ = Bρ ◦ Bβ
at the level of classifying spaces, hence a bundle map γSpin → γSpinc , defined in the
obvious way.

So, if M is a n-manifold, there exists a map Spinr(M)→ Spincr(M). It induces
a canonical map:

Spin(M)
β // Spinc(M),

which is affine over the Bockstein homomorphism β : H1(M ;Z2)→ H2(M).
If now M has non-empty boundary and if s ∈ Spinr(∂M), there is also a map:

Spin(M, s)
β // Spinc (M,β(s)) ,

which is affine over the Bockstein homomorphism β : H1(M,∂M ;Z2)→ H2(M,∂M).

3.1.6. Chern classes. Let M be a n-manifold and let α ∈ Spinc(M). Because of
the groups homomorphism Spinc(n) → U(1) defined by [(x, y)] 7→ y2 and since
α induces an isomorphism class of principal Spinc(n)-bundles over M (by Lemma
3.3), α then determines an isomorphism class of principal U(1)-bundles. We denote
by c(α) its first Chern class.

Definition 3.6. The class c(α) ∈ H2(M) is called the Chern class of the Spinc-
structure α. When c(α) ∈ TH2(M), the torsion subgroup of H2(M), the Spinc-
structure α is said to be torsion.

Remark 3.7. The Chern class map c : Spinc(M)→ H2(M), is affine over the square
map H2(M) → H2(M) defined by: x 7→ x2. It follows that α ∈ Spinc(M) comes
from Spin(M) by the map β defined at §3.1.5 if and only if c(α) = 0.

3.2. Spinc-structures in dimension 3. We now give a more specific treatment
of Spinc-structures in dimension 3. Manifolds are still supposed to be smooth
compact and oriented. Note that any 3-manifold M can be given a Spinc-structure
since w2(M) = 0.

3.2.1. About SO(3), Spin(3) and Spinc(3). Let H be the quaternion algebra:

H = {q = a+ b · i+ c · j + d · k : a, b, c, d ∈ R}
and let R

3 be the subspace of pure quaternions: R
3 = R · i + R · j + R · k. The

multiplicative group of unitary quaternions S3 = {q = a + b · i + c · j + d · k :
a2 + b2 + c2 + d2 = 1} can be identified with SU(2) by:

q = a+ b.i+ c.j + d.k 7→
(
a+ b.i −d+ c.i
d+ c.i a− b.i

)

3Rigid Spin-structures are called “w2-structures” in [BM]. Following this terminology, our
rigid Spinc-structures might have been called “βw2-structures”.
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We then define an homomorphism π : SU(2) → SO(3), sending a unitary quater-
nion q to the transformation:

π(q) : R
3 → R

3

h 7→ qhq−1.

The map π is a connected two-fold covering. Hence we can put Spin(3) = SU(2).
Because of the isomorphism:

SU(2)×U(1)
Z2

≃ // U(2)

sending [(A, z)] to zA, we can then also put: Spinc(3) = U(2).

Remark 3.8. The canonical homomorphism β : Spin(3) → Spinc(3) (§3.1.5) cor-
responds to the usual inclusion SU(2) →֒ U(2), while the short exact sequence
involving the groups U(1), Spinc(3) and SO(3) can be rewritten as:

1 // U(1)
j // U(2)

ρ // SO(3) // 1,

where j(z) =

(
z 0
0 z

)
and where ρ(A) = π

(
1√

det(A)
·A
)
. Finally, the canonical

homormorphism Spinc(3) → U(1) (§3.1.6) is the determinant map det : U(2) →
U(1).

Lemma 3.9. The following diagram is commutative:

SO(2)
≃ //

� _

��

U(1) � � // U(2)

ρ

��
SO(3) SO(3),

Here, SO(2) embeds into SO(3) by A 7→ (1) ⊕ A, and U(1) into U(2) by: A 7→
A⊕ (1).

Proof. It is a short, straightforward calculation. �

3.2.2. Relative Spinc-structures in dimension 3. In the previous, rigid structures
have naturally appeared as representatives for some homotopy classes. However,
rigid Spinc-structures and so, relative Spinc-structures as they were defined, are not
a natural object from a geometric-topological viewpoint. In dimension 3, this can
be partially corrected.

Theorem 3.10. Let M be a 3-manifold with boundary and let s0, s1 ∈ Spinr(∂M)
represent the same spin structure: [s0] = [s1] ∈ Spin(∂M). Then, the rigid Spinc-
structures β(s0) and β(s1) can be extended to M and there exists a canonical bijec-
tion:

Spinc (M,βs0)
ρs0,s1 // Spinc(M,βs1),

which is H2(M,∂M)-equivariant.

Definition 3.11. Theorem 3.10 allows us to associate to any 3-manifold M with
boundary and any σ ∈ Spin(∂M), the space of Spinc-structures on M relative to
σ. Denoted by:

Spinc(M,σ),

it is an affine H2(M,∂M)-space.
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Example 3.12. Let us consider the particular case when ∂M is a disjoint union of
tori. The torus T2 has a distinguished Spin-structure: that one which is induced by
its Lie group structure, we denote it by σ0. Thus, ∂M can be given the distinguished
Spin-structure ∪̇σ0. It can be verified that the space Spinc(M, ∪̇σ0) is in canonical
bijection with the space of relative Spinc-structures defined by Turaev in [T5, §1.2].

Proof of Theorem 3.10. Let w2(M, si) ∈ H2(M,∂M ;Z2) denote the obstruction to
extend si to a rigid spin structure on M . It satisfies to:

β(w2(M, si)) = w(M,β(si)) ∈ H3(M,∂M),

where w(M,β(si)) is the relative obstruction defined by Proposition 3.5. Thus,
w(M,β(si)) is of order at most 2 and so vanishes since H3(M,∂M) is torsion free.

We now prove the second statement. Let (st)t∈I denote a homotopy between s0
and s1: st is a bundle morphism τ∂M → γSpin. Such a homotopy defines a rigid
spin structure s : τ∂M×I → γSpin over ∂M × I by putting:

s|τ∂M×I |∂M×t
:= st,

where τ∂M×I |∂M×t is identified with τ∂M . This defines a map:

Spinc(M,βs0)
ρs // Spinc(M,βs1)

by the gluing formula: ρs([u]) = [u ∪ βs], where u is a rigid Spinc-structure on M
extending β(s0) (here we are identifyingM with its “collar growing”M∪(∂M×I)).
Observe that ρs is H2(M,∂M)-equivariant.

It suffices now to prove that if (s′t)t is another homotopy between s0 and s1, then
ρs = ρs′ . Putting ρs0,s1 := ρs will give the theorem. The image of:

Spin (∂M × I, (−s0)× 0 ∪ s1 × 1)
β // Spinc (∂M × I, (−βs0)× 0 ∪ (βs1)× 1)

is a singleton since it is affine over β : H1(∂M × I, ∂M × ∂I;Z2) → H2(∂M ×
I, ∂M × ∂I) which is trivial (its codomain is isomorphic to the free Abelian group
H1(∂M)). It then follows that the rigid Spinc-structures βs and βs′ on ∂M × I are
homotopic rel ∂M × ∂I, so ρs = ρs′ . �

Remark 3.13. Let M be a 3-manifold with boundary and let σ ∈ Spin(∂M). We
define:

Spin(M,σ) := {α ∈ Spin(M) : α|∂M = σ} .
One can show that there exists a canonical map:

Spin(M,σ)
β // Spinc(M,σ),

which is induced by the map Spin(M, s) → Spinc (M,β(s)), defined in §3.1.5, for
an arbitrary s ∈ Spinr(∂M) representing σ.

3.2.3. Spinc-structures as vector fields: the closed case. We now review the geo-
metric Euler structures introduced by Turaev in [T3]. In this paragraph, we fix a
closed 3-manifold M .

Definition 3.14. A geometric Euler structure on M is a nonsingular vector field
tangent to M , up to punctured homotopy. Precisely, two nonsingular vector fields
v and v′ on M are considered as equivalent, when there exists a point x ∈M such
that the restrictions of v and v′ to M \ x are homotopic among nonsingular vector
fields on M \ x.
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If a cellular decomposition of M is given, punctured homotopy coincides with
homotopy on the 2-skeleton of M . From obstruction theory, we then deduce that
geometric Euler structures exist (since χ(M) = 0) and that they form an affine
H2(M)-space denoted by:

Vect(M).

The affine action is denoted multiplicatively.

Lemma 3.15 (Turaev, [T4]). There exists a canonical H2(M)-equivariant bijec-
tion:

Vect(M)
hM // Spinc(M).

Proof. Let v be a nonsingular vector field tangent to M . Endow M with a Rie-
mannian metric. First, v determines a reduction of FM to SO(2) with respect
to this injection SO(2) →֒ SO(3) featured by Lemma 3.9: this reduction is Fv⊥ ,
the bundle of oriented orthonormal frames of the oriented vector bundle v⊥, when
this one is oriented with the right-hand rule (v=right thumb). Then, by the the
homomorphism SO(2)→ U(2) of Lemma 3.9, Fv⊥ defines a principal U(2)-bundle
η. According to that lemma, this U(2)-bundle can be accompanied with an iso-
morphism of principal SO(3)-bundles H : η/U(1)→ FM , and so defines (according
to Lemma 3.3) a Spinc-structure on M . That one only depends on the punctured
homotopy class of v: so is defined hM ([v]). Moreover, one can verify that the
assignation ([v] 7→ hM ([v])) is H2(M)-equivariant; in particular, it is bijective. �

There is a noteworthy involution of Vect(M). Called inversion and denoted by
ξ 7→ ξ−1, it is defined by ξ−1 = [−v] if ξ = [v].

Lemma 3.16. For any ξ ∈ Vect(M), we have:

c (hM (ξ)) =
ξ

ξ−1
∈ H2(M).

Proof. Both of the maps Vect(M)→ H2(M) which are defined by ξ 7→ ξ/ξ−1 and
by ξ 7→ c(hM (ξ)), are affine over the square map (according to [T3, Th. 5.3.1] and
Remark 3.7). It then suffices to show the following implication:

(3.1) ( c (hM (ξ)) = 1 ) =⇒
(
ξ/ξ−1 = 1

)
.

Give M a Riemannian metric. According to the last statement of Remark 3.8,
the isomorphism class of principal U(1)-bundles defined by the Spinc-structure
hM (ξ), is represented by Fv⊥ , so that c (hM (ξ)) = c1 (Fv⊥). Consequently, the
class c (hM (ξ)) is the obstruction to find a nonsingular section of TM transverse to
v. Assertion (3.1) then follows. �

In the latter proof and by Remark 3.7, it appears that the image of Spin(M)
in Spinc(M) correspond to the Euler structures ξ = [v] for which there exists a
nonsingular tangent vector field to M transverse to v. Let us make this fact more
precise. We denote by:

Parall(M)

the set of parallelizations of M , up to punctured homotopy. A parallelization of M
is a trivialization e = (e1, e2, e3) of the oriented vector bundle TM .
Let V be a manifold of dimension n ≥ 3. The space of trivializations of TV on
the 1-skeleton of V , which can be extended to the 2-skeleton, and considered up
to homotopy, is empty or is parametrized by H1(M ;Z2). It can also be put in a
canonical correspondance with Spin(M) (see [Ki, Chap. 4]). Since π2(SO(3)) = 0
and since M is of dimension 3, we obtain the following lemma which can be proved
similarly to Lemma 3.15.
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Lemma 3.17. There exists a canonical and H1(M ;Z2)-equivariant bijection:

Parall(M)
hM // Spin(M).

We define a map:

Parall(M)
β // Vect(M).

by putting β([e]) = [e1], if e = (e1, e2, e3) is a parallelization of M . It then follows
from the various definitions that:

Lemma 3.18. The following diagram is commutative:

Parall(M)
hM //

β

��

Spin(M)

β

��
Vect(M)

hM

// Spinc(M).

where the map β : Spin(M)→ Spinc(M) has been defined in §3.1.5.
3.2.4. Spinc-structures as vector fields: the boundary case. We now want to define
some relative geometric Euler structures.

On the hand, all of the definitions and results of §3.2.3 are relative to TM and
work for any 3-dimensional oriented vector bundle. In particular, if S is a closed
surface, they can be applied to ǫ1⊕TS, where ǫi stands for the i-dimensional trivial
vector bundle. Thus, we define:

Vect (Sst) and Parall (Sst) ,

to be respectively the set of nonsingular sections of ǫ1⊕TS and the set of trivializa-
tions of this oriented vector bundle, all of them being considered up to homotopy
in S. Then, obstruction theory says that they are respectively affine spaces over
H2(S) and H1(S;Z2). Some analogs of Lemma 3.15 and Lemma 3.17 state the
existence of canonical affine isomorphisms:

Vect (Sst)
hS // Spinc(S) and Parall (Sst)

hS // Spin(S).

Finally, an analog of Lemma 3.18 states that they fit both together in a commutative
diagram.

Example 3.19. The canonical section v = (1, 0) of ǫ1 ⊕ TS determines a Spinc-
structure hS([v]) on S. Its Chern class is equal to the Euler class e(S) of the surface
S (since here v⊥ = TS ≤ ǫ1 ⊕ TS for a product metric).

