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MULTICURVES AND EQUIVARIANT COBORDISM

N. P. STRICKLAND

ABSTRACT. Let A be a finite abelian group. We set up an algebraic framework for studying A-equivariant
complex-orientable cohomology theories in terms of a suitable kind of equivariant formal groups. We compute
the equivariant cohomology of many spaces in these terms, including projective bundles (and associated
Gysin maps), Thom spaces, and infinite Grassmannians.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be a finite abelian group. In this paper, we set up an algebraic framework for studying A-equivariant
complex-orientable cohomology theories in terms of a suitable kind of formal groups. In part, this is a
geometric reformulation of earlier work of Cole, Greenlees, Kriz and others on equivariant formal group
laws [3, 4, 5, 10]. However, the theory of divisors, residues and duality for multicurves is new, and forms a
substantial part of the present paper. Although we focus on the finite case, many results can be generalised
to compact abelian Lie groups. On the other hand, we have evidence that nonabelian groups will need a
completely different theory.

We now briefly recall the nonequivariant theory, using the language of formal schemes developed in [15].
Let E be an even periodic cohomology theory, and put S = spec(E") and C = spf(E°CP$°) = h_rr}l spec(E'CPT).
The basic facts are "

(a) C is a formal group scheme over S.

(b) If we forget the group structure, then C' is isomorphic to the formal affine line 1&15 as a formal scheme
over S; in other words, C' is a formal curve over S.

(c) For many interesting spaces X, the formal scheme spf(E" X ) has a natural description as a functor of
C; for example, we have spf(E°BU(d)) = C?/%4 = Div] (C), the formal scheme of effective divisors
of degree d on C.

Now let U = Ua be a complete A-universe, and let S4 be the category of A-spectra indexed on U (as
n [11]). Consider an A-equivariant commutative ring spectrum E € S4 that is periodic and orientable in a
sense to be made precise later. In this context, the right analogue of CP is the projective space PU. This
has an evident A-action. We put S = spec(E") and C' = spf(EPlY). This is again a formal group scheme
over S, but it is no longer a formal curve. This appears to create difficulties with (c) above, because we no
longer have a good hold on C?%/%; or a good theory of divisors on C.

Our first task is to define the notion of a formal multicurve over S, and to show that C' is an example
of this notion. Later we will develop an extensive theory of formal multicurves and their divisors, and
show that many statements about generalized cohomology can be made equivariant by replacing curves with
multicurves.

2. MULTICURVES

Definition 2.1. Let X = spf(R) be a formal scheme, and let Y be a subscheme of X. We say that Y is
a regular hypersurface if Y = spf(R/J) for some ideal J = Iy < R that is a free module of rank one over
R. Equivalently, there should be a regular element f € R such that the vanishing locus V' (f) = spf(R/f) is
precisely Y.

Let S = spec(k) be an affine scheme.
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Definition 2.2. A formal multicurve over S is a formal scheme C' over S such that

(a) C = spf(R) for some formal ring R
(b) There exists a regular element y € R such that for all £ > 0, the ideal Ry* is open in R, and R/y*
is a finitely generated free module over Og, and R = lim R/y*.
—k

(¢) The diagonal subscheme A C C xg C is a regular hypersurface.

A generator d for the ideal I will be called a difference function for C' (because d(a,b) = 0 iff (a,b) € A iff
a = b). We will choose a difference function d, but as far as possible we will express our results in a form
independent of this choice. An element y as in (b) will be called a good parameter on C.

Remark 2.3. If S is a formal scheme, then we can write S = lim S, for some filtered system of affine

—
schemes, and formal schemes over S are the same as compatible s;stems of formal schemes over the S,
by [15, Proposition 4.27]. In the rest of this paper, we will generally work over an affine base but will silently
use this result to transfer definitions and theorems to the case of a formal base where necessary.

The formal affine line 1&15 = spf(k[z]) is a formal multicurve, and the category of formal multicurves is
closed under disjoint union. Conversely, condition (c) implies that the module QF, /s =1a /13 is free of rank
one over R = O¢, so formal multicurves may be thought of as being smooth and one-dimensional. Similarly,
if y is a good parameter then R is a finitely generated projective module over k[y], which means that C
admits a finite flat map to 1&%, again indicating a one-dimensional situation. If k£ is an algebraically closed
field, we shall see later that every small formal multicurve over S is a finite disjoint union of copies of 1&15

Remark 2.4. Note that I is the kernel of the multiplication map p: R®R — R, which is split by the map
a+— a® 1. It follows that Ia is topologically generated by elements of the form a ® b — ab ® 1. We also see
by similar arguments that for any ideal J < R, the kernel of the multiplication map (R/J)® (R/J) = R/J
is just the image of In and thus is generated by d.

Definition 2.5. A formal multicurve group over S is a formal multicurve over S with a commutative group
structure.

In the presence of a group structure, axiom (c) can be modified.

Definition 2.6. Let C' be a commutative formal group scheme over S. A coordinate on C is a regular
element © € O¢ whose vanishing locus is the zero-section. Clearly, such an z exists iff the zero-section is a
regular hypersurface.

Remark 2.7. If x is a coordinate, then so is the function T defined by Z(a) = z(—a).

Proposition 2.8. Let C be a formal group scheme over S satisfying axioms (a) and (b) in Definition 2.2.
Then C' is a formal multicurve iff the zero-section S — C is a regular hypersurface. More precisely, if x is
a coordinate on C, then the function d(a,b) = x(b— a) defines a difference function, and if d is a difference
function, then the function x(b) = d(0,b) is a coordinate.

The proof relies on the following basic lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Let C be a formal multicurve, and let f: X — C be any map of schemes. Then the function
d'(x,b) =d(f(z),b) on X xgC is reqular in Oxx<c-

Proof. We have a short exact sequence as follows:
R®R X4 RER L R.
We regard RR as a module over R via the map ¢ — t ® 1. The map p is then R-linearly split by the map
t — t® 1, so the sequence remains exact after applying the functor Ox® r(—). The resulting sequence is
just
d/
Oxxsc —— Oxxsc — Ox,

which proves the lemma. 0
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Corollary 2.10. Let C % S be a formal multicurve, and let S < C' be a section. Then the subscheme
wS C C is a reqular hypersurface, and the ideal I,s is generated by the function d'(c) = d(u(q(c)),c), or
equivalently

d=(C=8xsC25CxgC LAY,
Proof. Take X = S in the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition 2.8. First suppose that the zero section is a regular hypersurface, so we can choose a
coordinate z. It follows easily from axiom (b) that R ~ [];,Og as topological Og-modules, so R®R =
[I72o R as R-modules, so 1 ® z is a regular element in R ® R. If we regard z as a function on C, this says
that the function z1: (a,b) — x(b) is a regular element of O¢x ¢, whose vanishing locus is precisely the
closed subscheme where b = 0. The map s: (a,b) — (a,b — a) is an automorphism of C' xg C, and s*z1 is
the function d(a,b) = z(b — a). As s is an automorphism, we see that d is regular and its vanishing locus is
the subscheme where a = b, or in other words the diagonal.

The converse is the case u = 0 of Corollary 2.10. O

To formulate the definition of an equivariant formal group, we need some basic notions about divisors.

Definition 2.11. A divisor on C is a scheme of the form D = spec(O¢/J), where J is an open ideal
generated by a single regular element, and O¢/J is a finitely generated projective module over Og. Thus D
is a regular hypersurface in C' and is finite and very flat over S. Strictly speaking, we should refer to such
subschemes as effective divisors, but we will have little need for more general divisors in this paper.

If D; = spf(R/J;) is a divisor for i = 0,1 then we put Do + D; := spf(R/(JoJ1)), which is easily seen to
be another divisor.

The degree of D is the rank of Op over k. Note that this need not be constant, but that S can be split
as a finite disjoint union of pieces over which D has constant degree.

If T is a scheme over S, then a divisor on C over T means a divisor on the formal multicurve T x g C' over
T.

Note that if D is an effective divisor of degree one, then the projection D =+ S is an isomorphism, so the

map S L> D C C is a section of C. Conversely, if u: S — C is a section, then (by Corollary 2.10) the
image w.S is a divisor of degree one, which is conventionally denoted by [u].

In the case of ordinary formal curves, it is well-known that there is a moduli scheme Div} (C) for effective
divisors of degree d on C, and that it can be identified with the symmetric power C?/%,;. Analogous facts
are true for multicurves, but much more difficult to prove. We will return to this in Section 14.

Let A be a finite abelian group (with the group operation written additively). We write A* for the dual
group Hom(A, Q/Z).

Definition 2.12. Let X = spf(R) be a formal scheme, and let Y = spf(R/J) be a closed formal subscheme.
We say that X is a formal neighbourhood of Y if R is isomorphic to lim R/J™ as a topological ring, or
m

equivalently X = lim spf(R/J™), which essentially means that every point in X is infinitesimally close to
S
Y.

Definition 2.13. An A-equivariant formal group or A-efg over a scheme S is a formal multicurve group C
over S, together with a homomorphism ¢: A* — C, such that C is the formal neighbourhood of the divisor

[B(AM)]) = > [d(e)] C C.
acA*

Remark 2.14. The notation ¢: A* — C really means that ¢ is a homomorphism from A* to the group of
sections of the projection C' — S. Equivalently, we have a group scheme

A* x S = H S = spec( H Og)
acAr ac A

over S, and ¢ gives a homomorphism A* x S — C of group schemes over S.
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Now choose a coordinate = on C, and put d(a,b) = z(b — a). For any a € A* we have a function x, on
C' defined by z,(a) = z(a — ¢(«)) = d(p(a),a). More precisely, z,, is the composite

P(a)x sl

C=8xgC C xg C Subtract o 2, a1

The vanishing locus of z, is the divisor [¢(c)], so the vanishing locus of the product y := ] x4 is the divisor
[(A*)]. We see using Corollary 2.10 that y is a regular element in O¢. The final condition in Definition 2.13
says that y is topologically nilpotent. It is not hard to deduce that y is a good parameter on C.