On the other hand, one can speak of rigid structures for any kind of structures
which are defined as homotopy classes of something. Thus, there are rigid versions
of Vect(N) and Parall(N), when N = M is a 3-manifold or when N = Sst with S
a closed surface. These rigid versions are denoted with a decorating subscript “r”.
Thus, if M is a 3-manifold with non-empty boundary and if v ∈ Vectr ((∂M)st) is
a nonsingular section of ǫ1 ⊕ T∂M = TM |∂M , one can define:

Vect(M, v)

the space of geometric Euler structures on M relative to v. This space is empty or
is an affine H2(M,∂M)-space. In exactly the same way we obtained Theorem 3.10,
we get:

Theorem 3.20. Let M be a 3-manifold with non-empty boundary and let e =
(e1, e2, e3), e

′ = (e′1, e
′
2, e
′
3) be some homotopic trivializations of TM |∂M . Then, the
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nonsingular sections e1 and e′1 of TM |∂M can be extended to M , and there exists a
canonical bijection:

Vect(M, e1)
ρe,e′ // Vect(M, e′1),

which is H2(M,∂M)-equivariant.

Definition 3.21. Theorem 3.10 allows us to associate to any 3-manifold with
boundary and any ρ ∈ Parall

(
(∂M)st

)
, the space of geometric Euler structures on

M relative to ρ. Denoted by:

Vect(M,ρ),

it is an affine H2(M,∂M)-space.

Hence this relative version of Lemma 3.15 which may be proved similarly:

Lemma 3.22. Let M be a 3-manifold with boundary and let ρ ∈ Parall ((∂M)st).
There exists then a canonical and H2(M,∂M)-equivariant bijection:

Vect(M,ρ) // Spinc (M,h∂M (ρ)).

3.2.5. Relative Chern classes. We now define some relative versions of the Chern
classes of Spinc-structures (§3.1.6).

Lemma 3.23. Let M be a 3-manifold with boundary and let σ ∈ Spin(∂M). There
exists then a canonical map:

Spinc(M,σ)
c // H2(M,∂M),

which is affine over the square map defined by x 7→ x2.

Definition 3.24. If α ∈ Spinc(M,σ), c(α) is called the Chern class of the relative
Spinc-structure α.

Proof of Lemma 3.23. Let ρ ∈ Parall ((∂M)st) correspond to σ by h∂M . In fact,
we will define a map c : Vect(M,ρ)→ H2(M,∂M) (and then apply Lemma 3.22).

Let e = (e1, e2, e3) be a trivialization of ǫ1 ⊕ T∂M representing ρ and let ξ ∈
Vect(M, e1) be represented by v: v is a nonsingular tangent vector field toM whose
restriction to ∂M coincides with e1. The vector field e2 is a nonsingular section
of TM on ∂M transverse to v. We then define c(ξ) to be the first obstruction to
extend e2 to a nonsingular section of TM transverse to v; we are then led to a
map Vect(M, e1)→ H2(M,∂M). If e′ is another representant of ρ, the analogously
obtained map Vect(M, e′1) → H2(M,∂M) coincide with the latter one via the
isomorphism ρe,e′ involved in Th. 3.20. We then get a well-defined map c.

Let now x ∈ H2(M,∂M) and suppose that its Poincaré dual P−1x ∈ H1(M)
is represented by a smooth oriented knot L ⊂ int(M). Then, just as in the closed
case, it can be shown that the geometric Euler structure x · ξ is represented by
the vector field w obtained from v by Reeb turbulentization along L (see [T3, §5.2]
or [T6, §1.1]). It is then not difficult to prove, by a direct calculus of obstruction
in the oriented 3-manifold M using this concrete description of w, that c([w]) =
x2 · c([v]). �

Remark 3.25. For any α ∈ Spinc(M,σ), the Chern class c(α) vanishes if and only
if α comes from Spin(M,σ) (Remark 3.13).

We now give a modulo 2 formula for these relative Chern classes. Recall that

the cobordism group ΩSpin
1 is isomorphic to Z2: the generator is S1 endowed with
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the Spin-structure which is induced by its Lie group structure (see [Ki, p. 35, 36]).
For a closed oriented surface S, Johnson constructs in [J] a canonical bijection:

Spin(S)
q

≃
// Quad(•)

between spin structures on M and quadratic forms over the modulo 2 intersection
pairing • of S. For any σ ∈ Spin(S), the quadratic form qσ : H1(S;Z2) → Z2 is
defined as follows. If γ is an oriented simple closed curve on S, we have:

qσ ([γ]) = [(γ, σ|γ)] ∈ ΩSpin
1 ≃ Z2.

Lemma 3.26. Let M be a 3-manifold with boundary, σ ∈ Spin(∂M) and α ∈
Spinc(M,σ). Then:

∀y ∈ H2(M,∂M), 〈c(α), y〉 = qσ (∂∗(y)) mod 2,

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes Kronecker evaluation, and where ∂∗ : H2(M,∂M) → H1(∂M)
is the connecting homomorphism of the pair (M,∂M).

Proof. The modulo 2 reduction of c(α) is:

w2(M,σ) ∈ H2(M,∂M ;Z2),

which is the obstruction to extend σ to the whole manifoldM . Let Σ be a connected
immersed surface in M such that ∂Σ = ∂M ∩ Σ, ∂Σ has no singularity and Σ
represents the modulo 2 reduction of y. Then, 〈c(α), y〉 = 〈w2(M,σ), [Σ]〉 mod 2 is
equal to 〈w2 (Σ, σ|∂Σ) , [Σ]〉 and so is the obstruction to extend the Spin-structure
σ|∂Σ to the whole surface Σ. Since Σ is connected, this is the class of (∂Σ, σ|∂Σ) in
ΩSpin

1 . Thus, 〈c(α), y〉 = qσ ([∂Σ]) = qσ (∂∗(y)) modulo 2. �

Example 3.27. Suppose that M is a 3-manifold with a disjoint union of tori as
boundary. We denote by ρ0 ∈ Parall

(
(T2)st

)
this distinguished parallelization

of the torus corresponding to its distinguished Spin-structure σ0 (Example 3.12).
Then, the geometric Euler structures onM relative to ∪̇ρ0, as introduced in Defini-
tion 3.21, correspond to the relative geometric Euler structures of Turaev (see [T3,
§5.1] or [T6, §1.1]). In particular, Lemma 3.26 is a generalization of [T6, Lemma
1.3].

3.3. Gluing of Spinc-structures. We are now ready to deal with the technical
problem of gluing Spinc-structures.

Let us consider two oriented compact smooth n-manifolds M1 and M2, together
with a positive diffeomorphism f : −∂M2 → ∂M1. Form the closed manifold:

M =M1 ∪f M2.

The inclusion Mi →֒M will be denoted by ji.

Lemma 3.28. Let some rigid structures s1 ∈ Spincr(∂M1) and s2 ∈ Spincr(∂M2)
be such that f∗(s1) = −s2. We suppose that the relative obstruction w(Mi, si) ∈
H3(M,∂M) vanishes for i = 1 and 2. Then, the absolute obstruction w(M) van-
ishes and there exists a gluing map:

Spinc(M1, s1)× Spinc(M2, s2)
∪f // Spinc(M),

which is affine over:

H2(M1, ∂M1)⊕H2(M2, ∂M2) //

P−1×P−1

��

H2(M)

Hn−2(M1)⊕Hn−2(M2)
j1,∗⊕j2,∗ // Hn−2(M)

P

OO
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where the letter P stands for a Poincaré duality isomorphism.

Proof. Let αi ∈ Spinc(Mi, si) be represented by a rigid structure ai. Then, a1 and
a2 can be glued by means of f : we obtain a rigid Spinc-structure on M whose
homotopy class does not depend on the choices of a1 and a2 in their respective
classes α1 and α2. We denote it by:

α1 ∪f α2 ∈ Spinc(M).

Let us prove that the so obtained map ∪f is affine.
The manifolds M1 and M2 being smooth, they are triangulable. Let Ci be a

triangulation of Mi for i = 1 and 2, such that C1|∂M1
corresponds to C2|∂M2

by f .
We denote by C∗i the cellular decomposition of Mi dual to the triangulation Ci.
On the one hand, we consider the union C of the triangulations C1 and C2: a
simplex of C is a simplex of Ci for i = 1 or 2, and simplices on ∂M1 are identified
with simplices on ∂M2 by f . On the other hand, we consider the gluing C∗ of the
cellular decompositions C∗1 and C∗2 : a cell of C∗ either is a cell of C∗i which does
not intersect ∂Mi, either is the gluing by f of a cell belonging to C∗1 with a cell of
C∗2 along a face lying in ∂Mi. Then, C is a triangulation of M and C∗ is its dual
cellular decomposition. Cohomology will be calculated with C while homology will
be computed with C∗.
Let αi, α

′
i ∈ Spinc(Mi, si) (i = 1, 2), α = α1 ∪f α2 and α′ = α′1 ∪f α′2. We want to

prove this equality:

(3.2) j1,∗P
−1

(
α1

α′1

)
+ j2,∗P

−1

(
α2

α′2

)
= P−1

( α
α′

)
∈ Hn−2(M).

Let ai, a
′
i ∈ Spincr(Mi) be some respective representatives for αi and α′i which

coincides on the 1-skeleton of Ci (and, of course, on ∂Mi). We have fixed a bundle
morphism τMi

→ γSO and, as in the proof of Prop. 3.2, we identify the rigid
structure ai and a

′
i with some lifts Mi → BSpinc of the corresponding map Mi →

BSO at the level of base spaces. Then αi/α
′
i ∈ H2(Mi, ∂Mi) is the class of the

2-cocycle which assigns to each 2-cell eik of Ci outside ∂Mi, this element zik of
π2(BU(1)) ≃ π2(K(Z, 2)) ≃ Z obtenaid by gluing ai|ei

k
and a′i|eik along ∂eik. Then,

P−1(αi/α
′
i) =

[∑
k z

i
k · e

∗,i
k

]
where e∗,ik denotes the (n− 2)-cell dual to eik.

Moreover, a := a1∪f a2 and a′ := a′1∪f a′2 respectively represent α and α′. Similarly,
using these rigid structures, we can describe explicitely a 2-cocycle representing
α/α′. This 2-cocycle sends any 2-cell of C1 ∪f C2 contained in ∂M1

∼= −∂M2 to

0 ∈ Z so that P−1(α/α′) is represented by
∑
k z

1
k · e

∗,1
k +

∑
k z

2
k · e

∗,2
k . �

We now come back to the dimension n = 3. Here is the gluing lemma which we
will practice.

Corollary 3.29. Let σ1 ∈ Spin(∂M1) and σ2 ∈ Spin(∂M2) be such that f∗(σ1) =
−σ2. There exists then a canonical gluing map

Spinc(M1, σ1)× Spinc(M2, σ2)
∪f // Spinc(M),

which is affine over

H2(M1, ∂M1)⊕H2(M2, ∂M2) //

P−1×P−1

��

H2(M)

H1(M1)⊕H1(M2)
j1,∗⊕j2,∗ // H1(M)

P

OO
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Furthermore, if αi ∈ Spinc(M,σi) (i = 1, 2), the following identity between Chern
classes holds:

P−1c(α1 ∪f α2) = j1,∗P
−1c(α1) + j2,∗P

−1c(α2) ∈ H1(M).

Proof. According to Th. 3.10, the relative obstructions vanish: the first statement
is a direct application of Lemma 3.28 and definition of Spinc-structures relative to
Spin-structures. The second statement is again a calculus of gluing of obstructions
in oriented manifolds and its proof uses the same arguments as in the proof of
Lemma 3.28. �

Remark 3.30. If M is obtained from M1 and M2 by gluing them along only part of
their boundaries (so that ∂M 6= ∅), there are relative versions of Lemma 3.28 and
Corollary 3.29 (involving Spinc-structures on M relative to Spin-structures).

3.4. Combinatorial descriptions associated to surgery presentations in

S3. In this paragraph, we fix an ordered oriented framed n-component link L in
S3 and we denote by BL = (bij)i,j=1,...,n the linking matrix of L. We call VL the
3-manifold obtained from S3 by surgery along L and we denote by WL the trace of
the surgery. So:

VL = ∂WL with: WL = D4 ∪
n⋃

i=1

(
D2 ×D2

)
i
,

where the 2-handle
(
D2 ×D2

)
i
is attached by embedding −

(
S1 ×D2

)
i
into S3 =

∂D4 in accordance with the specified framing and orientation of Li.
The group H2(WL) is then free Abelian of rank n. It is given the preferred basis
([S1], . . . , [Sn]). Here, the closed surface Si is taken to be

(
D2 × 0

)
i
∪ (−Σi), where

Σi is a Seifert surface for Li in S3 which has been push-off into the interior of D4

as shown in Figure 3.1. Also, H2(WL) will be identified with Hom(H2(WL),Z) by

i

L i

- Σ i

(D 2x 0)

Figure 3.1. The preferred basis of H2 (WL).

Kronecker evaluation, and will be given the dual basis. In the sequel, we simplify
our notation by putting H = H2(WL) (so that H2(WL) is identified with H∗) and
by denoting f : H×H → Z the intersection pairing ofWL; recall that the matrix of
f relatively to the preferred basis of H is BL. Since (H, f) is a symmetric bilinear
lattice, it can be applied the results of §2.2.
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3.4.1. Combinatorial description of Spin-structures. We begin by recalling a com-
binatorial description of Spin(VL) due to Blanchet ([B]). Define the set:

SL =



[r] = ([ri])

n
i=1 ∈ (Z2)

n : ∀i = 1, . . . , n,
n∑

j=1

bijrj ≡ bii mod 2



 .

The elements of SL are called characteristic solutions of BL. Here, SL is refered to
as the combinatorial description of Spin(VL), as justified by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.31. There are canonical bijections:

Spin(VL) ≃
// Wu(f)/2H

≃
// SL.

A refined Kirby theorem dealing with surgery presentations of closed Spin-manifolds
of dimension 3 can then be derived from this lemma (see [B, Th. (I.1)]).