Proposition 2.15. Let f be a monic polynomial of degree d > 0 over Og, and let R be the completion of
Oslz] at f. Then the scheme C = spf(R) = lim V(f*) C AL is a formal multicurve.
—k

Proof. Condition (b) is clear, because {x' | i < dj} is a basis for R/(f’) over Og. Next, observe that
R~ Osly][]/(f(z) — y) = Os[yl{=" | i < d},

SO
ROR = Osyo, y1][wo, 21]/(f(x0) = yo, f(21) — y1) = Oslyo, ynl{zpad | 4,5 < d}.
It is clear that y1 —ypo is not a zero-divisor in this ring, and z; —z¢ divides y1 —yo so it is also not a zero-divisor.

It is not hard to check that the multiplication map R®R — R induces an isomorphism (R®R)/(z1 —xo) ~ R,
and it follows that 21 — z¢ generates Ia, and thus that (c¢) holds. O

Definition 2.16. We say that a formal multicurve C over S is embeddable if it has the form lim V(f¥) as

e
above for some monic polynomial f.

Lemma 2.17. Suppose that k = Og is an algebraically closed field, and that C is a formal multicurve over
S. Then C is a finite disjoint union of copies of AL, and is embeddable.

Proof. Let y € R be a good parameter. Then the ring R := R/y is a finite-dimensional algebra over the
field k, so it splits as a finite product of local algebras. As R is complete at (y) we can lift this splitting
to R, which splits C' as a disjoint union, say C' = C1 II...II C,. It is easy to see that each C; is a formal
multicurve. Put R; = O¢;, so R = R; x ... x R,. Let y; be the component of y in R; and put R, = R; /i,
so R =Ry X ... x R,. Moreover, R; is local, with maximal ideal m; say. As k is algebraically closed we see
that R;/m; = k. This gives an augmentation ul: R; = k, or equivalently a section u;: S — C;. It follows
from Corollary 2.10 that the kernel of u} is generated by a single regular element, say z;. This means that
the image of z; in R; generates m;, so R; ~ k[x;]/z™ for some m, and thus y; divides 2. On the other
hand, we clearly have u*(y;) = 0 so z; divides y;. It is now easy to check that R; = k[;], so C; ~ 1&15

Finally, as k is algebraically closed, it is certainly infinite, so we can choose distinct elements A1,..., A € k
say. If we put f(z) = [[,(z — \;) we find that the completion of k[z] at (f) is isomorphic to [];_; k[z] and
thus to O¢. This proves that C' is embeddable. O

3. DIFFERENTIAL FORMS

We next recall some basic ideas about differential forms, and record some formulae that will be useful
later in our study of residues.
Given a formal multicurve C' over .S, we put

Q= 0L~ In/A,

and call this the module of differential forms on C.

We also put Ay = spf(Ocxsc/I4), and regard this as the second-order infinitesimal neighbourhood of A
in C' xg C. In these terms, 2 is the module of functions on As that vanish on A.

Given a difference function d € Ia, we let « be the image of d in §; this generates ) freely as a module
over O¢, so we can regard (2 as a trivialisable line bundle on C.

For any function f € O¢, we write df for the image of 1 ® f — f ® 1 in Q, or equivalently the function
(a,b) — f(b) — f(a) on Ay. As usual, we have the Leibniz rule

d(fg) = fd(g) + gd(f).
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Now suppose that C' has a commutative group structure. In particular, this gives a zero-section Z C C,
and we write Z = spec(Oc/I%) and

w = I/1% = { functions on Z, that vanish on Z }.

The map b+ (0,b) gives an inclusion Zy — As and thus a map  — w, which in turn gives an isomorphism

Q|z = w of line bundles on S. The image of df under this map is the element dof corresponding to the

function b — f(b) — f(0) on Zs. If x is a coordinate on C, then dox generates w freely as a module over Og.
Next, for any function f € O¢ we define a function D f on As by

(Df)(a,b) = f(b—a) = f(0).
This construction gives a map D: O¢ — Q. If z is a coordinate then Dz is the restriction of the usual
difference function d(a,b) = x(b — a) to Ag, so it is a generator of ).

It is easy to see that D f depends only on dgf, and thus that D induces an Og-linear inclusion w — €,
right inverse to the restriction map Q — Q|z = w. A differential form is said to be invariant if it lies in the
image of this map.

By extension of scalars, we obtain an Oc¢-linear map O¢ ®op, w — 2, sending f ® dog to fDg. In
particular, it sends f ® doz to fDx, and so is an isomorphism.

4. EQUIVARIANT PROJECTIVE SPACES

We now start to build a connection between multicurves and A-equivariant topology (where A is a finite
abelian group). Naturally, this involves the generalised cohomology of the projective spaces of representations
of A. In this section, we assemble some facts about the homotopy theory of such projective spaces.

For a € A* = Hom(A,Q/Z) we write L, for C with A acting by a.z = €@ 2. In particular, Ly has
trivial action, and L, ® Lg = L. For any finite-dimensional representation V', we put

Via] = {v € V| av = >y for all a € A}.

It is well-known that V' = @, V]a] and Homgpa(V, W) = @, Home(V]a], W[a]). It follows that if there
exists an equivariant linear embedding V' — W, then the space of such embeddings is connected, giving a
canonical homotopy class of maps PV — PW of projective spaces.

We write U[a] = Lo @ C*, and U = U = P, U[c], so U is a complete A-universe. We write PU for
the projective space associated to U, which has a natural A-action. By the previous paragraph, for any
finite-dimensional representation V', there is a canonical map PV — PU up to homotopy. Similarly, the
space of equivariant linear isometries Y ® U — U is contractible, which gives a canonical homotopy class
of maps PU x PU — PU, making PU an abelian group up to equivariant homotopy. We can choose a
conjugate-linear equivariant automorphism y: & — U, and the resulting map PU — PU is the negation
map for our group structure.

It is well-known that PU is the classifying space for equivariant complex line bundles. More precisely, for
any A-space X, we write Pics(X) for the group of isomorphism classes of equivariant complex line bundles
over X. Let T denote the tautological line bundle over PU, so T € Pic(PU). Then for any A-space X, the
construction [f] — [f*T] gives a group isomorphism [X, PU]4 ~ Pica(X). Note that we regard T as the
universal example; some other treatments in the literature use the dual bundle 7* = O(1) instead.

Note that A acts by scalars on U[a], and thus acts as the identity on PU[a] C PU. Moreover, the map
L — L, ® L gives a homeomorphism CP>* = P(C*) — PlU[a]. Using this, we have a homeomorphism
(PU)* = A* x CP*, and thus a bijection m((PU)*) = A*, which is easily seen to respect the natural group
structures. Thus, the group structure on PU gives a translation action (up to homotopy) of A* on PU. We
write 7, : PU — PU for translation by an element o € A*.

For various purposes we will need to use an A-fixed basepoint in PU. We have embeddings L, — Ula] —
U, and PL, is an A-fixed point. Any other fixed point lies in the same component of (PU)* as PL,, for some
@, so it can be replaced by PL, for most purposes. Moreover, the map 7, gives a homotopy equivalence of
pairs (PU,PLg) — (PU, PL,y3). Where not otherwise stated, we use PLj as the basepoint.

Proposition 4.1. Let V, W and X be unitary representations of A, where V. and W have finite dimension
and X is a colimit of finite-dimensional subrepresentations. Put U =V ®@W & X. Then there is a homotopy-
commutative diagram as follows, in which the maps marked q are the obvious collapses, the maps marked j
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are the obvious inclusions, and § is the diagonal map.

PU i PU x PU

Qvew qv \qw
PU/P(V & W) —— P(Vo X)/PV NP(W @ X)/PW —— PU/PV A PU/PW

Moreover, if dim(X) =1 then ¢ is just the standard homeomorphism
GHom(X,VeW) _ gHom(X,V) » gHom(X,W)
All maps and homotopies are natural for isometric embeddings of V., W and X.
Remark 4.2. The above diagram gives a map
5 Ef(P(V@®X),PV)® E*(P(W & X), PW) — E*(PU,P(V & W)).

In his unpublished thesis [3], Cole writes a * b for 3*(a ®b). The idea of using this construction seems to be
original to that thesis; our approach differs only in being somewhat more geometric.

Proof. Assume for the moment that X is finite-dimensional. We start by defining a map
5: PU/P(V & W) — PU/PV A PU/PW,
which will be homotopic to (j A j) 0 6. For u = (v,w,x) € U* := U \ {0} we put
s = s(u) = ([lwll = llol)/ (vl + [[wll + llz]])-
Note that s(u) € [—1,1], and s(Au) = s(u) for all A € C*, and s(u) > 0 iff |w| > ||v|]|]. We next define
a,B: U* = U by
(1-9)v,sw,x) ifs>0
,T) ifs<0

<
o

0, w,x) ifs>0
—sv, (1 + s)w,z) if s <0.

Note that a(Au) = Aa(u) and similarly for S.

We claim that when u # 0, the line joining u to a(u) never passes through 0 (so in particular a(u) # 0).
Indeed, if s < 0, then the points on the line have the form (v, tw,z) for 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus, the line can only
pass through zero if v = = 0. The relation s < 0 means that |w|| < ||v|| = 0, so w = 0 as well, contradicting
the assumption that v # 0. In the case s > 0, the points on the line have the form ((1—¢s)v, (1 —t+ts)w, z).
As s >0and 0 <t <1 we have 1 —t+ ts > 0. For the line to pass through zero we must thus have
x =w = 0, and the relation s > 0 means that ||v|| < ||w| = 0, again giving a contradiction. Similarly, the
line from u to S(u) never passes through 0.

It follows that a and g induce self-maps of PU that are homotopic to the identity, so the map v =
(o, B): PU — PU x PU is homotopic to the diagonal map 9.

Next, note that if u € V@ W, then for s > 0 we have v(u) € U x W, and for s < 0 we have y(u) € V x U.
It follows that the induced map on projective spaces has

~(P(V & W)) C (PU x PW)U (PV x PU),

so there is an induced map
¥: PU/P(V@® W) — PU/PV A PU/PW.

As 7 is homotopic to 9, we see that o qvew ~ (qv N qw) o 6.
To construct the map 9, we need a slightly different model. Clearly

PU\NPVaW)=(VxWxX*X)/C*=(VxW x S(X))/S*,
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and PU/P(V & W) is the one-point compactification of this. Similarly, P(V & X)/PV A P(W & X)/PW
is the one-point compactification of the space (V x S(X))/S* x (W x S(X))/S*. We can thus define § by
giving a proper map

VxWxSX)=VxSX)xWxS(X)
with appropriate equivariance. The map in question just sends (v, w, z) to (v, z, w, z).

If X is one-dimensional and (v,z) € V x S(X) then we have a linear map «: X — V given by a(x) = v,
which does not change if we multiply (v,z) by an element of S!. This gives a homeomorphism (V x
S(X))/S" = Hom(X, V), and thus P(V® X)/PV = SHom(X,V) Tt is easy to see that with this identification,
0 is just the standard homeomorphism

gHom(X,VeW) _ gHom(X,V) » gHom(X,W)
We now show that (j Aj)od ~7. Put
T = {((vo, w0, x0), (v1, w1, x1)) € U | [[(wo, zo)|| = [[(v1,21)]| = 1},
so that PU/PV A PU/PW is the one-point compactification of T'/(S* x S'). Define maps
Op: VXWxS8X)—=T
for 0 <t <1 by
(@A=stv,stw,z) (0, w, :C)) ifs>0

6,0, 10,) = TGtw ol
() =400 0 Contienund) i < g
P l(=sto,a)]| ’
where s = (||lw]| — ||v|])/(||v]| + |Jw|| + ||=||) as before. We claim that these maps are proper. To see this, put

v((vo, wo, wo), (v1, w1, 1)) = max(||vol, [[w1l]),

and Ty, = {t € T | v(t) < k}. It is easy to see that every compact subset of T is contained in some
Ty, so it will be enough to show that 9;1T;C is compact. In the case s > 0 we have 0 < 1 — st < 1 and
[(stw, )| = [lz]| = 1 so [|((1 = st)o/[|(stw, ))]| < [lo]l < [[wl, so v(0:(v,w,)) = [Jw]. Similarly, when
s < 0 we have v(0:(v, w,z)) = ||v]|, so in general v(6; (v, w, z)) = max(||v], |w]). It follows immediately that
6; is proper, and we get an induced family of maps

0,: PU/P(V & W) — PU/PV A PU/PW.

It is easy to see that 6y = (j A j) 0§ and 6; = 7. The proposition follows easily (for the case where X has
finite dimension).

If X has infinite dimension, we apply the above to all finite dimensional subrepresentations of X. We see
by inspection that all constructions pass to the colimit, so the conclusion is valid for X itself. O

By an evident inductive extension, we obtain the following:

Corollary 4.3. Let Lq,...,Lg be one-dimensional representations of A, and let X be as above. PutY =
@D, Li and U =Y @ X. Then there is a homotopy-commutative diagram as follows:

PU i PU"

pu/py — N\NPLi®X)/PLi ___, \ PU/PL;
g 1 J i

Moreover, if dim(X) =1 then ¢ is just the standard homeomorphism

SHom(X,Y) — /\SHom(X,Li)' O

We conclude with some further miscellaneous observations about the space PU.
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Proposition 4.4. The space PU is equivariantly equivalent to F(E A, CP*) (where CP> is the usual space
with trivial A-action). Equivalently, PU is the second space in the Borel cohomology spectrum F(EA4, H),
50 [X, PUJA = H?*(Xna) for any A-space X. Moreover, the space QPU is equivariantly equivalent to S* with
the trivial action.

Proof. There is an evident inclusion CP> = P(U*) — (PU)* — PU. This is a nonequivariant equivalence,
and so gives an equivariant equivalence F(EA,,CP>*) — F(FEA4, PU). On the other hand, the collapse
map EA, — S° givesamap j: PU — F(EA,, PU) ~ F(EA,,CP>). We claim that this is an equivalence.
Indeed, if we take fixed points for a subgroup A < A we get a map A§ x CP>* — F((BAp)+,CP>) of
commutative H-spaces. It is clear that

A ifk=0
(A x CP*) =<7 ifk=2
0 otherwise.

On the other hand, we have
e F((BAg)y,CP>) = [Z*(BAo), K(Z,2)] = H* *BA,.

This clearly vanishes for k£ > 2 and gives Z for k = 2. Standard arguments with the coefficient sequence
Z — Q — Q/Z give H'BAy = 0 and H2BA, = A}, showing that m.F((BAg)+,CP>) is abstractly
isomorphic to 7. (A§ x CP*>). With a little more work one sees that the isomorphism is induced by j, and
the first part of the proposition follows.

We now see that

QPU ~ QF(EA,,CP™) = F(EA,,QCP>~) = F(EA.,S").

As above we find that
Z ifk=1

m(F(EAL, SHA0) = HI"FBA, = .
0 otherwise.

It follows that the obvious map S' — F(EA,,S') is an equivariant equivalence. O

Proposition 4.5. Let T be the tautological line bundle over PU, and let S(T™) be the unit circle bundle in
the n’th tensor power of T. Then S(T™) is equivariantly equivalent to F(EA, B(Z/n)).

Proof. Tt is well-known that in the case A = 0 we have S(T™) = B(Z/n) = K(Z/n,1). In the general case,
note that S(T™) consists of pairs (L, u) where L € PUY and v € L™ and |lu|| = 1. Suppose that (L,u) is fixed
by a subgroup Ap < A. We see that Ay acts on L by some character o € A§, so Ag acts on u by na, but
u is fixed so na = 0. Given that na = 0, we see that every point in L™ is fixed by Ag. Using this, we see
that S(T™)40 = A#[n] x B(Z/n), where Aj[n] denotes the subgroup of points of order n in Aj. Using this,
we find that 7,S(T™)4 = H'=*(BAy;Z/n), and the claim follows by the same method as in the previous
proposition. O

Proposition 4.6. Put F = {B < S' x A| BN S! = {1}}, which is a family of subgroups of S* x A. Then
the unit sphere S(U) is a model for EF, and so PU = (EF)/S*.

Proof. First, we let S' € C* act on S(U) by multiplication, and let A act in the usual way. These actions
commute and so give an action of S* x A. We need only check that S(U/) has the characterizing property of
EF, or in other words that S(U)? is contractible for B € F and empty for B ¢ F. If B € F then BN S* is
trivial so B is the graph of a homomorphism ¢: Ag — S! for some subgroup Ay < A. Put

V={veU|av=g¢a) " vforallac Ay},

so S(U)B = S(V). As U is a complete Ap-universe, we see that V is infinite dimensional, and so S(V) is
contractible as required. On the other hand, as S* acts freely on S(If), it is clear that S(U)? = () whenever
B¢F. O
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5. EQUIVARIANT ORIENTABILITY

Now let F be a commutative A-equivariant ring spectrum. We next need to formulate suitable notions
of orientability and periodicity for F, and deduce consequences for the rings E*PV. Our results differ from
those of [3] only in minor points of technical detail. We start by introducing some auxiliary ideas.

Definition 5.1. Let R be an E-algebra spectrum, and M a module spectrum over R. We say that M is a
free R-module if it is equivalent as an R-module to a wedge of (unsuspended) copies of R, or equivalently,
there is a family of elements e; € moM such that the resulting maps @,[X"A/By, R] — [¥"A/B, M| are
isomorphisms for all n € Z and all B < A. We say that such elements e; are universal generators for for
woM over moR. We will often leave the identification of R and M implicit. For example, if we say that an
element e is a universal generator for E°(X,Y) over E°X, we are referring to the case R = F(X, FE) and
M =FX/Y,E).

Definition 5.2. Let E an A-equivariant ring spectrum, and consider a class € E°(PU, PLy). For any
a € A* we can embed Lo & Lo in U, and thus restrict = to get a class u,, € E°(P(Lqy @ Lo), PLo) = ESEe.
This in turn gives an E-module map m,,: ¥ F — E.

We say that x is a complex coordinate for E if for all a the map m,, is an equivalence, or equivalently uy,,
generates X~ Le E as an F-module. We say that E is periodically orientable if it admits such a coordinate.
We say that E is evenly orientable if in addition, we have m F = 0.

From now on, we assume that E is periodically orientable. We choose a complex coordinate x, but as far
as possible we state our results in a form independent of this choice. We write T = x*z, where x: PU — PU
is the negation map for the group structure. It is easy to see that this is again a coordinate.

Recall that for any line bundle L over X, there is an essentially unique map fr: X — PU with f*T ~ L
(where T is the tautological bundle over PU). We define the Euler class of L by

e(L) = fr-(z) = f1(@).
Thus, the element 2 € E°PUY is the Euler class of T, and 7 is the Euler class of T.

Remark 5.3. There is some inconsistency in the literature about whether e(L) should be ff(x) or f;(T).
The convention adopted here is the opposite of that used in [15], but I believe that it is more common in
other work and has some technical advantages. The conventions used elsewhere in this paper are fixed by
the following requirements.

(a) We have e(V @ W) =e(V)e(W).

(b) The Euler class of V is the restriction of the Thom class in E°XV to the zero section X C XV,
Our substitute for the nonequivariant theory of Chern classes will be more abstract, so we will not need
sign conventions. The role normally played by the Chern polynomial ), ti=dim(V) +c;27 will be played by
a certain element fy; if A=0and V =@, L; then fy = [[,(z +r e(Ly)).