Proof of Lemma 3.31. The preferred basis of H induces an isomorphism H/2H ≃
(Z2)

n: the bijection between Wu(f)/2H and SL is obtained by this way.
We now describe a bijection between Spin(VL) and Wu(f)/2H . Let σ be a Spin-
structures on VL, the obstruction w2(WL, σ) to extend σ to WL belongs to the
group H2(WL, VL;Z2) ≃ H2(WL;Z2) ≃ H/2H . Since w2(WL, σ) goes to the
second Stiefiel-Whitney class w2(WL) by the restriction map H2(WL, VL;Z2) →
H2(WL;Z2), a representative for w2(WL, σ) in H has to be a Wu class for f . �

3.4.2. Combinatorial description of Spinc-structures. We now give a Spinc analogue
of the previous paragraph. For this, we define the set:

ScL =
{s = (si)

n
i=1 ∈ Z

n : ∀i = 1, . . . , n, si ≡ bii mod 2}
2 · Im BL

,

which is referred to here as the combinatorial description of Spinc(VL). Indeed, we
have:

Lemma 3.32. There are canonical bijections:

Spinc(VL) ≃
// Char(f)/2 · Im f̂ ≃

// ScL.

Proof. The preferred basis of H defines an isomorphism H∗ ≃ Zn, which induces a

bijection between Char(f)/2 · Imf̂ and ScL.
The restriction map Spinc(WL) → Spinc(VL) is affine over the map H2(WL) →
H2(VL) induced by inclusion. By exacteness of the pair (WL, VL), the latter is sur-

jective and its kernel coincides with the image of f̂ : H → H∗ (by Poincaré duality).
Moreover, since H2(WL) is free Abelian, a Spinc-structure α on WL is determined
by its Chern class c(α) ∈ H2(WL) ≃ H∗. Such a form has to be a characteristic
form for f since its modulo 2 reduction coincides with the second Stiefel-Whitney
class w2(WL) ∈ H2(WL;Z2) ≃ Hom(H,Z2). There is then a bijection between

Spinc(VL) and Char(f)/2 · Imf̂ defined by σ 7→ c (σ̃) where σ̃ is an extension of σ
to WL. �

Concretely, in a surgery diagram for the Spinc-manifold (VL, σ), we draw the
framed link L with the blackboard framing convention and we add a decorating
integer si to each component Li of L so that the multi-integer s = (si) is a combi-
natorial representant for the Spinc-structure σ.
We now give the corresponding refined Kirby theorem dealing with surgery presen-
tations of closed Spinc-manifolds of dimension 3.
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Theorem 3.33. Let L and L′ be some ordered oriented framed links in S3, and
let [s] ∈ ScL and [s′] ∈ ScL′ correspond respectively to σ ∈ Spinc(VL) and σ′ ∈
Spinc(VL′). Then, the manifolds (VL, σ) and (VL′ , σ′) are Spinc-diffeomorphic if,
and only if, the pairs (L, [s]) and (L′, [s′]) are related one to another by a finite
sequence of the moves depicted on Figure 3.2.

s sji ss
i+sji

* Handle sliding:

-s
iis

L
+1

L

-1
L L

(i=j)

* Orientation reversal:

* Stabilization:

.

Figure 3.2. Spinc-Kirby moves

Proof. This follows from the usual Kirby theorem. It suffices to show that, for each
Kirby move L1 → L2, the corresponding canonical diffeomorphism VL1

→ VL2
acts

at the level of Spinc-structures as combinatorially described on Figure 3.2. This is
a straightforward verification. �

Example 3.34. Look at the slam dunk move, depicted on Figure 3.3, between
surgery presentations in S3 of closed Spinc-manifolds. Here, we are considering the
ordered union L ∪ (K1,K2) of a n-component ordered oriented framed link L with
a framed oriented knot K1 together with its meridian K2. The move is:

(L ∪ (K1,K2) , [(s1, . . . , sn, y, 0)])←→ (L, [(s1, . . . , sn)]) ,

where y is the framing number of K1. It can be shown by rewriting the proof of
[FR, Lemma 5] with Spinc-Kirby calculi.

Remark 3.35. As follows from the following commutative diagram with exact rows,

there is a canonical isomorphism Coker f̂ = H∗/Im f̂ → H2(VL) which we denote
by υ:

H2(WL, VL) // H2(WL) // H2(VL) // 0

H

P≃

OO

f̂ // H∗

≃

OO

// Coker f̂

≃ υ

OO

// 0

The affine action of H2(VL) on Spinc(VL) writes then combinatorially:

∀[x] ∈ Coker f̂ , ∀[c] ∈ Char(f)/2 · Im f̂ , [x] · [c] = [c+ 2x].
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Figure 3.3. A Spinc-version of the slam dunk move.

Also, the Chern clas map Spinc(VL)→ H2(VL) is combinatorially described by the

map Char(f)/2 · Im f̂ → Coker f̂ defined by c ([c]) = [c].
Therefore, as follows from Lemma 3.16, the involution of Spinc(VL) defined in §3.2.3
corresponds to the involution of ScL ≃ Char(f)/2 · Imf̂ given by: [s] 7→ [−s].

3.4.3. From Spin to Spinc in a combinatorial way. We now relate the combinatorial
description of Spin(VL) with that of Spinc(VL).

Lemma 3.36. The canonical map β : Spin(VL) → Spinc(VL) is combinatorially

described by the map β : Wu(f)/2H → Char(f)/2 · Im f̂ given by β([w]) =
[
f̂(w)

]

or, equivalently, by the map β : SL → ScL defined by β ([r]) = [BL · r].

Proof. Take σ ∈ Spin(VL) and let rσ ∈ H2(WL, VL;Z) ≃ Zn be an integer represen-
tative for the obstruction w2 (WL, σ) ∈ H2(WL, VL;Z2) ≃ (Z2)

n
to extend σ toWL.

Let also σ̃ ∈ Spinc(WL) be an extension of β(σ) ∈ Spinc(VL). Then, the lemma will
follow from the fact that rσ goes to c(σ̃) by the natural mapH2(WL, VL)→ H2(WL)
when σ̃ is appropriately choosen with respect to rσ. It can be proved indirectly
as follows. In case when σ can be extended to WL, this is certainly true: indeed,
we can then take rσ = 0 and we may choose as σ̃ the image by β of the unique
extension of σ to WL, so that c(σ̃) = 0. The general case can be reduced to this
particular one for the following two reasons. First, it is easily verified that for
each Kirby move L1 → L2 between oriented framed links, the induced bijections
SL1

→ SL2
and ScL1

→ ScL2
, which are respectively described in [B, Th. (I.1)]

and Th. 3.33, are compatible with the maps SLk
→ ScLk

(k = 1, 2) defined by
β ([r]) = [BL · r]. Second, according to a theorem of Kaplan ([Ka]), there exists
an oriented framed link L′ in S3 related to L by a finite sequence of Kirby moves
through which σ ∈ Spin(VL) goes to σ

′ ∈ Spin(VL′) such that σ′ can be extended
to WL′ . �

4. Quadratic functions associated to 3-manifold with
Spinc-structures

Gille has shown in [Gi] (see also [De2]) that, for a closed oriented 3-manifold, tor-
sion Spinc-structures are in a canonical one-to-one correspondance with quadratic
functions over its torsion linking pairing. We now aim at generalizing this result to
all Spinc-structures, not only those of torsion.

4.1. A 4-dimensional definition. LetM be a closed oriented connected 3-manifold
and let σ ∈ Spinc(M). In this paragraph, we define a quadratic function:

H2(M ;Q/Z)
φM,σ // Q/Z
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using a surgery presentation of M . Let us choose an ordered oriented framed link
L in S3 together with a positive diffeomorphism ψ : VL → M . We maintain the
notations fixed in §3.4; recall in particular that (H, f) stands for the bilinear lattice(
H2(WL), intersection pairing in WL

)
and that it can be applied the results of §2.2.

4.1.1. A combinatorial description of H2(VL;Q/Z).

Lemma 4.1. There exists a canonical isomorphism:

H♯

H

κ

≃
// H2(VL;Q/Z).

Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram with exact rows and columns:

0 0

0 // H2(VL;Q/Z) // H2(WL;Q/Z) //

OO

H2(WL, VL;Q/Z)

OO

0 // H2(VL;Q) //

OO

H2(WL;Q)
c //

d

OO

H2(WL, VL;Q)

OO

0 // H2(VL;Z) //

OO

H2(WL;Z) //

a

OO

H2(WL, VL;Z)

b

OO

0

OO

0

OO

H♯ is the subspace of H ⊗ Q = H2(WL;Q) comprising those x ∈ H2(WL;Q) such
that c(x) ∈ H2(WL, VL;Q) satisfies: ∀y ∈ H2(WL;Z), c(x) • a(y) ∈ Z, where •
is the rational intersection pairing in WL. So H♯ is c−1b(H2(WL, VL;Z)). Seeing
H2(VL;Q/Z) as a subgroup of H2(WL;Q/Z), we deduce the announced isomor-
phism from the map d. �

Recall that the quotient group H♯/H is denoted by Gf in §2.2 and that it can
be involved in the short exact sequence (2.4). We now interpret this sequence as
a universal coefficients short exact sequence for VL (in particular, we thus recover
the fact that it is split). We denote by B the Bockstein homomorphism associated
to the following short exact sequence of coefficients:

0 // Z // Q // Q/Z // 0.

Lemma 4.2. (Using the previous notations) The following diagram4 is commuta-
tive:

0 // Ker L̂f
//

κ| ≃

��

Gf //

κ ≃

��

T Coker f̂ //

≃υ

��

0

0 // H2(VL)⊗Q/Z // H2

(
VL;Q/Z

)
−P◦B

// T (H2(VL)) // 0,

where the isomorphisms κ and υ are respectively defined in Lemma 4.1 and Remark
3.35.

4Be careful of the minus sign.
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Proof. Commutativity of the left square is equivalent to the equality:

(4.1) κ
(
Ker L̂f

)
= H2(VL)⊗Q/Z ⊂ H2(VL;Q/Z).

Recall that Ker L̂f =
(
Ker f̂Q +H

)
/H = (H2(VL;Q) +H2(WL;Z)) /H2(WL;Z)

where the groupsH2(VL;Q) andH2(WL;Z) are seen here as subgroups ofH2(WL;Q)
Then, by definition of κ an by the commutative diagram in the proof of Lemma 4.1,
(4.1) will follow from the fact that the image of the canonical map H2(VL;Q) →
H2(VL;Q/Z) coincides with that of H2(VL) ⊗ Q/Z → H2(VL;Q/Z). But this can
be deduced from the following commutative diagram with exact rows and columns:

0 // H2(VL)⊗Q //

��

H2(VL;Q) //

��

0

0 // H2(VL)⊗Q/Z //

��

H2(VL;Q/Z)

0

We now derive commutativity of the right square from commutativity of the left
one in the following way. We start with x ∈ TH1(VL) ≃ TH2(VL) and we represent
it by a 1-cycle X . Let Y be a relative 2-cycle in (WL, VL) such that ∂Y = X and
let y = [Y ] ∈ H2(WL, VL). Let also n ∈ N

× such that n · x = 0, and let S be
a 2-chain in VL with boundary n · X . We then define a 2-cycle in WL by setting
U = n.Y − S and we define u = [U ] ∈ H = H2(WL).
First, since the following diagram is commutative:

H2(WL, VL)
∂∗ //

P

��

H1(VL)

P

��
H2(WL)

i∗ // H2(VL),

we have υ ([P (y)]) = P (x).

Second, 1
nu ∈ H ⊗ Q belongs to the dual lattice H♯: indeed, P−1f̂(u) = i∗(u) ∈

H2(WL, VL) equals n·y so that f̂(u) = n·P (y). Moreover, we have then: f̂Q
(
1
nu
)
|H =

P (y). Since, the map Gf → T Cokerf̂ featured by the short exact sequence (2.4)

is defined by [x] 7→
[
f̂Q(x)|H

]
, it sends

[
1
n · u

]
to [P (y)].

Third,
[
S ⊗

[
1
n

]]
∈ H2(VL;Q/Z) is well-defined and goes by B to x.

Finally, the canonical map H2(WL;Q)→ H2(WL;Q/Z) ≃ H2(WL)⊗Q/Z sends 1
nu

to u ⊗ 1
n =

[
(n · Y − S)⊗

[
1
n

]]
. Consequently, we get κ

([
1
n · u

])
= −

[
S ⊗

[
1
n

]]
.