Next note that we can define
To =T o € E°(PU,PL,).
Because
(75 1) = (L_a®T)" = Lo, @ T* = Hom(T, L),
we have z, = e(Hom(T, L,)). If L is a one-dimensional representation isomorphic to L, we also use the
notation xy, for x,. We can identify E°(P(Lg @ Ly), PL,) with EOSLWQ, and we find that z, restricts to
Ug—_q, Which is a universal generator.

Now consider a finite-dimensional representation V' of A. We have a canonical homotopy class of embed-
dings PV — PU, and thus a well-defined group E°(PU, PV). We can write V as @le L;, and Corollary 4.3
gives a map

PU/PV — ]\ PU/PL;

compatible with the diagonal. Using this, we can pull back zp, A ... Az, to get a class xy € E°(PU, PV)
that maps to [[; ¥, in E°PU. Note that for any representation W containing V we can choose an embedding
W — U and pull back zy along the resulting map PW — PU to get a class in EY(PW, PV, which we again
denote by zy .
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Lemma 5.4. Let V. < W be complex representations of A, with dim(W/V) = 1. Then xy is a universal
generator for E°(PW, PV).

Proof. Write V.= L1 @ ... ® Lq as before, and X = W o V,so W =V @& X and PW/PV = SHom(XV) —
A, SHem(X:Li) | Because z is a complex coordinate, we know that xy, € E°(PW, PL;) restricts to a universal
generator v; of SHem(X:L) Tt follows from Corollary 4.3 that zv = [, v; € E0GHem(X.V) — RO(PW, PV),
and this is easily seen to be a universal generator. 0

Corollary 5.5. Let 0 = Uy < Uy < ... < Ug = U be representations of A with dim(U;) = i. Then
{zv, | i < d} is a universal basis for E°PU over EV.

Proof. This follows by an evident induction from the lemma. 0

Remark 5.6. As 7T is another coordinate, it gives rise to another universal basis {Zy, | i < d} for E°PU,
which is sometimes more convenient.

We record separately some easy consequences that are independent of the choice of flag {U;}:

Proposition 5.7. Let U be a d-dimensional representation of A. Then

(a) F(PU4,E) is a free module of rank d over E.
(b) If U =V @ W then the restriction map F(PUy,E) — F(PV,,E) is split surjective. The kernel is
a free module of rank one over F(PW,, E), generated by v . O

We now put S = spec(E?) and R = E°PU and C = spf(R). We must show that C is an equivariant
formal group over S.
We first exhibit a topological basis for R. We can list the elements of A* as

A* = {040 = 0,0417 .. .,Oén_l}
(where n = |A|), and then define oy, for all £ > 0 by apiq; = ;. We then have an evident filtration

0=Vh<Vi<W<...<U=1limVj
—
k

where V}, = @j<k Lq;. If we put e, = 2y, we find that {e; | 0 <7 < k} is a universal basis for EPV;,, and
it follows by an evident limiting argument that {e; | i > 0} is a universal topological basis for E°PU, giving
an isomorphism F(PU,, E) = [[, E. If we put y = xcpa) = oy, = ey, it is easy to see that eni; = yle;,
and it follows that EYPU is a free module over E°[y] with basis {e; | i < n}. Thus, conditions (a) and (b)
in Definition 2.2 are satisfied.

Next, we have

F(PU},E) = F(PUy, F(PUy,E)) = F(PUy, [ [ E) = ]| E-
J ij
By working through the definitions, we deduce that the elements e; ® e; form a universal topological basis
for E9(PU x PU), so E°(PU x PU) = R®R, so spf(E°(PU x PU)) = C x5 C. As PU is an commutative
group up to equivariant homotopy, we now see that C' is a commutative formal group scheme over S.

Now note that e; is just the coordinate x, and this divides eg for all £ > 0. In particular it divides y,
which is a regular element in R, so x is also a regular element. It is also now easy to see x generates the
ideal E°(PU, PLy), which is just the augmentation ideal in the Hopf algebra R, so the vanishing locus of
x is the zero-section in C. Thus z is a coordinate on C, showing (via Proposition 2.8) that C' is in fact a
formal multicurve group.

Next, recall that mo((PU)?) = A*, which gives a map A* — PU of groups up to homotopy, and thus a
map ¢: A* — C of formal group schemes. By working through the definitions, we see that the image of the
section ¢(«) is the closed subscheme spec(E°PL,) = spec(R/x4), so the divisor D :=>"_[¢(a)] is

spec(R/ H:Ea) = spec(R/y) = E°PC[A].

As y is topologically nilpotent, we see that any function on C' that vanishes on D is topologically nilpotent,
so C'is a formal neighbourhood of D. We have thus proved the following result:
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Theorem 5.8. Let E be a periodically orientable A-equivariant ring spectrum. Then the scheme C :=
spf(E°PU) is an A-equivariant formal group over S := spec(E°). O

Remark 5.9. We have [y = {f € O¢ | f(0) = 0} = E°(PU, PC), and thus Ig = E°(PU, P(C & C)), and
thus
w=1Iy/I2 = E°(P(C&C),PC) = E°S? = myE.

6. SIMPLE EXAMPLES

Let C be a nonequivariant formal group over a scheme S, so C is the formal neighbourhood of its zero
section. For any finite abelian group A, we can of course let ¢: A* — C be the zero map, and this gives us
an A-equivariant formal group. More generally, any homomorphism A* — C will give an A-efg, although
often there will not be any homomorphisms other than zero.

Now suppose that C is the formal group associated to a nonequivariant even periodic ring spectrum E.
We then have an A-equivariant ring spectrum F = F (A+,E’) (which the Wirthmiiller isomorphism also
identifies with A4 A E) This satisfies E*X = E* res(X), where res: Sy — Sy is the restriction functor. It
follows easily that F is periodically orientable, and that the associated equivariant formal group is just C ,
equipped with the zero map ¢: A* — C as above.

For a slightly more subtle construction, suppose we allow S to be a formal scheme, and assume that some
prime p is topologically nilpotent in Og. Suppose also that the formal group C has finite height n. Put
S’ = Hom(A*, C); it is well-known that Qg is a free module of rank |A|" over Og, so ' is finite and flat over
S. By definition, S’ is the universal example of a formal scheme T over S equipped with a homomorphism
from A* to the group of maps 7' — C of formal schemes over S , or equivalently the group of sections of
TxsCover T. If we put ¢/ = 5" xg 6’, there is thus a tautological map ¢: A* — C’. Here C’ is an ordinary
formal group over S’ and thus is the formal neighbourhood of its zero section. It follows that (C’, @) is
automatically an A-equivariant formal group over S’.

Now suppose we have a K(n)-local even periodic ring spectrum E. We give the ring 7T0E the natural
topology as in [8, Section 11] — in most cases of interest, this is the same as the I,-adic topology. We
then put S = spf (ﬂ'OE) and C = spf (EO(CP‘”), which gives an ordinary formal group of height n over S.
Let EA denote a contractible space with free A-action, and put £ = F(EAy, E) This is a commutative
A-equivariant ring spectrum, with E*X = E*X na, where Xp 4 denotes the homotopy orbit space or Borel
construction. In particular, we have E°(point) = EOBA7 and it is well-known that this is canonically
isomorphic to (’)Hom( A*.0) Next, observe that we have an A-equivariant inclusion PU[0] — PU, which is
nonequivariantly a homotopy equivalence, so the map FA x PU[0] — EA x PU is an equivariant homotopy
equivalence. Tt follows that E*PU = E*PU[0] = E*(BA x CP®) = E*BA®g. E*CP>, and thus that
spf(E°PU) = Hom(A*, 5) x C. This shows that the equivariant formal group associated to E is just the
pullback C’' = ' xg C as discussed above.

7. FORMAL GROUPS FROM ALGEBRAIC GROUPS

We now show how to pass from algebraic groups (in particular, elliptic curves or the multiplicative group)
to equivariant formal groups.

7.1. The multiplicative group. Let S = spec(k) be a scheme, and counsider the group scheme G, x S =
spec(k[u,u™1]) over S. Suppose we are given a homomorphism ¢ from A* x S to G,, x S of group schemes
over S, or equivalently a homomorphism ¢: A* — k* of abstract groups. We can then form the divisor

D= Z[gb(a)] = spec(k[u*']/y),

where y =[], (1 —u/¢(a)). It is convenient to observe that w is invertible in k[u]/y and thus in k[u]/y™ for
all m, so D can also be described as spec(k[u]/y). We then define C' to be the formal neighbourhood of D
in G,, x S, so

€ = tim spec(kful/y™) = spf (k{u]})

m
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which is an embeddable formal multicurve. It is easy to see that this is a subgroup of G,, x S and is an
equivariant formal group, with coordinate =1 — u.

The universal example of a ring with a map A* — k* is k = Z[A*], which can be identified with the
representation ring R(A). Thus, the universal example of a scheme S with a map A* x S — G, x S as
above is S = Hom(A*, G,,) = spec(R(A)). We can apply the above construction in this tautological case to
get an equivariant formal group C over Hom(A*, G,,). Explicitly, if we let v, € Z[A*] be the basis element
corresponding to o € A* and put y =[], (1 — uwv_o) € Z[A*][u], then C' = spf(Z[A*][u]}).

Theorem 7.1 (Cole-Greenlees-Kriz). The A-efg associated to the equivariant complex K-theory spectrum
K 4 is isomorphic to the A-efg C over Hom(A*,G,,) constructed above.