Putting those four facts all together, we conclude the proof of the lemma. �

4.1.2. Definition of φM,σ. Let c ∈ Char(f) represent ψ∗(σ) ∈ Spinc(VL) as ex-
plained in §3.4.2. To the bilinear lattice with characteristic form (H, f, c), we can
associate (see §2.2) a quadratic function φf,c : Gf → Q/Z . Recall that φf,c only

depends on the class [c] of c in Char(f)/2 · Imf̂ .
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Definition 4.3. The quadratic function associated to the Spinc-manifold (M,σ) is
the following composition:

H2 (M ;Q/Z)
≃

ψ∗ // H2 (VL;Q/Z) ≃

κ−1

// Gf
−φf,c // Q/Z

· φM,σ ·

OO

Proof of the well-definition of φM,σ. We have to verify that Definition 4.3 does not
depend on the choice of the surgery presentation. Suppose that ψ′ : VL′ → M
is another surgery presentation; quantities with a prime will be relative to this
presentation. According to the Kirby theorem, there exists a path of Kirby moves
from L to L′ inducing a diffeomorphism h : VL → VL′ isotopic to (ψ′)−1 ◦ ψ; we
have to verify the commutativity of the diagram:

H2(VL;Q/Z) ≃

κ−1

//

h∗≃

��

H♯

H

−φf,c

!!C
CC

CC
CC

C

Q/Z

H2(VL′ ;Q/Z)
≃

κ′−1

// H′♯

H′

−φf′,c′

=={{{{{{{{

where c′ ∈ Char(f ′) is representative for (ψ′)∗(σ). Equivalently, define the isomor-
phism t : Gf → Gf ′ by:

Gf ≃

κ //

t

��

H2(VL;Q/Z)

h∗ ≃

��
Gf ′

≃

κ′
// H2(VL′ ;Q/Z);

we then have to verify that: φf,c = φf ′,c′ ◦ t. We can suppose that L and L′ are
related by one single Kirby move.
If this Kirby move is an orientation reversal, this is then obvious since ψ = ψ′ and
(H ′, f ′) = (H, f) (the only change is the idenfication H ≃ Z

n), and we may take
c′ = c.
If this is a handle slide move, the diffeomorphism h is induced by a diffeomorphism
WL → WL′ , inducing itself an isomorphism T : H → H ′ making thus f and f ′

commute. Note that the above defined t is induced by T . Also T induces its dual
T ∗ : (H ′)∗ → H∗ which in turn induces a bijection Char(f ′)→ Char(f). Note that
c′ can be choosen to be the inverse image of c by T ∗. Then, for all [x] ∈ H♯/H , we
have:

φf ′,c′ (t([x])) = φf ′,c′ ([TQ(x)])
= 1

2 ·
(
f ′Q(TQ(x), TQ(x))− c′Q(TQ(x))

)

= 1
2 · (fQ(x, x) − cQ(x))

= φf,c ([x])

Finally, if the Kirby move is a stabilization, we then haveH ′ = H⊕Z, f ′ = f⊕(±1)
and a formula for t is: ∀[x] ∈ H♯/H , t ([x]) = [(x, 0)]. As a c′ ∈ (H ′)∗, we can take
c ⊕ IdZ (by Theorem 3.33). We then obtain immediately that φf ′,c′ (t([x])) =
φf,c ([x]), thus concluding the proof of the well-definition of φM,σ. �

Example 4.4. For instance, suppose that M is a rational homology sphere and
that L is algebraically split , that is, the linking matrix BL = (bij)ij is diagonal.
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Denote by mi the meridian of Li oriented so that: lkS3(Li,mi) = +1 and let
[mi] ∈ H1(M) = TH1(M) ≃ H2(M ;Q/Z) be its homology class. Let also s ∈ ScL ≃
Char(f)/2 · Imf̂ represent the Spinc-structure σ. It can then be verified from the
definitions that:

(4.2) φM,σ([mi]) = −
1

2bii
(1 + si) mod 1.

Definition 4.5. The linking pairing on M :

LM : H2(M ;Q/Z)×H2(M ;Q/Z)→ Q/Z

is the composition of the torsion linking pairing λM : TH1(M)× TH1(M)→ Q/Z
with B ×B.

The map LM is thus a symmetric bilinear form, possibly degenerate with H2(M)⊗
Q/Z as radical.

Lemma 4.6. φM,σ is a quadratic function over LM , that is:

∀x, y ∈ H2(M ;Q/Z), φM,σ(x+ y)− φM,σ(x) − φM,σ(y) = LM (x, y).

Proof. It is well-known that the linking pairing λM can be calculated from the
surgery presentation ψ : VL → M as follows. On the one hand, the isomorphism

H2(VL)→ Coker f̂ described in Remark 3.35, together with ψ and the Poincaré du-

ality, induces an isomorphism TH1(M)→ T Coker f̂ ; on the other hand, we consid-

ered in §2.2 a symmetric nondegenerate bilinear form λf : T Coker f̂×T Coker f̂ →
Q/Z. Then, λM corresponds to −λf via that isomorphism TH1(M)→ T Coker f̂ .
So, according to Lemma 4.2, the map LM is determined by the following commu-
tative diagram:

H2(M ;Q/Z)×H2(M ;Q/Z)
LM //

ψ∗×ψ∗

��

Q/Z

H2(VL;Q/Z)⊗H2(VL;Q/Z)

Gf ⊗Gf

κ×κ

OO

−Lf // Q/Z,

where the form Lf has been introduced in §2.2. The lemma then follows from the
fact that φf,c is a quadratic function over Lf . �

Next, we investigate the propertie of the map:

Spinc(M)
φM // Quad(LM ),

defined by σ 7→ φM,σ.

4.2. Properties of φM . In the sequel, we fix a connected closed oriented 3-manifold
M . Next lemma says that, for any Spinc-structure σ on M , the quadratic func-
tion φM,σ is determined on H2(M) ⊗ Q/Z by the Chern class c(σ); note that
if x ∈ H2(M), then 〈c(σ), x〉 ∈ Z is even since the mod 2 reduction of c(σ) is
w2(M) = 0.

Lemma 4.7. If σ ∈ Spinc(M), then φM,σ is linear on H2(M)⊗Q/Z, and we have

∀x⊗ [r] ∈ H2(M)⊗Q/Z, φM,σ (x⊗ [r]) =
〈c(σ), x〉

2
· [r].
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Proof. The first statement follows from the fact that Ker (̂LM ) = H2(M) ⊗ Q/Z.
As for the second statement, it suffices to show it when M = VL; suppose that σ is
represented by the characteristic form c ∈ Char(f) and that x ∈ H2(VL) goes to y
in H = H2(WL). Then, x⊗ [r] as an element of H2(VL;Q/Z) corresponds to [r · y]
in H♯/H . We then have: φM,σ (x⊗ [r]) = −φf,c ([r · y]) = − 1

2

(
r2f(y, y)− r · c(y)

)

mod 1, but since y ∈ Ker f̂ , we obtain: φM,σ (x⊗ [r]) = 1
2 · r · c(y) mod 1, and

according to Remark 3.35, c(y) = 〈c(σ), x〉. �

Remark 4.8. If σ ∈ T Spinc(M), c(σ) is torsion and Lemma 4.7 implies that φM,σ

vanishes on H2(M)⊗Q/Z and so φM,σ factorizes to a quadratic function over λM .
In this particular case, our construction is readily seen to agree with that of [De2]
and, up to a minus sign, with that of [Gi] (see Remark 2.7).

In particular, if σ is induced by a Spin-structure on M via the canonical map
β : Spin(M) → Spinc(M), then the factorization of φM,σ to TH1(M) coincides
with the quadratic form defined in [LL], [MS] or [T2]. In [Mas], this quadratic form
is shown to play a basic role in the Goussarov-Habiro finite type invariants theory
for manifolds with Spin-structures.

Lemma 4.9. If σ ∈ Spinc(M), the homogeneity defect of the quadratic function
φM,σ :

φM,σ : H2(M ;Q/Z)→ Q/Z

is then defined by x 7→ 〈c(σ), x〉.

Proof. Again suppose thatM = VL and that σ is represented by c ∈ Char(f). Take
x ∈ H2(VL;Q/Z) represented by y ∈ H♯, then φM,σ(x)− φM,σ(−x) = −φf,c ([y]) +
φf,c (−[y]) = cQ(y) = 〈c(σ), x〉 by Remark 3.35. �

Recall that Spinc(M) is an affine space over H2(M) and that Quad(LM ) is an
affine space over Hom (H2(M ;Q/Z),Q/Z). We denote by

H2(M)
µM // Hom(H2(M ;Q/Z),Q/Z)

the homomorphism defined by µM (y) = 〈y,−〉, and we denote by

Hom (H2(M),Z)
jM // Hom(H2(M)⊗Q/Z,Q/Z)

the homomorphism given by jM (l) = l⊗ IdQ/Z. The next two results follow directly
from Th. 2.10 and Corollary 2.11.

Theorem 4.10. The map φM : Spinc(M) → Quad(LM ) is an affine embedding
over the group monomorphism µM . Furthermore,

Coker φM ≃ Coker jM =
Hom(H2(M)⊗Q/Z,Q/Z)

jM (Hom(H2(M),Z))
,

and given q ∈ Quad(LM ), q belongs to Im φM if and only if q|H2(M)⊗Q/Z belongs
to Im jM .

Corollary 4.11. The map φM is bijective if and only if M is a rational homology
sphere.

It follows from 4.10 that if M is not a rational homology 3-sphere, there are
quadratic functions over LM which do not come from spinc-structures. The next
paragraph provides an alternative, perhaps more appealing, description of the cok-
ernel of the affine map φM (and shows that, in a sense, it is not big).
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4.3. The cokernel of φM . In this paragraph only, Zp denotes the ring of p-adic
integers. For any prime p, there is a natural embedding Z →֒ Zp and with respect
to the p-adic topology, Z is dense in Zp. Let P denote the set of all primes. Equip

Ẑ =
∏
p∈P Zp with the product (Tychonoff) topology. Via the diagonal embedding

Z →֒ Ẑ,

Z is again dense (but not closed) in Ẑ. Here is a context (well known to number
theorists) in which this ring appears:

Lemma 4.12. Hom(Q/Z,Q/Z) ≃ Ẑ.

Proof. For p ∈ P , denote by Ap the subgroup of Q/Z consisting of all elements
m/pk (mod 1), m ∈ Z, k ∈ N. Then, Q/Z ≃ ⊕p∈PAp. We have:

Hom(Q/Z,Q/Z) = Hom (⊕p∈PAp,Q/Z)
=

∏

p∈P

Hom(Ap,Q/Z)

=
∏

p∈P

Hom(Ap, Ap)

Now any endomorphism f of Ap is fully determined by the images of . . . , 1/pk+1,
1/pk, . . . in Ap, which must be compatible in the obvious sense. We recover in this
fashion the definition of Zp as an inverse limit. Alternatively, Ap is itself a direct

limit: Ap = lim
→

〈
1/pk

〉
, k ∈ N, where

〈
1/pk

〉
is the additive subgroup generated by

1/pk in Ap. So, Hom (Ap, Ap) = Hom
(
lim
→

〈
1/pk

〉
, Ap

)
≃ lim
←

Hom
(〈
1/pk

〉
, Ap

)
≃

lim
←

Hom
(〈
1/pk

〉
,Q/Z

)
≃ Zp. �

Therefore, from Lemma 4.12, the embedding jM involved in Theorem 4.10 is

interpreted as the diagonal embedding δM : H2(M) →֒ H2(M) ⊗ Ẑ. Hence, we
have:

Coker φM ≃ Coker δM =
H2(M)⊗ Ẑ

δM (H2(M))
.

4.4. An intrinsic definition for φM,σ. Let M be a closed connected oriented
3-manifold and let σ be a Spinc-structure on M . The goal of this paragraph is to
give an intrinsic definition for the quadratic function φM,σ, i.e. we want it not to
be dependent on the choice of a 4-dimensional bordism.

Here is the idea. As it is easily verified from Lemma 4.9, we have for any
x ∈ H2(M ;Q/Z):

2 · φM,σ(x) = LM (x, x) + 〈c(σ), x〉 ∈ Q/Z.

If y ∈ Q/Z, let us denote by 1
2 · y the set of elements z of Q/Z such that z + z = y.

Then, we are going to pick, in a correlative way, a z1 ∈ 1
2 · LM (x, x) and a z2 ∈

1
2 · 〈c(σ), x〉 such that φM,σ(x) = z1 + z2.

Definition 4.13. An element x ofH2(M ;Q/Z) is said here to be special if it can be
written as

[
S ⊗

[
1
n

]]
, where n ∈ N

× and where S is an oriented immersed surface
in M with boundary n ·K, a bunch of n parallel copies of a knot K in M .

Lemma 4.14. Every element x of H2(M ;Q/Z) is special modulo H2(M)⊗Q/Z.

Proof. The class B(x) ∈ H1(M) being torsion, there exists some n ∈ N
× such that

n ·B(x) = 0. Let an oriented knotK realize B(x), and let S be an immersed surface
with boundary n·K. Then, S⊗

[
1
n

]
is a 2-cycle with coefficients in Q/Z whose image

by B is B(x). The lemma then follows from the fact Ker(B) = H2(M)⊗Q/Z. �
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Let x ∈ H2(M ;Q/Z). Writing x as x′ + x′′, where x′ is special and x′′ belongs
to H2(M)⊗Q/Z, we obtain:

φM,σ(x) = φM,σ(x
′) + φM,σ(x

′′).

Lemma 4.7 gives an intrinsic formula for φM,σ(x
′′) (then: φM,σ(x

′′) ∈ 1
2 ·〈c(σ), x′′〉),

so that we can restrict ourselves to the special case.
In the sequel, we take a special element x of H2(M ;Q/Z) written as x =[

S ⊗
[
1
n

]]
, as detailed in Definition 4.13. We now give the stepwise recipe for a

3-dimensional formula for φM,σ(x).

- Step 1. Choose a nonsingular tangent vector field v to M representing σ
and which is transverse to K (we claim that it is possible to find such v).

- Step 2. Let V be a sufficiently small regular neighborhood of K in M and
let Kv be the parallel of K, lying on ∂V , obtained by pushing K along
the trajectories of v. Isotope S so that ∂S ⊂ int(V ) and S is in transverse
position with Kv.

- Step 3. Define a Spin-structure αv on ∂ (M \ int (V )) by requiring its John-
son quadratic form qαv

(§3.2.5) to be such that:

qαv
(meridian of K) = 0 and qαv

(Kv) = 1.

- Step 4. Then, v represents a Spinc-structure σv on M \ int (V ) relative to
the Spin-structure αv (we claim this). Let

c(σv) ∈ H2 (M \ int (V ) , ∂ (M \ int (V )))

be the relative Chern class of σv.