Proof. This is just a geometric restatement of [4, Section 6]. It is proved by identifying K PU with
K% g1EFy (where F = {B < Ax S' | BN S' = {1}} as in Proposition 4.6) and applying a suitable
completion theorem. O

7.2. Elliptic curves. We now carry out the same program with the multiplicative group replaced by an
elliptic curve (with some technical conditions assumed for simplicity). Suppose that we are given a ring k
and an element A € k, and that 2, A and 1 — X are invertible in k. Let C be the elliptic curve given by the
homogeneous cubic y® = z(z — 2)(x — Az), so the zero element is O = [0 : 1 : 0], and the points P :=[0:0: 1],
Q:=[1:0:1] and R :=[\:0: 1] are the three points of exact order two in C. Define rational functions ¢
and 7 on C by t([z:y: z]) = z/y and #([z : y : z]) = z/y. One checks that the subscheme U = C'\ {P, Q, R}
is the affine curve with equation r = t(t — r)(t — Ar), and that on U, the function ¢ has a simple zero at O
and no other poles or zeros.

Now let A be an abelian group of odd order n, and let ¢: A* — C be a homomorphism. Define V =
N, (U + ¢()), which is an affine open subscheme of U.

Lemma 7.2. For each 8 € A*, the section ¢(8): S — C actually lands in V.

Proof. We first show that for all 7 € A*, the section ¢(v) lands in U. Put D = [P]+[Q]+[R], so U = C\ D.
Let T be the closed subscheme of points s € S where ¢()(s) € D; we must show that T = ). As n is odd
and D is the divisor of points of exact order 2, we see that multiplication by n is the identity on D, but of
course n.¢(a) = O. We conclude that over T' we have O € D. As 2 is invertible in k we know that O and D
are disjoint, so T' = ) as required.

We now apply this to v = § — « to deduce that ¢(8) € U + ¢(a). This holds for all a, so ¢(8) € V as
claimed. 0

We now define C' to be the formal neighbourhood of the divisor D = > _[¢(«)] in V. If we put s(a) =
[I,t(a—¢(a)) then s € Oy and the vanishing locus of s is just D, so we have O¢ = (Oy),. Using this, we
see that C' is an equivariant formal group, with coordinate ¢ and good parameter s.

Now suppose instead that we are given a curve C over S as above, but not the map ¢: A* — C. We can
then consider the scheme S; = Hom(A*, 6’), which is easily seen to be a closed subscheme of Map(A*,U)
and thus affine. We can thus pull back C to get a curve 01 over S; equipped with a tautological map
¢: A* — 61, and we can carry out the previous construction to get an equivariant formal group C; over
S1. This should be associated to some kind of A-equivariant elliptic cohomology theory. It is not hard to
construct a suitable theory if Og is a Q-algebra; see [18], for example. For more general base schemes, little
is known.

8. EQUIVARIANT FORMAL GROUPS OF PRODUCT TYPE

A simple class of A-efg’s can be constructed as follows. Let C be an ordinary, nonequivariant formal
group, and let B be a subgroup of A. We then have a formal multicurve C' := B* x C' and a homomorphism

¢ = (A" 2= pr % B 0 = 0),

giving an A-efg. Equivariant formal groups of this kind are said to be of product type.
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Proposition 8.1. An A-efg (C, ) is of product type iff for every character « € A* with ¢(a)) # 0 in C
(or equivalently, x(¢(a)) # 0 in Og), the element x(P(a)) is invertible in Og. (This is easily seen to be
independent of the choice of coordinate.)

Proof. First suppose that for all a with ¢(«) # 0, the element z(¢(«)) is invertible. The kernel of ¢ is a
subgroup of A*, so it necessarily has the form ann(B) for some B < A, so ¢ factors as A* —— B* Yy O for
some 1. By assumption, z(¢(8)) is invertible for all 8 € B*\ {0}.

Let C' = {a € C | z(a) is nilpotent } be the formal neighbourhood of 0 in C, and define o: B* x C' — C

by o(8,a) = ¥(8) + a. We need to show that ¢ is an isomorphism. For this, we define zg(a) = z(a — ¢(5))
and y =[] seB* T8 and R = O¢. From the definition of an equivariant formal group, we know that R = R;\,

and it is clear that
A
Opeve =[R2,
B

It will thus suffice to show that the natural map
A A
R’y =[] &2,
B

is an isomorphism. This will follow from the Chinese Remainder Theorem if we can check that the ideal
(xzg(a), z(a)) contains 1 whenever 3 # ~. This is clear because modulo that ideal, we have ¥(8) = a = (),
so P(B—7) =0, s0o z((B8 —)) =0, but z(¢)(8 — 7)) is invertible by assumption. Thus, C is of product
type, as claimed.

Conversely, suppose that C'is of product type. The vanishing locus of z is contained in {0} x 6’, so x must
be invertible on (B* \ {0}) x C. It follows immediately that when ¢() # 0 we have ¢(a) € (B*\ {0}) x C
and so z(¢(«)) is invertible, as required. O

Corollary 8.2. Every A-equivariant formal group over a field is of product type.
Proof. This is immediate from the proposition. O

We next show how groups of product type occur in topology. For this we need to use the geometric fixed
point functors EB: Sqa — Sp for B < A. The definition and properties of these functors will be recalled in
Section 10.

Theorem 8.3. Let K be a nonequivariant even periodic cohomology theory, with associated formal group C

over S, and let B be a subgroup of A. Define a cohomology theory K* on Sa by K*X = I/(\'*aBX. Then K
is evenly periodic, and the associated equivariant formal group is just B* x C over S.

Proof. Note that EBS V= 5V” for any virtual complex representation V', and that EBEOOX = ¥*°X5 for
any based A-space X. It follows that m K = 7T1]A( = 0 and that the periodicity isomorphism F(S2", K )= K
gives an isomorphism

K (X4 ASY)= K*(XBASV") = K*XB = K*X,
of modules over K*X ;. This implies that K is evenly periodic, with K°(point) = IA{O(point) and thus
spec(K9(point)) is the base scheme S for C. We also have

K°PU = K°(PU)® = K*(B* x CP>) = Op. &

so the equivariant formal group associated to K is just B* x C as claimed. O

Example 8.4. Let K=K (p,m) be the two-periodic version of Morava K-theory at a prime p, with height
n. We define an equivariant theory K = K (p,n, B) as above; this is called equivariant Morava K -theory.
In [17] we present evidence that these theories deserve this name, because they play the expected réle in
equivariant analogues of the Hopkins-Devinatz-Smith nilpotence theorems, among other things. The same
paper also explains the representing object for the theory K, and shows that we have natural isomorphisms
as follows:

K (XAY) =K. (X)®k. K.(Y)
K*X = Homg, (K, X, K,).
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9. EQUIVARIANT FORMAL GROUPS OVER RATIONAL RINGS

We next prove the equivariant analogue of the well-known fact that all formal groups over a Q-algebra
are additive. We write @a for the ordinary additive formal group over S. If we consider formal schemes
over S as functors in the usual way, this sends an Og-algebra R to the set Nil(R) of nilpotents in R. Given
a free module L of rank one over Og (or equivalently, a trivialisable line bundle over S), we can instead
consider the functor R — L ®@, Nil(R), which we denote by L ® éa. This gives a formal group over .S,
noncanonically isomorphic to éa. If C is a formal multicurve group over S, then the cotangent spaces to
the fibres give a trivialisable line bundle wo on S. This is easily seen to be the same as wg, where C is the
formal neighbourhood of zero, as usual. From now on we just write w for this module. If S lies over spec(@)
then the theory of logarithms for ordinary formal groups gives a canonical isomorphism C = w'® G,

Theorem 9.1. Let (C, ¢) be an A-equivariant formal group over a scheme S, such that the integer n = |A| is
invertible in Og. Then there is a canonical decomposition S = [[ g 4 SB, and a corresponding decomposition

C:HSB xSaxB*,
where C is the formal meigbourhood of 0 in C. Moreover, if Og is a Q-algebra than C ~ We g G and so
C~ ][] S5 xs (wa' ®Ga) x B*.

Proof. Put n = |A|, and choose a coordinate 2 on C. For formal reasons we have z(a + b) = z(a) + x(b)
(mod x(a)z(b)) as functions on C2, and it follows that z(na) = f(a)z(a) for some function f on C with
f(0) = n. Let C[n] denote the closed subscheme of points of order n in C, so C[n] = {a € C | f(a)z(a) =
0} = spf(Oc¢/(f.x)). Note that S is embedded as the zero section in C with Og = O¢/x, so in Og we have
f=f(0)=necOgs2Q,so fisinvertible mod x, so 1 € (f) + (z). By the Chinese remainder theorem, the
scheme C|[n] splits as SII T, where T = spf(O¢/f). Note that x is zero on S and invertible on T.

Now consider the map ¢ from A* to the group of sections of C[n] over S. Suppose that for each o € A*
we either have ¢(a)(S) € T (and so z(¢(w)) is invertible) or ¢(a)(S) C S (so z(¢(a)) = 0)); it then
follows immediately from Proposition 8.1 that C' is of product type. In general, however, it is not true that
p(a)(S) C T or ¢p(a)(S) C S; instead, we can just pull back the splitting C[n] = S II T along the map
¢(a): S = C to get a splitting S = S, 1 T, with ¢(a)(Sy) C S and ¢(a)(Ts) C T. Next, for U C A* we

put
My = () San () To
acU agU
It is clear that S = [],; My, and that My = 0 unless U is a subgroup of A*. Thus, if we put Sp = Munn(p),
we have a splitting S = [[5 Sp, and a corresponding splitting C' = [[; Cp, where Cp is an A-efg over Sp.
It is now easy to see that Cp = Sp Xg C x B* as required. The rational statement now follows from the
nonequivariant theory. O

Remark 9.2. Nonequivariantly, one knows that rational spectra are determined by their homotopy groups.
This gives a classification of rational even periodic cohomology theories, as follows. Let £ denote the category
of pairs (S, L), where S is an affine scheme over Q and L is a trivialisable line bundle over S. The morphisms
from (So, Lo) to (S1, L1) are pairs (f, g) where f: Sp — S7 and ¢ is an isomorphism Ly — f*L; of line bundles
over Sp. Let & be the category of pairs (5, 6), where $ is as before and C is a (nonequivariant) formal group
over S, with morphisms defined in the analogous way. Let £ be the category of even periodic rational ring
spectra. Then there is a contravariant equivalence £” — &' sending E to (spec(E°),spf(E°CP>)), and a
covariant equivalence & — € sending (S, C) to (S, wg), so the composite sends E to (spec(EY), E2). If E
maps to (9, L) then E™X =[], H™"(X;L").

Now let QS 4 denote the category of rational A-spectra. One knows that the functors EB 1S4 — Sp induce
an equivalence QS4 — [[ 54 QSo. (Note here that because A is abelian, there are no nontrivial Weyl groups
or conjugacies between subgroups; we have used this to simplify the usual statement.) In particular, any
evenly periodic rational equivariant cohomology theory E* has the form

E™X = Hqub X = HHm+2”(¢ X;wh)
B,n
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for some family {E%}p<a of nonequivariant even periodic rational theories, with associated formal groups
Cp and line bundles wp over Sp = spec(E%). By taking X = 1 and then X = PU we find that S :=
spec(E°®) =[]z Sp and

C=spf(E°PU) = [[ B* x Cp = [[ S5 x (wp' ® Ga) x B".
B

In other words, the topological picture is perfectly parallel to the algebraic one.
The following slight extension can easily be proved in the same way.

Corollary 9.3. Let (C,¢) be an A-equivariant formal group over a scheme S, such that Og is an algebra
over Zyy. There is of course a unique splitting A = Ag X A1, where Ag is a p-group and p does not divide
|A1|. Let Co C C be the formal neighbourhood of [¢(Ag)], and let ¢o: A — Co be the restriction of ¢. Then

there is a canonical decomposition S = HB<A1 Sp, and a corresponding decomposition
CZHSB Xsco X B*7
such that over Sg, the map ¢ is the product of ¢po and the restriction map A} — B*. O

10. EQUIVARIANT FORMAL GROUPS OF PUSHOUT TYPE
We next consider a slightly different generalization of the notion of a group of product type.

Definition 10.1. Suppose we have a subgroup B < A and a formal multicurve group C’, with a map
¢': (A/B)* — C' making it an A/B-equivariant formal group. There is an evident embedding (4/B)* — A*,
which we can use to form a pushout

(4/B)" —— ¢’

A* T* C.
If we choose a transversal T' to (A/B)* in A*, then the underlying scheme of C' is just [[,.,C. This

implies that the formation of the pushout is compatible with base change, and that C' is an A-equivariant
formal group. Formal groups constructed in this way are said to be of pushout type. (The case where ¢/ =0
evidently gives groups of product type.)

We next examine how formal groups of this kind can arise in equivariant topology. For this, we need to
recall the various different change of group functors and fixed-point functors for A-spectra.

Given a homomorphism (: B — A, there is a pullback functor (*: Sy — Sp, which preserves smash
products and function spectra. (Note that if ¢ is not injective, then (*U4 is not a complete B-universe, so
the definition of * contains an implicit change of universe.) If ¢ is the inclusion of a subgroup then ¢* is
called restriction and written resg. This functor has a left adjoint written X — A Ap X, and a right adjoint
written X — Fp(A4,X). These two adjoints are actually isomorphic, by the generalized Wirthmiiller
isomorphism [11, Theorem I1.6.2].

If ¢ is the projection A — A/B then (* is called inflation. This has a right adjoint functor AP : Sy — Sa/B;
which we call the Lewis-May fixed point functor. The adjunction is discussed in [11, Section IL.7]; there
ABX is written X”. One can check that the following square commutes up to natural isomorphism:

)\C
Sa ——— Sayc

aA/c

LA
resp rCSB/C

It will be convenient to write 5
A :resg‘/B/\B =ABres}: Su — So.
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The usual equivariant homotopy groups of X are defined by 72X = F*XBX . The functors A? and XB do
not preserve smash products, and there is no sense in which AP acts as the identity on B-fixed objects.

Lewis and May also introduce another functor ¢?: S4 — Sy /B, called the geometric fived point functor.
To explain the definition, let V' be a complex representation of A. We write yy for the usual inclusion
S% — SV which can be regarded as an element of the R(A)-graded homotopy ring .S in dimension
—V. Tt is easily seen to be zero if V4 # 0, but it turns out to be nonzero otherwise. It is also clear that
XVew = XVXW-

By dualizing the standard cofibration S(V); — S° X% SV we see that D(S(V),) deserves to be called
S%/xv. On the other hand, we have

SOy '] = im(S° X% SV X g2V ) = 5%V,

It follows that for any X € Sy, the spectrum X[X(/l] = X A SV is a Bousfield localization of X, or
more specifically, the finite localization away from the thick ideal generated by S°/xy. There is another
characterization as follows. Let F be the family of those subgroups A’ < A such that VA # 0, and let C be
the thick ideal generated by {A/A’, | A" € F}. It is not hard to see that (8°°V)A" is contractible for A’ € F,
and equivalent to S° for A’ ¢ F. It is well-known that up to homotopy there is a unique space with these
properties, denoted by EF , and that X A EF is the finite localization of X away from C. It follows that C
is the same as the thick ideal generated by S°/xy.
Now fix a subgroup B < A, and take

V=Vap:=ClAoCA’)= P L
acA*\ann(B)
In this context, we write x 4, for xv, and we also write x4 for x4,4. We also put F[B]={C < A| B £ C},
and note that EF[B] = S*V. The geometric fixed-point functor ¢Z: S4 — Sa/p is defined by
07X = M (X[xxlp)) = A (X A EF(B]).

(In [11] the functor ¢ is actually defined in a different way, but the above description is proved as The-
orem I1.9.8). Let 7: A — A/B be the projection. One can check that ¢ preserves smash products [11,
Proposition 9.12], the composite

* B
SA/B F—)S,q i—)SA/B

is the identity [11, Proposition 9.10], and the following diagram commutes:

¢C’
Sa —— Sajc

A A/C
rcsB resB/C

Moreover, for any A-space X we have ¢PX>°X = %X [11, Corollary 9.9]. It will be convenient to write
EB = resg/B oP = qSBresg: Sa — Sp.

This again preserves smash products, and it is known that a spectrum X € S4 satisfies X = 0 iff EBX =0
in Sy for all B < A. We will also need the following property:

Lemma 10.2. Suppose that B < A, and write x = xa,B. Then for X,Y € S, there are natural equivalences
MFEX YT = A FX XL Y ) = F(67 X, 6"Y).

Proof. First note that the map W — W[x~!] is an equivalence iff W is concentrated over B as defined in [11,
page 109]. Let C be the category of such W, so we have functors ¢ = \P: C — Sa/pand ¥: S4/p — C given
by ¥(Z) = (7*Z)[x~!]. We see from [11, Corollary 11.9.6] that ¢© and 1 are mutually inverse equivalences,
and it follows that

XYY = XL Y I = (67X, 0P Y T
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Now consider W € S4,p and replace X by (7*W) A X in the above. We deduce that
—1yy1A - —11yjA A
WNPFX Y RS = WAPFXT Y DD = (W R (6P X, oY) P
The claim now follows by the Yoneda lemma. |

Theorem 10.3. Let E' be an A/B-equivariant periodically orientable ring spectrum, with associated equi-
variant formal group (A/B)* O Letm: A A/B be the projection, and put E = (7*E')[x']. Then E
is an A-equivariant periodically orientable ring spectrum, and for all X € Sy we have

E.X =E.¢PX

E*X = (E')*¢PX.
Moreover, the formal group associated to E is the pushout of C' along the inclusion (A/B)* — A*.

Proof. Because 7* preserves smash products, it is clear that 7*E’ is a commutative A-equivariant ring
spectrum, and so the same is true of E. We saw earlier that ¢Pn* = 1, so ¢PE = E’. Also, we have
EAX =FEAX[x3'"], so
N(ENX)=¢P(EAX)=¢P(E)no"(X) = E' AP (X).

We can apply A/ B to this to see that A (E A X) = AM/B(E' A $P (X)), and by applying 7, we deduce that
E.X = E.¢PX.

For the corresponding statement in cohomology, we see using Lemma 10.2 that \P F(X, E) = F(¢P X, ¢PE) =
F(¢P X, E"). We again apply the functor m, A4/ B (=) to see that E*X = E"*¢® X, as claimed.

In particular, if X is an A-space we have ¢PX®X = ©*°XP and so E*X = E'*XPB. Thus, if we put
S = spec(E"° (point)), then S is also the same as spec(E°(point)). We next consider the space PV, where
V' is a representation of A. We can split V' into isotypical parts for the action of B, say V = @5 Vs,
where V3] is a sum of representations L, with a|p = #. We then have (PV)Z = [s PV[B], and so
E PV = 1], E""PV[B]. Using this, it is easy to see that E is periodically orientable. Next, consider
the space PUy4, so (PUs)B = [1s P(Ua[B]). The space P(Ua[0]) is canonically identified with PU,,p,
so spf(E'°PUA[0]) = C’. For B # 0, we can choose 3 € A* extending 3, and then tensoring with L 3
gives an equivalence 0: PUA[] ~ PU,,p. If we change B by an element v € (A/B)*, then 6 changes
by the automorphism 7_. of PUs,p. Using this, it is not hard to identify the curve C' = spf(E°PlUy) =
[Ispf(E'"° PUA[B]) with the pushout of C’ along the map (4/B)* — A*. O

11. EQUIVARIANT MORAVA E-THEORY

Let 60 be the standard p-typical formal group of height n over Sy = spec(F,). We write K for the
two-periodic Morava K-theory spectrum whose associated formal group is 6’0, so K, = Fp[u®l] with |u| = 2.
This formal group has a universal deformation 61 over S1 := spf(Z,u1,...,up—1]). We write E for the
corresponding Landweber-exact cohomology theory, and refer to it as Morava E-theory. Now suppose we
have a finite abelian group A and a subgroup B. We define Cy = B* X 6’0, which is an A-efg of product
type over Sy, associated to the equivariant Morava K-theory K*X := IA(*EBX. We can also define an A/B-
equivariant cohomology theory by X +— E*X h(A/B), as in Section 6. The associated equivariant formal group

is Cy = C) X g, S over S, where S = Hom((A4/B)*, 51) We then perform the construction in Section 10.
This gives an A-equivariant theory E = E(p, n, B), defined by

E*X = E*(((bBX)h(A/B)),

whose associated equivariant formal group is the pushout of C5 along the inclusion (4/B)* — A*. We write
C for this pushout, and we refer to F as equivariant Morava E-theory. In [17] we give some evidence that
this name is reasonable, related to the theory of Bousfield classes and nilpotence. Here we give a further
piece of evidence, based on formal group theory.