Proposition 4.15. From the previous recipe, we get:

(4.3) φM,σ(x) =

[
1

2n
·Kv • S

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈ 1

2
·LM (x,x)

+

[
1

2n
· 〈c(σv), [S ∩ (M \ int (V ))]〉+ 1

2

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈ 1

2
·〈c(σ),x〉

∈ Q/Z.

Remark 4.16. In [LW], Looijenga et Wahl associate a quadratic function over λM ,
to each pair (M,J ), where

(1) M is a closed connected oriented 3-manifold,
(2) J is a homotopy class of complex structures on ǫ1 ⊕ TM whose first Chern

class is torsion

(here ǫ1 denotes the trivial real one-dimensional vector bundle over M , so that
ǫ1 ⊕ TM is an oriented real 4-dimensional vector bundle).

Suppose instead now thatM comes equipped with a nonsingular section v of TM
representing a torsion Spinc-structure σ, and endow it with an arbitrary Riemann-
ian metric. Then ǫ1⊕TM =

(
ǫ1 ⊕ 〈v〉

)
⊕〈v〉⊥ is written as the sum of two oriented

real 2-dimensional vector bundles. So via the inclusion U(1) × U(1) →֒ U(2), v
defines a complex structure Jv on ǫ1 ⊕ TM . The first Chern class of Jv is that
of 〈v〉⊥ so equals c(σ) and then is torsion. The quadratic function defined by Jv
coincides with φM,σ (compare formula (3.4.1) in [LW] with our formula (4.3)).

Proof of Prop. 4.15. First of all, we have to justify that the provided recipe can
actually be carried out.
We begin by proving the claim of Step 1. Let v be an arbitrary nonsingular tangent
vector field to M representing σ. It suffices to prove the following claim.

Claim 4.17. Let w be an arbitrary nonsingular tangent vector field to M defined
on K. Then, v can be homotoped so as to coincide with w on K.
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Proof. Choose a tubular neighborhoodW ofK, plus an identificationW = (2D2)×
S1 such that K corresponds to 0× S1. We denote by (e1, e2) the standard basis of

R
2 ⊃ 2D2. We define π :W → K to be the projection on the core. The solid torus

W is parametrized by the cylindric coordinates:
((

r ∈ [0, 2], θ ∈ R

2πZ

)
, φ ∈ R

2πZ

)
.

If p, q ∈ W are such that φ(p) = φ(q) (i.e. they belong to the same meridional
disk 2D2×∗), we define the transport map tp,q : TpW → TqW as the unique linear

map fixing the basis
(
e1, e2,

∂
∂φ

)
. The vector field v can be homotoped to a vector

field which is constant on each meridional disk D2 × ∗; this is accomplished by the
homotopy

(
v(t)
)
t∈[0,1]

given at time t and point p ∈W by:

v(t)p =

{
tπ(p),p

(
vπ(p)

)
if r(p) ∈ [0, t]

tq(p,t),p
(
vq(p,t)

)
if r(p) ∈ [t, 2], with q(p, t) =

(
r(p)−t
1−t/2 , θ(p), φ(p)

)

and at time t and point p /∈W by: v
(t)
p = vp. After such a deformation, the vector

field v satisfies to: ∀p ∈ D2 × S1, tp,π(p)(vp) = vπ(p). Now, since π1(S
2) is trivial,

v|K and w have to be homotopic: let
(
w(t)

)
t∈[0,1]

be such a homotopy, beginning

at w(0) = v|K and ending at w(1) = w. The homotopy given by:

v(t)p =

{
tπ(p),p

(
w

(t−r(p))
π(p)

)
if r(p) ∈ [0, t]

vp if r(p) ∈ [t, 2]

if p ∈ W and by v
(t)
p = vp if p /∈ W , allows us to suppose that v coincides with w

on K. �

Let now V be a regular neighborhood of K in M , plus an identification V =
D2 × S1 such that K corresponds to 0 × S1 and such that v|V corresponds to e1
(recall that (e1, e2) denotes the standard basis of R2 ⊃ D2). We apply steps 2 and 3
(note thatKv then corresponds to 1×S1) and we now prove the claim of Step 4. Let
τv ∈ Spin(V ) correspond to the parallelization

(
e1, e2,

∂
∂θ

)
of V . Since (τv|∂V ) |1×S1

is the non-bouding Spin-structure and since (τv|∂V ) |∂D2×1 spin bounds, we have
τv|∂V = −αv, i.e. τv ∈ Spin(V,−αv) with the notation of Remark 3.13. Thus, v
being e1 on V , it well-defines a Spinc-structure σv on M \ int (V ) relative to αv,
as claimed in Step 4. For futher use, note that σ is the gluing σv ∪ β(τv), where
β : Spin(V,−αv)→ Spinc(V,−αv) has been defined in Remark 3.13.

Set z1 = [1/2n ·Kv • S] ∈ Q/Z and z2 = [1/2n · 〈c(σv), [S′]〉+ 1/2] ∈ Q/Z,
where S′ = S∩(M \ int (V )). We then have: 2·z1 = [1/n ·Kv • S] = [lkM (K,Kv)] =
[λM (B(x), B(x))] = LM (x, x). Moreover:

2 · z2 = [1/n · 〈c(σv), [S′]〉]
=

[
1/n · P−1 (c(σv)) • [S′]

]
(intersection in M \ int(V ))

= P−1 (c(σ)) • x (intersection in M)

= 〈c(σ), x〉
where the third equality follows from the facts that x =

[
S ⊗

[
1
n

]]
, P−1 (c(σ)) =

i∗P
−1 (c(σv)) + i∗P

−1 (c(β(τv))) ∈ H1(M) (since σ = σv ∪ β(τv)) and c(β(τv)) = 0
(by Remark 3.25).

We now prove formula (4.3), that is φM,σ(x) = z1 + z2. We begin by defining a
particular surgery presentation ofM . Construct a 3-manifoldM ′ fromM by doing
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surgery along the framed knot (K, (e1, e2)). Pick a surgery presentation VL′ of M ′;
up to isotopy, the dual knot K ′ of K in M ′ lies in S3 \ L′. We then find a surgery
presentation VL ofM by setting L to be L′ union K ′ with the appropriate framing.
This surgery presentation ofM has the following advantage: K bounds in the trace
WL of the surgery a disk D whose normal bundle is trivialized by some extensions
of the trivialization (e1, e2) of the normal bundle of K in M .

For such a surgery presentation, we use the notations fixed in §3.4. In particular,
H = H2(WL) and f : H × H → Z is the intersection pairing in WL. We define
the 2-cycle U = n ·D− S where n ·D is a bunch of n parallel copies of the disk D
with boundary n ·K; we also define u = [U ] ∈ H . Then 1

n · u belongs to H♯ and

the isomorphism κ : H
♯

H → H2(M ;Q/Z) sends
[
1
nu
]
to −x = −

[
S ⊗

[
1
n

]]
(see the

proof of Lemma 4.2). So, by definition:

φM,σ(x) = −φf,c
(
−
[
1

n
· u
])

= −1

2

(
1

n2
f(u, u) +

1

n
c(u)

)
,

where c is a characteristic form representative for σ.
Let us calculate the quantity f(u, u). The 2-cycle U is a representant of u, a

second one is U ′ = n ·D′+n ·A−S where D′ is a push-off of D by the extension of
e1 = v|V such that ∂D′ = Kv, and where A is the annulus of an isotopy from −Kv

to K in V (e.g. A = −[0, 1]× S1 in V = D2 × S1). By adding a collar to WL and
stretching the top of U ′, we can make U in transverse position with U ′ (see Figure
4.1). So, f(u, u) = U • U ′ = −nS •Kv where the first intersection is calculated in

n.A-S
M

W

n.K

n.K v

v

L

n.D’

n.D

-S

.

Figure 4.1. Two representants of u in transverse position

WL and the second in M ; we are led to:

(4.4) φM,σ(x) =
1

2n
S •Kv −

1

2n
c(u).

We are now interested in the quantity c(u). Let σ̃ be an extension of σ to the
manifold WL and let ξ be the isomorphism class of principal U(1)-bundles on WL

defined by σ̃; then c can be choosen to be c1(ξ). Let p be a representant of ξ
and let tr be a trivialization of p on ∂V . Decompose the singular surface U ′ as
U ′ = U ′1 ∪ U ′2 ∪ U ′3, where U ′1 = n ·D′, U ′2 = n · A ∪ (−S ∩ V ) and U ′3 = −S′. By
desingularizing U ′ so as to be reduced to a calculus of obstructions in an oriented
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manifold, we obtain:

(4.5) c(u) = 〈c1 (p|U ′) , [U ′]〉 =
3∑

i=1

〈
c1
(
p|U ′

i
, tr|∂U ′

i

)
, [U ′i ]

〉

where c1
(
p|U ′

i
, tr|∂U ′

i

)
∈ H2 (U ′i , ∂U

′
i) is the obstruction to extend the trivialization

tr|∂U ′
i
of p|U ′

i
on ∂U ′i to the whole of U ′i . Let T ⊂WL be the solide torus such that

M ′ = M \ int(V ) ∪ T . Pick a relative Spinc-structure σ1 ∈ Spinc(T, αv) such that
σv ∪ σ1 = σ̃|M ′ . Then, for some appropriate choices of p in the class ξ and tr, we
have:

c1 (p|T , tr) = c(σ1) ∈ H2(T, ∂T ),

c1 (p|V , tr) = c(β(τv)) ∈ H2(V, ∂V ),

c1

(
p|M\int(V ), tr

)
= c(σv) ∈ H2 (M \ int(V ), ∂ (M \ int(V ))) .

Then, equation (4.5) becomes:

c(u) = n · 〈c(σ1), [D′]〉+ 〈c(β(τv)), [U ′2]〉 − 〈c(σv), [S′]〉 ∈ Z.

From the fact that c(β(τv)) = 0, we deduce that:

1

2n
· c(u) = − 1

2n
· 〈c(σv), [S′]〉+

1

2
· 〈c(σ1), [D′]〉.

Then, showing that 〈c(σ1), [D′]〉 is an odd integer together with (4.4) will end the
proof of the proposition. Since 〈c(σ1), [D′]〉 = qαv

(∂[D′]) = qαv
(Kv) = 1 mod 2

(by Lemma 3.26), we are done. �

4.5. The maximal Abelian Reidemeister-Turaev torsion mod 1. Let X be
a finite connected CW-complex with zero Euler characteristic and set H = H1(X),
which is denoted multiplicatively. We denote by Q(H) the ring of fractions of the
ring Z[H ]. Turaev introduced in [T1] the maximal Abelian Reidemeister torsion
of the complex X : denoted by τ(X), it belongs to Q(H) and is defined up to
multiplication by an element of ±H ⊂ Q(H). Moreover, it is shown in [T3] that
this indeterminacy can be disposed of by specifying two further structures, called
homology orientations and combinatorial Euler structures.

Suppose now that X is a connected closed oriented 3-manifold M . On the one
hand, the orientation of M induces a canonical homology orientation; on the other
hand, the combinatorial Euler structures onM are in canonical correspondance with
the geometric Euler structures onM (§3.2.3) and according to Lemma 3.15, so they
are with the Spinc-structures on M . Therefore, if (M,σ) is any connected closed
Spinc-manifold of dimension 3, one can define its maximal Abelian Reidemeister-
Turaev torsion τ(M,σ) ∈ Q(H), where H = H1(M). We refer to the monograph
[T7] for a detailed exposition of this invariant. Recall in particular the following
property:

(4.6) ∀h ∈ H1(M), h · τ(M,σ) = τ(M,P (h) · σ) ∈ Q(H).

Suppose now that M is a rational homology sphere. Then, H is finite and it
happens that Q(H) = Q[H ]. Define a function τσ : H → Q by putting:

τ(M,σ) =
∑

h∈H

τσ(h) · h ∈ Q[H ].

The modulo 1 reduction of this function satisfies:

(4.7) ∀h1, h2 ∈ H, τσ(h1h2)− τσ(h1)− τσ(h2) + τσ(1) = −λM (h1, h2) mod 1,

where λM : H × H → Q/Z is the torsion linking pairing of M . It immediately
follows that:

∀h ∈ H, τσ(h) = cσ − qM,σ(h) mod 1,
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where cσ = τσ(1) ∈ Q/Z is a constant and where qM,σ is a quadratic function over
the linking pairing λM . It is easily seen from (4.6) and (4.7) that:

(4.8) ∀h ∈ H, qM,P (h)·σ = qM,σ + λM
(
h−1,−

)
.

Since M is a rational homology sphere, the Bockstein homomorphism B is then
an isomorphism H2(M ;Q/Z) → H1(M), so that that φM,σ can regarded as a
quadratic function φM,σ : H → Q/Z over λM . Moreover, as follows from Theorem
4.10, we have:

(4.9) ∀h ∈ H, φM,P (h)·σ = φM,σ + λM (h,−).
In fact, equations (4.8) and (4.9) are equivalent according to the following.

Theorem 4.18. For any rational homology 3-sphere M and any σ ∈ Spinc(M),
we have qM,σ = φM,σ−1 , where σ−1 is the inverse of σ defined in §3.2.3.

It follows in particular that the quadratic function φM,σ is determined by the
maximal Abelian Reidemeister-Turaev torsion of (M,σ).

Proof of Theorem 4.18. The technical difficulty lies in the computation of qM,σ

from the torsion τσ. Fortunately, τσ can be computed from a surgery presentation
of M and certain combinatorial data equivalent to Spinc-structures, called charges.