We first note that Sy is a closed subscheme of S, which is in turn a closed subscheme of § = Hom((4/B)*, Cy)
(corresponding to the zero homomorphism). The restriction of C to S is just B* x 61, and the restric-
tion of this to Sy is just Cp. The inclusion Cy — C' corresponds to a ring map O¢c — Oc¢,, or equivalently
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E°PU — KYPU. Tt can be shown that this comes from a natural map £*X — K*X of cohomology theories.
Indeed, there is certainly a nonequivariant map g: £ — K. Moreover, up to homotopy there is a unique
map A/B — E(A/B) of A/B-spaces, which gives a natural map

res(Y) = (A/By AY)/(A/B) = (E(A/B)+ NY)/(A/B) = Yh(a/B)

for A/B-spectra Y. If Y = ¢Z X then res(Y) = EBX and so we get a map

E*X = E* (65 X)pa/m — B3 45 KX = K°X,
as required.

Definition 11.1. A deformation of the A-efg Cy over Sy consists of an A-efg C’ over a base S’ together
with a commutative square

COL)O/

|

So — s’
such that

(a) f is a closed inclusion, and S” is a formal neighbourhood of f(So)
(b) f induces an isomorphism Cy — f*C' of A-efg’s over Sy.

If ¢’ and C” are deformations, a morphism between them means a commutative square

Cl g 5 C/I

|

Sl 7 N S//

such that g induces an isomorphism C’ — ¢*C" of A-efg’s over S’. A wuniversal deformation means a
terminal object in the category of deformations.

As mentioned previously, the formal group CA'l associated to E is the universal deformation of the formal
group Cy associated to K. Equivariantly, we have the following analogue.

Theorem 11.2. The A-equivariant formal group C (associated to equivariant Morava E-theory) is the
universal deformation of Cy (associated to equivariant Morava K -theory).

Proof. Suppose we have an A-efg (C’, ¢') over S” equipped with maps (f, f ) making it a deformation of Cp.
We will identify Sy with f(Sp) and thus regard it as a closed subscheme of S’. Similarly, we regard Cy as
the closed subscheme C’|g, of C’. Note that S’ is a formal neighbourhood of Sy, and it follows that C’ is a
formal neighbourhood of Cy. We choose a coordinate 2’ on C’, and note that it restricts to give a coordinate
on Cy.

Now let C’ denote the formal neighbourhood of the zero section in . We have (C")|s, = Co, so we can
regard C" as a deformation of the ordinary formal group C’O As 01 is the universal deformation of Co, this
gives us a pullback square

~ g ~
¢ ——

|

SI T> Sl.

Next, suppose we have a € (A4/B)* C A*, giving a section ¢'(a) of C’ and an element z/(¢'(a)) € Ogr.
As (g, = Cyp = B* x Cp and a|p = 0 we have ¢'(a)|s, = 0, so z/(¢'(«)) maps to 0 in Og,. As S’
is a formal neighbourhood of Sy, it follows that z’(¢’(«)) is topologically nilpotent in Og/, and thus that
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¢'(a) is actually a section of C’. Thus, §o ¢ gives a map (A/B)* — C1, which is classified by a map
h: S — Hom((A/B)*,C1) = S. The maps § and h combine to give a map

h: C" = h*C = h*(Cy xg, S) = g*C}.
This can be regarded as an isomorphism of A/B-equivariant formal groups.

Next, the decomposition Cy = B* x Cy = H,@e g+ Co gives orthogonal idempotents eg € O¢, with
Zg eg = 1. As C’ is a formal neighbourhood of Cjy, these can be lifted to orthogonal idempotents in Oc¢r,
giving a decomposition C" = [[ 5 C} say. One can check that Cj; = ¢'(a) + C' for any o € A* with alp =8,
and it follows that C” is just the pushout of the map ¢’: (4/B)* — C' and the inclusion (A/B)* — A*.
It follows in turn that h extends to give an isomorphism C' — ¢*C, and thus a morphism C’ — C of

deformations. All steps in this construction are forced, so one can check that this morphism is unique. This
means that C is the universal deformation of Cj, as claimed. O

12. A COMPLETION THEOREM

Suppose we have an A-equivariant formal group (C,¢), and a subgroup B < A, giving a subgroup
(A/B)* < A*. Let Sy be the closed subscheme of S where ¢((A/B)*) = 0. Equivalently, if we put
ea = z(¢p(—a)) and J = (e | @ € (A/B)*), then Sy = V(J) = spec(Og/J). If we put Cy = Sy xg C then
¢ induces a map ¥: B* x Sy — Cy making Cj into a B-equivariant formal group over Sy. Next, we put
S1 = hgl spec(Og/J™) = spf((Og)%), the formal neighbourhood of S in S, and Cy = S xg C. This is an

A-equivariant formal group over S; for which ¢((A/B)*) is infinitesimally close to 0.

Now suppose that C' comes from an A-equivariant periodically orientable theory E. We would like to
interpret Cy and C topologically.
Proposition 12.1. Let Fy be the B-spectrum resg(E), representing the theory E*(A xgY) for B-spaces
Y. Let C}/S| be the associated B-equivariant formal group. Then there is a map S}, — Sy (which may or

may not be an isomorphism) and an isomorphism Cf{ = Cy x5, S},

Proof. We have S}, = spec(moEy) = spec(E°A/B), so there is a natural map S}, — S. Moreover, we have
PlUp ~ res’é PU 4, which gives an isomorphism A X5 PUp ~ A/B x PU,4 and thus

E§PUp ~ E°(A/B x PUs) = E°(A/B) ®go E°PU.,.

This shows that the formal group for Ey is just Cj := C xg Sj. All that is left is to check that the map
Sy — S factors through Sp, so Cj can also be described as Cy xg, Sj. To see this, note that ¢ comes

from the inclusion j: A* = w§'PU — PU, so the corresponding map ¢} over S} comes from the map
1xj:(A/B) x A* = (A/B) x PU. Using the isomorphism

[(A/B) x A*,(A/B) x PU)* = [A*,(A/B) x PU]?
Map(A*, 75 ((A/B) x PU))
= Map(4*, (A/B) x B*)
we see that the restriction of (1 x j) to (A/B) x (A/B)* is null, so that ¢{((A/B)*) = 0 as claimed. O

If E is the complex K-theory spectrum KUy, then we saw earlier that S = Hom(A4*,G,,,) and so
So = {¢ € Hom(A",G,,) | #((A/B)*) = 0} = Hom(B*, G,).

On the other hand, it is well-known that KU, (AxgY) = KULY so Ey = KUg so S = Hom(B*, G,,) = S.
A similar argument works for theories of the form E*X = E* X}, 4 where E is K(n)-local as in Section 6, in
which case we have S = Hom(A*,C) and Sp = S = Hom(B*, (). At the other extreme, for theories of the
form E*X = E*(res{' (X)), we have Sy = S and S}y = (A/B) x S.

We next consider C;. Recall that there is an A-space E[< B] characterised by the property that E[< B]¢
is contractible for C' < B and empty for C' £ B. The first approximation would be to consider the ring
spectrum F(E[< B, E). However, as S is a formal scheme rather than an affine scheme, we need a pro-

spectrum rather than a spectrum. The solution is to define Fo(X 4, E) to be the pro-system of ring spectra
F(Xat, E), where X, runs over finite subcomplexes of X, and to put E; = Fo(E[< Bl4, E). The desired
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description of EYPU is a kind of completion theorem in the style of Atiyah-Segal, so we expect to need
finiteness hypotheses. However, with these hypotheses, we have an exact result rather than an approximate
one as in the previous proposition.

Theorem 12.2. Suppose that E*(point) is a Noetherian ring, and that E*(A/C) is finitely generated over
it for all C < A. Then the A-equivariant formal group associated to Ey is C1.

Proof. This is essentially taken from [7]. Choose generators aq,...,q, for (A4/B)*, let L; be the one-
dimensional representation corresponding to a; and let y; denote the inclusion S° — S%i. There is a
canonical Thom class u; in E°S%i, and x(u;) is the Euler class e; = 2(¢(—;)). One checks easily that the
space P := [[, S(coL;) is a model for E[< B], and the spaces T'(m) := [[, S(mL;) form a cofinal system of
finite subcomplexes, so E; is equivalent to the tower of ring spectra F(T'(m)4, E) = D(T(m)4) A E. Next,

by taking the Spanier-Whitehead dual of the cofibration S(mL;), — SO X $™Li we see that D(S(mL;))
deserves to be called S/, and so D(T(m)y) deserves to be called S/(xT",...,x). This suggests that
m(E AN D(T(m)4)) should be E,/J,,, where J,, = (u}",...,u") < E,. Unfortunately, there are correction
terms. More precisely, the cofibration displayed above gives a two-stage filtration of D(S(mL;)4) for each i,
and by smashing these together we get a (r + 1)-stage filtration of D(T'(m)4 ), and thus a spectral sequence
converging to m.(E A D(T(m)+)). The first page is easily seen to be the Koszul complex for the sequence
e, ...,e™, so the bottom line of the second page is E./Jy,, and the remaining lines are higher Koszul
homology groups. The filtrations are compatible as m varies, so we get a spectral sequence in the abelian
category of pro-groups converging to 7. E;. In the second page, the bottom line is the tower {E./Jpm tm>0,
and the remaining lines are pro-trivial by [7, Lemma 3.7]. It follows that 7. Ey ~ {E./J,} as pro-groups,
and so the formal scheme corresponding to moF1 is h_rr}l spec(E°/J,,) = h_rr}l spec(E?/J™) = S;. We now

replace E by F(P(n.C[A])+, F) and then take the limit as n tends to infinity to conclude that spf(EYPU) =
C xg 81 = C7 as claimed. O

Remark 12.3. Using the same circle of ideas one proves that the kernel of the map E°/J — E°(A/B) is
nilpotent, so the map S, — Sp is dominant; compare [7, Theorem 1.4].