We begin by recalling the definition of charges introduced in [T6]. We shall use
notation of §3.4. Let L ⊂ S3 be an ordered oriented and framed n-component link.
Surgery along L yields a closed oriented connected 3-manifold VL. The manifold
VL is the union of the exterior E of L in S3 and the disjoint union of reglued solid
tori Zj , one for each component Lj of L. A solid torus Z is said to be directed when
its core is oriented. We direct the solid torus Zj in the following way: we denote
by mj ⊂ E the meridian of Lj which is oriented so that lkS3(mj , Lj) = +1, and
we ask the oriented core of Zj to be isotopic in VL to mj . A directed solid torus Z
has a distinguished Spinc-structure relative to the canonical (see Remark 3.12) spin
structure σ0 on ∂Z: this is the one whose Chern class is Poincaré dual to opposite
of the oriented core of Z. Then, by gluing any Spinc-structure on E relative to
∪̇σ0 (by means of Lemma 3.28) to the distinguished relative Spinc-structure on
the directed solid tori Zj, we define a map g : Spinc(E, ∪̇σ0) → Spinc(VL), which
is affine, via the isomorphisms given by Poincaré dualities, over the natural map
H1(E)→ H1(VL). Define the set CL of charges on L by

CL =




k ∈ Zn : kj = 1 +

∑

1≤i≤n
i6=j

lkS3(Li, Lj) mod 2




.

A canonical bijection between Spinc(E, ∪̇σ0) and CL can be defined in the following
way: take σ ∈ Spinc(E, ∪̇σ0), calculate P−1c(σ) ∈ H1(E) and identify H1(E) with
Z
n taking the meridians ([m1], . . . , [mn]) as a basis; it can then be derived from

Lemma 3.26 that the multi-integer you get is actually a charge on L. Thus, since g
is surjective and since Ker (H1(E)→ H1(VL)) is generated by the n characteristic
curves of the surgery, it follows that the map g induces a bijection:

CL
2 · Im BL

→ Spinc(VL)

where BL = (bij)1≤i,j≤n is the linking matrix of L in S3.

We now compare this combinatorial description of Spinc(VL) to our description
described in §3.4.2 by showing that:
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Claim 4.19. If σ ∈ Spinc(VL) corresponds to [k] ∈ CL/2 ·Im BL, then σ corresponds
to [s] ∈ ScL, where:

(4.10) ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, sj = 1− kj +
n∑

i=1

bij ∈ Z.

Proof of the Claim 4.19. We denote by σ2 the distinguished relative Spinc-structure
in Spinc(∪̇Zi, ∪̇σ0). Let also σ1 ∈ Spinc(E, ∪̇σ0) be such that: σ = σ1 ∪ σ2 ∈
Spinc(VL). Pick an extension σ̃ of σ to WL and let ξ be the isomorphism class
of U(1)-principal bundles defined by σ̃ ∈ Spinc(WL). On the one hand, the
first Chern class c1(ξ) of ξ, when expressed in the preferred basis ([Sj]

∗)
n
j=1 of

H2 (WL) ≃ Hom(H2(WL),Z) (see §3.4), gives a multi-integer s ∈ Z
n; then, [s] ∈ ScL

corresponds to σ. On the other hand, as explained above, the Poincaré dual to the
relative Chern class of σ1 ∈ Spinc(E, ∪̇σ0) when expressed in the preferred basis
([mj ])

n
j=1 of H1(E) gives a multi-integer k ∈ Z

n; then, [k] ∈ CL/2 · Im BL corre-

sponds to σ. Thus, proving that these specific k and s verify (4.10) modulo 2·Im BL
will be enough.

In the sequel we denote by S3
ε a collar push-off of S3 = ∂D4 in the interior of

D4. The surface Sj can be decomposed (up to isotopy) in WL to:

Sj = Dj ∪ Aj ∪
(
−Σcutj

)
ε
∪
⋃

l

(−Rjl)ε ,

where the subsurfaces are given as follows (see Figure 4.2):

j-th handle

D j

A j

λ j

( l j)ε Σ
cut
j )ε one

S
3

S
3( )ε

-( - jlR( )ε

i-th handle

Figure 4.2. A decomposition of the surface Si

- Dj is a meridian disc of Zj such that ∂Dj is the characteristic curve λj of
the j-th surgery;

- Aj is the annulus of an isotopy of −λj to Lj, union the annulus of an
isotopy of −Lj to (Lj)ε, union the annulus of an isotopy of (−Lj)ε to (lj)ε
where lj denotes the preferred parallel of Lj in S3 (i.e. lkS3(lj , Lj) = 0);

- Σj is a Seifert surface for lj in S3 disjoint from Lj and in transverse position
with the Li (i 6= j). For each intersection point xl between Σj and a Li,
remove a small disc Rjl so that Σj = Σcutj ∪⋃l Rjl.

By definition of s, we have sj = 〈c1(ξ), [Sj ]〉 = 〈c1(p|Sj
), [Sj ]〉 where p is represen-

tative for ξ and where c1(p|Sj
) ∈ H2(Sj) is the obstruction to trivialize p over Sj .
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So P−1c1(p|Sj
) = sj · [pt] ∈ H0(Sj). Let tr be a trivialization of p on ∂E and let

trε be the corresponding trivialization of p on ∂Eε. An argument similar to that
used in the proof of Lemma 3.28 (calculus of obstructions in oriented manifolds)
leads to:

H0(Sj) ∋ P−1c1(p|Sj
) = i∗P

−1c1
(
p|Dj

, tr|λj

)
(4.11)

+ i∗P
−1c1

(
p|Aj

, tr|−λj
∪ trε|(lj)ε

)

− i∗P
−1c1

(
p|(Σcut

j )
ε

, trε|(∂Σcut
j )

ε

)

−
∑

l

i∗P
−1c1

(
p|(Rjl)ε

, trε|(∂Rjl)ε

)
,

where P denotes the appropriate Poincaré duality isomorphism (of Dj , Aj , Σ
cut
j

and Rjl). For an appropriate choice of p in the class ξ and for an appropriate choice
of tr, we have:

c1 (p|E , tr) = c(σ1) ∈ H2(E, ∂E)

c1
(
p|∪̇Zj

, tr
)

= c(σ2) ∈ H2 (∪̇Zj , ∪̇∂Zj)

c1

(
p|N(L), tr

)
= c(σ3) ∈ H2 (N(L), ∂N(L)) ,

where, in this last requirement, N(L) is a tubular neighborhood of L in S3 and σ3
is an arbitrary element of Spinc (N(L), ∪̇σ0). For such choices, we now compute
separately each term of the right hand side of (4.11).

(1) The first term is of the form dj · [pt]. Here:

dj = 〈c(σ2), [Dj ]〉 = − (oriented core of Zj) • [Dj ] = +1,

where the intersection is taken in Zj (note that Zj =
(
D2 × S1

)
j
if we

denote by
(
D2 ×D2

)
j
the 2-handle of WL corresponding to Lj , and be

careful of the fact that the above specified oriented core of Zj is−
(
0× S1

)
j
)

(2) The second term is of the form aj · [pt]. Here: aj = 〈c(σ3), [Aj ]〉 where
Aj is regarded as a relative 2-cycle in (N(L), ∂N(L)) once the collar has
been squeezed. Since ∂Aj is −λj ∪ lj , [Aj ] is −bjj times the class of
the meridian disc of Lj (oriented so that its oriented boundary is mj) in
H2(N(L), ∂N(L)). Then, aj = −bjj · ρj where:

ρj = 〈c(σ3), [meridian disc of Lj]〉 ∈ Z.

Note that: ρj = qσ0
([mj ]) = 1 mod 2 (Johnson’s quadratic function, see

§3.2.5).
(3) The third term is−gj ·[pt] where gj = 〈c(σ1), [Σcutj ]〉 =

(
P−1c(σ1)

)
•[Σcutj ] =

(
∑

i ki[mi]) • [Σcutj ] =
∑

i kiδij = kj where the intersection is taken in E.

(4) The fourth term is given by −∑l rjl · [pt]. Here rjl = 〈c(σ3), [Rjl]〉. For
each index l, denote by i(l) the integer i such that xl is an intersection
point of Lj with Li, and denote by ǫ(l) the sign of the intersection point
xl. Then, from the definition of ρi (given for the second term), we have:
rjl = ǫ(l) · ρi(l). We then get:

∑

l

rjl =
n∑

i=1
i6=j

bijρi.
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Finally, we obtain:

sj = 1− bjjρj − kj −
n∑

i=1
i6=j

bijρi

=

(
1− kj +

n∑

i=1

bij

)
−

n∑

i=1

bij (ρi + 1) ,

the claim then follows from the fact that ρi = 1 mod 2 for all i = 1, . . . , n. �

We are now able to prove the theorem. Assume first that M is obtained by
surgery along an algebraically split link L, and that σ is represented by a charge k
on L. Then, according to [T7, Chap. X, §5.4], we have:

qM,σ([mj ]) =
1

2
− kj

2bjj
mod 1.

Substituting kj = 1 − sj +
∑

i bij , we find that this formula agrees with (4.2) of
Example 4.4, up to the change s 7→ −s which precisely corresponds to the change
σ 7→ σ−1 (see Remark 3.35). This prove the theorem in this particular case. Now
consider the general case, when L is not necessary algebraically split. We shall use
the following lemma (due to T. Ohtsuki).

Lemma 4.20. [De1] Let M be a rational homology 3-sphere. There exist then
non-zero integers n1, . . . , nr such that M#L(n1, 1)# · · ·#L(nr, 1) can presented by
surgery along a framed link L algebraically split in S3.

Here # denotes connected sum and L(n, 1) is the 3-dimensional lens space ob-
tained by surgery along a trivial knot with framing n ∈ Z

× in S3. Set M ′ =
M#L(n1, 1)# · · ·#L(nr, 1) and set σ′ = σ#σ1# · · ·#σr ∈ Spinc(M ′) where σ1, . . . ,
σr denote arbitrary Spinc-structures on the lens spaces. Then, qM ′,σ′ = φM ′,(σ′)−1 .

There is an orthogonal splitting φM ′,σ′ = φM,σ ⊕ φL(n1,1),σ1
⊕ · · · ⊕ φL(nr ,1),σr

(as
follows easily, for example, from the surgery formula for these quadratic functions).
The same holds for qM,σ (as follows from the behaviour of the maximal Abelian
Reidemeister-Turaev torsion under #: see [T7, Chap. XII, §1]). Then, for any
x ∈ H1(M), we have: qM,σ(x) = qM ′,σ′ (i∗(x)) = φM ′,(σ′)−1 (i∗(x)) = φM,σ(x) and
we are done. �

5. Goussarov-Habiro theory for 3-manifolds with complex spin
structures

5.1. A brief review of the Y -equivalence relation. The Goussarov-Habiro
theory for compact oriented 3-manifolds is a finite type invariants theory based on
an elementary move called Y -surgery.

Definition 5.1. Let M be a compact oriented 3-manifold. A Y -graph G in M is
an (unoriented) embedding of the surface drawn in Figure 5.1, together with its
decomposition between leaves, edges and node.
Let j : H3 →֒M be a positive embedding of the genus 3 handlebody onto a regular
neighborhood N(G) of G in M . The compact oriented 3-manifold obtained from M
by Y -surgery along G is defined as:

MG =M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂ (H3)L ,

where (H3)L is the surgered handlebody along the six-component link5 L drawn on
Figure 5.2.

5We use the blackboard framing convention.
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The node

One of the 
three edges

One of the 
three leaves

Figure 5.1. A Y-graph.

We call Y -equivalence the equivalence relation among compact oriented 3-manifolds
generated by Y -surgeries and positive diffeomorphisms.

Figure 5.2. The surgery meaning of a Y -graph.

Remark 5.2. A Y -surgery, introduced by Goussarov in [Go], is equivalent to a A1-
move, defined by Habiro in [Ha], or to a Borromean surgery, introduced by Matveev
in [Mat].

Observe that MG comes with an inclusion M \ int (N(G)) →֒MG and that, due to
the choice of N(G) and its trivialization j, MG is only defined up to some particular
positive diffeomorphisms.
As it is well-known, a Y -surgery is a twist in the following sense:

Remark 5.3. There is a diffeomorphism:

(5.1) MG
∼=M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂◦h H3,

which is the identity on M \ int (N(G)). Here, h : Σ3 → Σ3, called the Borromean
diffeomorphism, is a specific self-diffeomorphism of Σ3 = ∂H3 which acts trivially
in homology (details can be found in [Mas, §1]).
5.2. The Y c-equivalence relation.

5.2.1. Twist and Spinc-structures. Let us consider again the situation which was
under study in §3.3. We thus work with two compact oriented 3-manifolds M1

and M2 and a positive diffeomorphism f : −∂M2 → ∂M1, and we form the closed
oriented 3-manifold:

M =M1 ∪f M2.
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Here, we make the additional assumption that ∂M2
∼= ∂M1 is connected.

Let also h : ∂M2 → ∂M2 be a positive diffeomorphism which acts trivially in
homology, and the manifold M ′ be obtained from M by twisting it along ∂M2 with
h:

(5.2) M ′ =M1 ∪f◦h M2.

By a Mayer-Vietoris argument, there is a canonical homology isomorphism Φ :
H1(M) → H1(M

′) which is unambiguously defined by the following commutative
diagram:

H1(M)

Φ≃

��

H1(M1)

j1,∗
99ssssssssss

j′1,∗ %%KKKK
KKKK

KK
H1(M2)

j2,∗
eeKKKKKKKKKK

j′2,∗yyssssss
ssss

H1(M
′)

where j1, j2, j
′
1 and j′2 denote inclusions.

Proposition 5.4. The above described twist M ❀ M ′ induces a canonical bijec-
tion:

Spinc(M)
Ω

≃
// Spinc(M ′)

which is affine over PΦP−1 : H2(M)→ H2(M ′). Moreover, the following diagram
is commutative:

Spinc(M)
Ω //

c

��

Spinc(M ′)

c

��
H2(M)

PΦP−1

// H2(M ′).

Proof. Take α ∈ Spinc(M), Ω(α) is then defined as follows. Pick a Spin-stucture σ2
on ∂M2 and let σ1 = f∗(−σ2) ∈ Spin(∂M1). Since h∗ at the level of H1(∂M2;Z2) is
the identity, h acts trivially on Spin(∂M2): this follows from the fact that Johnson’s
correspondance Spin(∂M2)→ Quad (•) is natural (§3.2.5). According to Corollary
3.29, there are then two gluing maps:

Spinc(M1, σ1)× Spinc(M2, σ2)
∪f // Spinc(M),

Spinc(M1, σ1)× Spinc(M2, σ2)
∪f◦h // Spinc(M ′),

which are respectively affine, via the Poincaré dualities, over j1,∗⊕j2,∗ and j′1,∗⊕j′2,∗.
Since ∂M2 is connected, the map ∪f is then surjective. Pick α1 ∈ Spinc(M1, σ1)
and α2 ∈ Spinc(M2, σ2) such that α = α1 ∪f α2, form:

α′ = α1 ∪fh α2 ∈ Spinc(M ′).

and define Ω(α) to be α′.
Let us now verify that Ω(α) is well-defined by that procedure. Assume other

intermediate choices σ̃2, α̃1 and α̃2 of respectively σ2, α1 and α2, leading to α̃′ =
α̃1 ∪fh α̃2. We claim that α′ = α̃′.

Assume first the particular case when: σ̃2 = σ2 ∈ Spin(∂M2). Then, since
α1 ∪f α2 = α = α̃1 ∪f α̃2, we have

j1,∗P
−1

(
α1

α̃1

)
+ j2,∗P

−1

(
α2

α̃2

)
= P−1

(α
α

)
= 0 ∈ H1(M).
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Applying Φ to that identity, we obtain this equation:

j′1,∗P
−1

(
α1

α̃1

)
+ j′2,∗P

−1

(
α2

α̃2

)
= 0 ∈ H1(M

′),

whose lhs equals P−1 (α′/α̃′) because α′ = α1 ∪fh α2 and α̃′ = α̃1 ∪fh α̃2. We then
conclude that α′ = α̃′.

We now deal with the general case. Let s2 ∈ Spinr(∂M2) represent σ2 and let
s1 = f∗(−s2) ∈ Spinr(∂M1), which then represents σ1. For i = 1 and 2, take
ai ∈ Spincr(Mi) representing αi and such that ai|∂Mi

= β(si). We then have:

(5.3) α = [a1 ∪f a2] ∈ Spinc(M),

where ∪f denotes here the rigid version of the gluing map (that of Lemma 3.28).
Pick a homotopy between h∗(s2) and s2, and let U ∈ Spinr(∂M2 × I) be the
corresponding rigid Spin-struture on the product. Then,

(5.4) α′ = [a1 ∪fh (β(U) ∪ a2)] ∈ Spinc(M ′).

Let also s̃2 ∈ Spinr(∂M2) represent σ̃2 and let s̃1 = f∗(−s̃2) ∈ Spinr(∂M1) which
then represent σ̃1 := f∗(−σ̃2) ∈ Spin(∂M1). Even if σ2 and σ̃2 may be different, we
certainly have: β(σ2) = β(σ̃2) ∈ Spinc(∂M2). Choose an homotopy between β(s̃2)
and β(s2), and let H ∈ Spincr(∂M2× I) be the corresponding rigid structure on the
product. Then, f∗(−H) ∈ Spincr(∂M1× I) is a homotopy between β(s1) and β(s̃1).
Now, the rigid Spinc-structure on M :

(a1 ∪ f∗(−H)) ∪f (H ∪ a2)
can be homotoped, by means of the double collar of j2(∂M2) in M , to a1 ∪f a2.
The gluing map:

Spinc(M1, σ̃1)× Spinc(M2, σ̃2)
∪f // Spinc(M),

then sends according to (5.3), the pair ([a1 ∪ f∗(−H)] , [H ∪ a2]) to α. According
to the particular case treated previously, and whatever the choices of α̃1 and α̃2

have been, we have:

α̃′ = [a1 ∪ f∗(−H)] ∪fh [H ∪ a2] .
Let V ∈ Spinr(∂M2 × I) be a homotopy between h∗(s̃2) and s̃2. We obtain:

(5.5) α̃′ = [(a1 ∪ f∗(−H)) ∪fh (β(V ) ∪H ∪ a2)] .
Just as before for M , the rigid Spinc-structure on M ′:

(a1 ∪ f∗(−H)) ∪fh (h∗(H) ∪ β(U) ∪ a2)
can be homotoped, by means of the double collar of j′2(∂M2) in M ′, to a1 ∪fh
(β(U) ∪ a2). According to (5.4), we then have:

(5.6) α′ = [(a1 ∪ f∗(−H)) ∪fh (h∗(H) ∪ β(U) ∪ a2)] .
By (5.5) and (5.6), the identity α̃′ = α′ will follow from this equality of Spinc-
structures relative to Spin-structures:

(5.7) [β(V ) ∪H ] = [h∗(H) ∪ β(U)] ∈ Spinc (∂M2 × I, σ̃2∪̇ (−σ2)) .
Since H2 (∂M2 × I, ∂ (∂M2 × I)) has no 2-torsion, these relative Spinc-structures
are determined by their Chern classes. We have:

c ([β(U)]) = 0 and: c ([β(V )]) = 0,

by Remark 3.25, and c ([h∗(H)]) = h∗ (c ([H ])) (by naturality of obstructions) and
so c ([h∗(H)]) = c ([H ]). By the last statement of Corollary 3.29, (5.7) is then sat-
isfied. We thus conclude that the map Ω is well-defined.
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Let us now verify that Ω is affine. Take α ∈ Spinc(M) and x ∈ H1(M). Pick a
Spin-structure σ2 on ∂M2 define σ1 = f∗(−σ2) and write α as:

α = α1 ∪f α2 ∈ Spinc(M),

where αi ∈ Spinc(Mi, σi). Write also x as x = j1,∗(x1)+j2,∗(x2) where xi ∈ H1(Mi).
Then, P (x) · α = (P (x1) · α1) ∪f (P (x2) · α2), hence:

Ω (P (x) · α) = (P (x1) · α1) ∪fh (P (x2) · α2)
= P

(
j′1,∗(x1) + j′2,∗(x2)

)
· (α1 ∪fh α2)

= P (Φj1,∗(x1) + Φj2,∗(x2)) · Ω(α)
= PΦ(x) · Ω(α).

Finally, using the same notations:

P−1c (Ω(α)) = P−1c (α1 ∪fh α2)
= j′1,∗

(
P−1c(α1)

)
+ j′2,∗

(
P−1c(α2)

)

= Φ
(
j1,∗

(
P−1c(α1)

)
+ j2,∗

(
P−1c(α2)

))

= Φ
(
P−1 (c(α))

)
∈ H1(M

′).

�

Remark 5.5. When M has non-empty boundary (i.e. when M1 and M2 have been
glued along only a connected part of their boundaries), there is a relative version
of Prop. 5.4 (involving Spinc-structures on M and M ′ relative to Spin-structures).

5.2.2. Definition of the Y c-surgery. We now explain how a Y -surgery makes sense
in the setting of Spinc-manifolds.

Lemma 5.6. Let M be a closed oriented 3-manifold and let G be a Y -graph in M .
The Y -surgery M ❀MG then induces a canonical bijection:

Spinc(M)
ΩG

≃
// Spinc(MG)

denoted by α 7→ αG. The map ΩG is affine over PΦGP
−1, where ΦG : H1(M) →

H1 (MG) is the homology isomorphism which is unambiguously defined by the fol-
lowing commutative diagram:

H1(M)

ΦG≃

��

H1 (M \N(G))

k∗
77 77nnnnnnnnnnnn

k′∗ '' ''PPPPPPPPPPPP

H1 (MG) .

Here, N(G) is a regular neighborhood of G in M , k : M \ N(G) →֒ M and k′ :
M \N(G) →֒MG denote the inclusions.

Definition 5.7. The Spinc-manifold (MG, αG) is said to be obtained from the
Spinc-manifold (M,α) by Y c-surgery along the graph G.
We call Y c-equivalence the equivalence relation among closed Spinc-manifolds of
dimension 3 generated by Y c-surgeries and Spinc-diffeomorphisms.

Proof of Lemma 5.6. We fix a positive embedding j : H3 →֒ M onto a regular
neighborhood N(G) of G in M . By Remark 5.3, there exists a self-diffeomorphism
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h of Σ3 = ∂H3 which has the property to act trivially in homology and to be such
that there exists a diffeomorphism:

MG =M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂ (H3)L
f

∼=
// M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂◦h H3,

which is the identity on M \ int (N(G)). There is then a bijection:

Spinc (MG)
f∗

≃
// Spinc

(
M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂◦h H3

)
,

Also, by §5.2.1, there is a canonical bijection:

Spinc (M)
Ω

≃
// Spinc

(
M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂◦h H3

)
.

We then define ΩG to be the composite f−1∗ Ω. We now have to verify that the
bijection ΩG does not depend on the intermediate choices.

First, we prove the independance on the pair (h, f) with the above property.
Let (h′, f ′) be another choice, it suffices to prove that the following diagram is
commutative:

Spinc
(
M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂◦h H3

)

g∗

��

Spinc(M)

Ω

44iiiiiiiiiiiiiiii

Ω′

**UUUUUUUUUUUUUUUU

Spinc
(
M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂◦h′ H3

)
,

where g = f ′ ◦ f−1. Let α ∈ Spinc(M). Pick a σ ∈ Spin(Σ3), and write α as
α1 ∪ j∗(α2) where α1 ∈ Spinc (M \ int (N(G)) ,−j∗(σ)) and α2 ∈ Spinc(H3, σ).
Then, Ω(α) = α1 ∪j|∂◦h α2 and Ω′(α) = α1 ∪j|∂◦h′ α2. We have: g∗ (Ω(α)) =
α1 ∪j|∂◦h′ (g|)∗ (α2). Here, (g|)∗ : Spinc(H3, σ)→ Spinc(H3, σ) is the identity since
g|H3

acts trivially in homology and elements of Spinc(H3, σ) are classified by their
relative Chern classes. It follows that: g∗ (Ω(α)) = Ω′(α).

Second, we prove the independance on j. Let j′ be a trivialization of another
regular neighborhood N′(G) of G in M , and let (qt : M → M)t∈I be an ambiant
isotopy between j and j′: q0 = IdM and q1◦j = j′. Let q :M\int (N(G))∪j|∂◦hH3 →
M \ int

(
N′(G)

)
∪j′|∂◦h H3 be the positive diffeomorphism induced by q1. Proving

“the independance on j” means proving that the following diagram commutes:

Spinc
(
M \ int (N(G)) ∪j|∂◦h H3

)

q∗

��

Spinc(M)

Ω

44iiiiiiiiiiiiiiii

Ω′

**UUUUUUUUUUUUUUUU

Spinc
(
M \ int

(
N′(G)

)
∪j′|∂◦h H3

)
.

Let α ∈ Spinc(M) and, as above, write it as α = α1∪ j∗(α2). Since q1 is isotopic to
the identity, it acts trivially on Spinc(M), then α = (q1)∗ (α) = (q1|)∗ (α1)∪ j′∗(α2).
We then have: Ω(α) = α1 ∪j|∂◦h α2 and Ω′(α) = (q1|)∗ (α1) ∪j′|∂◦h α2, so that:
q∗ (Ω(α)) = Ω′(α). �
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By Remark 5.5, we could also define a Y c-surgery move between compact ori-
ented 3-manifolds with non-empty boundaries, provided they are equipped with
Spinc-structures relative to Spin-structures.

The Y c-surgery is then the elementary move of a Spinc-refinement of the Goussa-
rov-Habiro finite type invariants theory. Furthermore, it can be shown that the
calculus of clovers developped in [GGP] extends to the context of Spinc-manifolds.

Remark 5.8. It has been introduced in [Mas] a Spin-refinement of the Goussarov-
Habiro finite type invariants theory. In particular, it is shown that a Y -surgery
induces a canonical bijection ΘG : Spin(M) → Spin (MG). Both refinements are
compatible, in the sense that the following diagram commutes:

Spin(M)

β

��

ΘG

≃
// Spin (MG)

β

��
Spinc(M)

≃

ΩG

// Spinc(MG).

5.2.3. A combinatorial formulation of the Y c-equivalence relation. Given a surgery
equivalence relation among closed oriented 3-manifolds, it can sometimes be derived
from unknotting operations and surgery presentations in S3. By §3.4.2, the same
could be done for closed Spinc-manifolds of dimension 3. We now formulate the
Y c-equivalence relation in this way, taking the ∆-move of [MN] as unknotting
operation.

Lemma 5.9. The Y c-equivalence relation is the equivalence relation among closed
Spinc-manifolds of dimension 3 generated by Spinc-diffeomorphisms and ∆c-moves.
Here, a ∆c-move is defined to be the move depicted on Figure 5.3 between surgery
presentations of closed Spinc-manifolds of dimension 3.

si
sj

sk

si
sj

sk

Figure 5.3. A ∆c-move.

Proof. Let us begin with a closed connected oriented 3-manifold M and a Y -graph
G in M . Suppose also that M ∼= VL is presented by surgery along a n-component
ordered oriented framed link L in S3. Isotope G in M so that it becomes disjoint
from the dual link to L, then G ⊂ S3 \ L. Take a regular neighborhood of G
in S3 \ L, and put into this genus 3 handlebody the 2-component framed link K
depicted on Figure 5.4. The link K can be obtained from the link of Figure 5.2 by
some slam dunk moves (see Example 3.34) and some handle-slide moves in H3. In
particular, VL∪K is a surgery presentation ofMG. Using the viewpoint from §3.4.2,
we now want to give the combinatorial analog of the bijection ΩG. In other words,
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1
K

K2

Figure 5.4. Y -surgery as surgery along a 2-component link.

we want to recognize the map OG defined by the following commutative diagram:

ScL
OG // ScL∪K

Spinc(M)

≃

OO

≃

OO

ΩG

// Spinc (MG).

≃

OO

If BL denotes the linking matrix of L and if K is appropriately oriented, then the
ordered union of ordered oriented framed links L ∪K has a linking matrix shaped
as:

BL∪K =




x1 0

BL
...

...
xl 0

x1 · · · xl x 1
0 · · · 0 1 0



.

Claim 5.10. We have:

(5.8) ∀[s] ∈ ScL, OG ([s]) = [(s, x, 0)] ∈ ScL∪K .

This will be the key point to prove the lemma.

Proof of Claim 5.10. As pointed out in Remark 5.8, a Y -surgery along G also in-
duces a bijection ΩG : Spin(M) → Spin(MG), a combinatorial analog of which is
also given in [Mas]. Using the compatibility stated in Remark 5.8 and §3.4.3, we
see that equation (5.8) holds at least for those elements of ScL which come from SL.

Denote by (H, f) the lattice corresponding to the intersection pairing on WL,
and by (H ′, f ′) that of WL∪K . Recall from Remark 3.35 that there are canonical

isomorphisms H2 (VL) ≃ Coker f̂ and H2 (VL∪K) ≃ Coker f̂ ′. The isomorphism

PΦGP
−1 : H2(M) → H2 (MG) corresponds then to the isomorphism Coker f̂ →

Coker f̂ ′ defined by [y] 7→ [(y, 0, 0)].

Take now [s] ∈ ScL arising from SL and let [y] ∈ Z
n/Im BL ≃ Cokerf̂ . We

aim to calculate OG ([y] · [s]) ∈ ScL∪K . The · here corresponds to the combinatorial
description of the action of H2 (VL) on Spinc(VL) given in Remark 3.35. The
map ΩG being affine over PΦGP

−1, we have: OG ([y] · [s]) = [(y, 0, 0)] · OG ([s])
= [(y, 0, 0)] · [(s, x, 0)] = [(s+ 2y, x, 0)]. Therefore, equation (5.8) also holds for
[y] · [s]= [s+ 2y]. The transitivity of the action of H2(VL) on Spinc(VL) allows us
to conclude. �



55

On the one hand, a ∆c-move can be realized by a Y c-surgery as shown in Figure
5.5. In this sequence of Spinc-diffeomorphisms, the first is obtained by applying
Claim 5.10, while the second is obtained from a handle-slide move and a slam dunk
move (Example 3.34).
On the other hand, a Y c-surgery can be realized by a ∆c-move, as shown in Figure

s js i

s k
Yc

s i s j

s k

0

is s j

sk

0

Figure 5.5. A ∆c-move can be realized by a Y c-surgery.

5.6. In this depicted sequence, the first Spinc-diffeomorphism is obtained from three
slam dunk moves. Then, a ∆c-move is applied. The next Spinc-diffeomorphism
is obtained by Spinc-Kirby calculi (in particular, two slam dunks have been per-
formed), and the last one is obtained from Claim 5.10. �

x
1

x2

x3

0

0
0

x
1

x3

x2

0

0
0

x2

0
Y

c

Figure 5.6. A Y c-surgery can be realized by a ∆c-move

5.3. Proof of Theorem 3. Let (M,σ) and (M ′, σ′) be two closed connected Spinc-
manifolds of dimension 3.

5.3.1. Proof of the equivalence (2)⇐⇒ (3).

Lemma 5.11. Let ψ : H1(M) → H1(M
′) be an isomorphism, and let ψ♯ :

H2(M
′;Q/Z) → H2(M ;Q/Z) be the isomorphism dual to ψ with respect to the

intersection pairings. The following assertions are then equivalent:

(a) LM ′ = LM ◦
(
ψ♯
)⊗2

;

(b) λM = λM ′ ◦ (ψ|)⊗2;
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(c) the following diagram is commutative:

H2 (M
′;Q/Z)

ψ♯ ≃

��

B // TH1(M
′)

H2 (M ;Q/Z)
B // TH1(M).

ψ| ≃

OO

Proof. For any x′1, x
′
2 ∈ H2(M

′;Q/Z),

LM ′ (x′1, x
′
2) = λM ′ (B(x′1), B(x′2)) = B(x′1) • x′2,

and LM
(
ψ♯(x′1), ψ

♯(x′2)
)
= Bψ♯(x′1) • ψ♯(x′2) = ψBψ♯(x′1) • x′2.

The equivalence between (a) and (c) follows from the left nondegeneracy of the
intersection pairing6 • : H1(M

′)×H2(M
′;Q/Z)→ Q/Z.

For any y1 ∈ TH1(M) and any x2 ∈ H2(M ;Q/Z), we have:

λM (y1, B(x2)) = y1 • x2 = ψ(y1) •
(
ψ♯
)−1

(x2) = λM ′

(
ψ(y1), B

(
ψ♯
)−1

(x2)
)
,

to be compared with λM ′ (ψ(y1), ψB(x2)). Hence the nondegeneracy of λM ′ implies
the equivalence between (b) and (c). �

Suppose that the condition (2) of Th. 3 is satisfied. Then, LM ′ = LM ◦
(
ψ♯
)⊗2

and so λM = λM ′ ◦ (ψ|)⊗2 by Lemma 5.11. Moreover, since the relation dφM′,σ′ =

dφM,σ
◦ ψ♯ holds between homogeneity defects of quadratic functions, Lemma 4.9

implies that 〈c(σ′), x′〉 = 〈c(σ), ψ♯(x′)〉, so that P−1c(σ′)•x′ = ψP−1c(σ)•x′ for any
x′ ∈ H2(M

′;Q/Z). By left nondegeneracy of • : H1(M
′) ×H2(M

′;Q/Z) → Q/Z,
we obtain P−1c(σ′) = ψP−1c(σ). Finally, the quadratic function:

φM,σ ◦ s = φM,σ ◦ ψ♯ ◦ s′ ◦ ψ| = φM ′,σ′ ◦ s′ ◦ ψ
is isomorphic to φM ′,σ′ ◦ s′: hence, these quadractic functions have identical Gauss
sums. Therefore the condition (3) holds.

Conversely, suppose that condition (3) of Th. 3 is satisfied. The short exact
sequence

0 // H2(M)⊗Q/Z // H2(M ;Q/Z)
B // TH1(M) // 0

is split, H2(M)⊗Q/Z = Ker L̂M and TH1(M) is finite: as a consequence, the pair
(H2(M ;Q/Z), φM,σ) meets the finiteness condition of §2.4. From Lemma 5.11, we

deduce that LM ′ = LM ◦
(
ψ♯
)⊗2

. From Lemma 4.7 and from Lemma 4.9, we deduce

that rφM′,σ′ = rφM,σ
◦ψ♯ and dφM′,σ′ = dφM,σ

◦ψ♯, respectively. Since ψ|◦B◦ψ♯ = B

(by Lemma 5.11), the sections s and s′ are ψ♯-compatible in the sense of Definition
2.24. By Corollary 2.26, the quadratic functions φM,σ and φM ′,σ′ are isomorphic.
More precisely (Cf. Remark 2.27), there exists an isomorphism ϕ : TH1(M) →
TH1(M

′) such that φM ′,σ′ = φM,σ ◦ ϕ1, where ϕ1 : H2(M
′;Q/Z) → H2(M ;Q/Z)

corresponds to the isomorphism
(
ψ♯ ⊗ IdQ/Z

)
× ϕ−1 : (H2(M

′)⊗Q/Z)× TH1(M
′)→ (H2(M)⊗Q/Z)× TH1(M)

via the identifications

H2(M
′;Q/Z) ≃ (H2(M

′)⊗Q/Z)× TH1(M
′)

H2(M ;Q/Z) ≃ (H2(M)⊗Q/Z)× TH1(M)

6The left nondegeneracy of • is the injectivity of the map µM : H2(M) →

Hom (H2 (M ;Q/Z) ,Q/Z) introduced by Th. 4.10.
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defined by the sections s′ and s respectively. By Lemma 2.17 (together with the 4-
dimensional definition of φM,σ and φM ′,σ′ from §4.1.2), there exists an isomorphism
η : H1(M)→ H1(M

′) such that η♯ = ϕ1. Consequently: φM ′,σ′ = φM,σ ◦ η♯.

5.3.2. Proof of the equivalence (1)⇐⇒ (2). We prove (1) =⇒ (2) first. By Lemma
5.9, it suffices to prove it when (M,σ) and (M ′, σ′) are related by a Spinc-diffeo-
morphism or, for some fixed surgery presentations of them, by a ∆c-move. For the
first case, let f : (M,σ)→ (M ′, σ′) be a Spinc-diffeomorphism. Let f∗ : H1(M)→
H1(M

′) be the induced isomorphism in homology. From the intrinsic definition of
these quadratic functions (§4.4), we deduce that φM ′,σ′ = φM,σ ◦ (f∗)♯. The second
case is deduced from the extrinsic definition of the quadratic functions φM,σ and
φM ′,σ′ (§4.1.2), and from the fact that a ∆-move between ordered oriented links
preserve their linking matrices.

Suppose now that condition (2) is satisfied. We fix some surgery presentations
VL ∼= M and VL′ ∼= M ′. As in §3.4, we put H = H2(WL) (resp. H ′ = H2 (WL′))
and f : H ×H → Z (resp. f ′ : H ′ ×H ′ → Z) will denote the intersection pairing
in WL (resp. WL′). Let also c ∈ Char(f) and c′ ∈ Char(f ′) represent respectively
σ and σ′. By hypothesis, the quadratic functions φf,c : Gf → Q/Z and φf ′,c′ :
Gf ′ → Q/Z are isomorphic via an isomorphism which is induced by an isomorphism

Coker f̂ → Coker f̂ ′. Theorem 2.15 says that the bilinear lattices with characteristic
forms (H, f, c) and (H ′, f ′, c′) are stably equivalent. Also, by Corollary 2.18, we
can restrict ourselves to stabilizations with copies of (Z,±1, 1). An isomorphism of
bilinear lattices (resp. a stabilization by (Z,±1, 1)) can be topologically realized by
a finite sequence of Spinc Kirby moves: handle slidings and changes of orientation
of components (resp. by a stabilization by a ±1-framed unknot). We can then
suppose, without loss of generality, that (H, f, c) = (H ′, f ′, c′). Concretely, that
means that the linking matrices BL and BL′ are equal and that there is a multi-
integer s such that [s] ∈ ScL represent σ and [s] ∈ ScL′ represent σ′.

A theorem of Murakami and Nakanishi [MN, Theorem 1.1] (or Matveev [Mat]),
states that two ordered oriented links have identical linking matrices if, and only
if, they are ∆-equivalent. Then, the “decorated links” (L, s) and (L′, s) are ∆-
equivalent: therefore, by Lemma 5.9, the Spinc-manifolds (M,σ) and (M ′, σ′) are
Y c-equivalent.

Remark 5.12. Observe that the present proof allows for a more precise statement of
the equivalence (1)⇐⇒ (2) of Th. 3. Any finite sequence of Spinc-diffeomorphisms
and Y c-surgeries

(M,σ) = (M0, σ0) ❀ (M1, σ1) ❀ (M2, σ2) ❀ · · ·❀ (Mn, σn) = (M ′, σ′)

yields an isomorphism ψ : H1(M) → H1(M
′). It is the composite of the iso-

morphisms H1(Mi) → H1(Mi+1), which is taken to be f∗ if the step (Mi, σi) ❀

(Mi+1, σi+1) is a Spinc-diffeomorphism f , or is the isomorphism ΦG of Lemma
5.6 if this step is the Y c-surgery along a Y -graph G ⊂ Mi. Then, ψ verifies:
φM ′,σ′ = φM,σ ◦ ψ♯. Conversely, given an isomorphism ψ : H1(M) → H1(M

′)
with the property that φM ′,σ′ = φM,σ ◦ ψ♯, we can find a finite sequence of Spinc-
diffeomorphisms and Y c-surgeries from (M,σ) to (M ′, σ′) inducing ψ at the level
of H1(−).
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[Go] M. Goussarov, Finite type invariants and n-equivalence of 3-manifolds, Compt. Rend. Ac.

Sc. Paris 329 Série I (1999), 517–522.
[Ha] K. Habiro, Claspers and finite type invariants of links, Geometry and Topology 4 (2000),

1–83.
[Hu] D. Husemoller, Fibre bundles, 3rd edition, GTM 20, Springer-Verlag (1994).
[J] D. Johnson, Spin structures and quadratic forms on surfaces, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 22

(1980), 365–373.
[Ka] S.J. Kaplan, Constructing framed 4-manifolds with given almost framed boundaries, Trans.

of the A.M.S 254 (1979), 237–263.
[KK] A. Kawauchi and S. Kojima, Algebraic classification of linking pairings on 3-manifolds,

Math. Ann. 253 (1980), 29–42.
[Ki] R.C. Kirby, The topology of 4-manifolds, LNM 1374, Springer-Verlag (1991).
[La] J. Lannes, Formes quadratiques d’enlacement sur l’anneau des entiers d’un corps de nombres,

Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 4ème Série 8 (1975), 535–579.
[LL] , F. Latour, Signature modulo 8 des variétés de dimension 4k dont le bord est sta-
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