13. A COUNTEREXAMPLE

Here we exhibit a Z/2-equivariant formal group C' with a number of unusual properties, which are only
possible because the base scheme S is not Noetherian. The phenomena described here are the main obstruc-
tion to our understanding of the equivariant Lazard ring.

For any A-equivariant formal group (C, ¢), there is a natural map ¢: A* x C—C given by ¥(a,a) =
¢(a)+a. As C is a formal neighbourhood of [¢(A*)], it is natural to expect that 1 should be an epimorphism,
or equivalently that the map ¢*: Oc — [], Og should be injective. The key feature of the example to be
constructed here is that ¢* is not in fact injective.

Start with ko = Fale], let M be the module Fa[e*!]/F,[e], and let k be the square-zero extension ko & M.
More explicitly, k is generated over ko by elements uy,us, ... subject to eu;+1 = wu; (with wo interpreted as
0) and w;u; = 0. Put S = spec(k).

Next, let R be the completion of k[x] at the element y = 22 + ez, so R = k[y]{1,x}, and put

C =spf(R) = {z € A} | 2° + ex is nilpotent }.

This is a subgroup of Als under addition. In the corresponding Hopf algebra structure on R, the elements
2 and y are both primitive. There is a homomorphism ¢: Z/2 — C sending 0 to 0 and 1 to e. The
corresponding divisor is just R/y, and as R is complete at y, we deduce that (C, ¢) is an equivariant formal

group.
Next, we can define maps Ao, Aq: R — k[t] by

/\0(,@) =1
Ao(z) =t +e
Mo(y) = Aaly) = 2 + te.
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The map ¢*: Oc — [], Op is just the map (Ao, Aa): R — Ek[t] x k[t]. Now consider the element
f= Z u1_2k+1y2k € R.

k>0
We then have

Ao(f) = Z g g (£ + et)2k

k>0

k41 k ok
= E u1,2k+1t2 + E u1,2k+1e2 t?

k>0 k>0

k41 k
= E u1_2k+1t2 + E U1_2kt2

k>0 k>0
20
= Ul_QOt = Uot = 0.

We also have A\, (f) = 0 by the same argument, so ¢*(f) = 0.

14. DIVISORS

We now return to the purely algebraic theory of formal multicurves and their divisors.

Recall that a divisor on C'is a regular hypersurface D C C' such that Op is a finitely generated projective
module over Og, which is discrete in the quotient topology. We also make the following temporary definition;
one of our main tasks in this section is to show (in Proposition 14.15) that it is equivalent to the preceeding
one. (For divisors of degree one, this follows from Corollary 2.10.)

Definition 14.1. A weak divisor on C' is a closed subscheme D C C that is finite and very flat over S (so
Op is a discrete finitely generated projective module over Og). Thus, a weak divisor D = spf(R/J) is a
divisor iff the ideal J is open and generated by a regular element. If y is a good parameter on C, we note
that J is open iff yV € J for N > 0.

If Dy = spf(R/Jo) is a divisor and D; = spf(R/J;) is a weak divisor then one checks that the scheme
Do + Dy :=spf(R/(JoJ1)) is again a weak divisor.

Definition 14.2. Now suppose we have a map ¢: T — S of schemes which is finite and very flat, so that
Or is a discrete finitely generated projective module over Og. If g € Op then multiplication by g gives an
Os-linear endomorphism sy of O, whose determinant we denote by Ny(g) or Np,/g(g).

Definition 14.3. Fix a difference function d on C. For any weak divisor D on C over, we can regard d by
restriction as a function on D x g C. We also have a projection q: D xg C — C, and we put

fp = Ny(d) = Npxsc)/c(d) € Oc.
We will eventually show that D = spf(O¢/fp).

Remark 14.4. Consider the case where C' is an ordinary formal group, with coordinate x and associated
formal group law F. We then have O¢ = Og[z] and Ocxc = Og[zo, 21], and d = 21 —F . If D has the
form ),.[u;] for some family of sections u;, then we have elements a; = x(u;) € Og and we will see that
fp =1I;(x —F a;). This is a unit multiple of the Chern polynomial gp = [[,(z — a;), and it is familiar that
D =spf(Oc/gp), so D = spf(O¢/fp) also. In the multicurve case, one can still define gp (as the norm of
the function (a,b) — x(b) — z(a)) and we find that it is divisible by fp, but gp/fp need not be invertible so

Oc/gp # Op.

Lemma 14.5. Let R be a ring, P a finitely generated projective R-module, and o an automorphism of P.
Then « is injective iff det(«) is a reqular element.

Proof. After localising we may assume that P = R for some d, and « is represented by a d x d matrix A.
If det(A) is regular, the equation adj(A)A = det(A)I; implies immediately that « is injective. Conversely,
suppose that « is injective. As P is flat, it follows that a®¢: P®4 — P®4 ig also injective. It is easy to check
with bases that AYP is naturally isomorphic to the image of the antisymmetrisation map P®? — P®?. In
particular, it embeds naturally in P®¢, and it therefore follows that A%a is injective. On the other hand,
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A?P is an invertible R-module, so End(A\?P) = R, and A\%(a) = det(a) under this isomorphism. It follows
that det(«) is regular as claimed. 0

Corollary 14.6. For any weak divisor D on C, the element fp € O¢ is reqular.

Proof. Take R = O¢ and P = Opxc and a = pg. We know from Lemma 2.9 that « is injective, and the
claim follows. O

Lemma 14.7. Let q: T — S be finite and very flat, and let g be a function on T. If there is a section
u: S — T such that gou =0 then Ny(g) = 0.

Proof. Put J = ker(u*: Opr — Og), so g € J. We have a short exact sequence of Og modules J — Op LA
Og, which is split by the map ¢*: Og — Op. The sequence is preserved by py, and pus(Or) = Op.f < J
so the induced map on the cokernel is zero. Zariski-locally on S we can choose bases adapted to the short
exact sequence and it follows easily that det(pf) = 0 as claimed. O

Corollary 14.8. The function fp € O¢ vanishes on D.

Proof. We have fp|p = Ny (d), where ¢': D xg D — D is the projection on the second factor. The diagonal
map §: D — D xg D is a section of ¢ with dod =0, so Ny (d) =0. O

Lemma 14.9. If D = Dy + Dy (where Dy, D1 are divisors) and g € Op then
Np;s(9) = Np,/s(9)Np, /s(9)-

Proof. Put R = O¢, and let the ideals corresponding to D; be J; = (f;) for i = 0,1. We then have a short
exact sequence of Op-modules as follows:

Op, = R/ fo Xy 0p = R/(fof1) = Op, = R/ f1.

This is splittable, because Op, is projective over Og. The map p, preserves the sequence, and it follows

easily that det(p,) = det(uy|Op, ) det(114|Op, ), as required. O
Corollary 14.10. If D = Dy + D1 as above then fp = fp,fp,-
Proof. Just change base to C' and take g = d. 0

Lemma 14.11. Suppose that D is a weak divisor of degree r, that D' is a divisor of degree r', and that
D' C D. Then D = D'+ D" for some weak divisor D" of degree v —r'.

Proof. Put J = Ip and J' = Ip/. As D’ is a genuine divisor, we have J' = Rf’ for some regular element
ffeR. AsD' CD,wehave J<J. Put J"={ge€ R| flg € J} >J. We then have a short exact sequence

R/ XLy RIS R
As R/J and R/.J' are projective modules of ranks r and r’ over k, it follows that R/.J" is a projective module
of rank r — r’. Thus, the scheme D" := spf(R/J") is a weak divisor. From the definition of J” we have
J'J" < J. Conversely, if h € J then certainly h € J' = Rf’ so h = gf’ for some g € R. From the definitions
we have g € J”, so h € J"J'. This shows that J = J'J” and so D = D' + D". O

Definition 14.12. Let D be a weak divisor of constant degree r. A full set of points for D is a list uy, ..., u,
of sections of S such that D = 3" [u;]. If there exists a full set of points, it is clear that D is actually a
genuine divisor. (This concept is due to Drinfeld, and is explained and used extensively in [9].)

Proposition 14.13. If uy,...,u, is a full set of points for D, then Np;s(g9) = [1, g(us) for any function g
on D. Moreover, we have fp(a) =[], d(a,u;), and so Op = Oc/ fp.

Proof. As the projection [u;] — S is an isomorphism, we see that Ny,,)/s(9) = g(u;). The first claim
follows easily using from Lemma 14.9 by induction on r. It follows similarly from Corollary 14.10 that
fp(a) = [;d(a,u;). As d is a difference function we have Oy, = Oc¢/d(a,u;) and so Op = O¢/fp as
claimed. |

Lemma 14.14. Let D be a weak divisor of constant degree r. Then there is a finite, very flat scheme T
over S such that the weak divisor T xg D on T xg C has a full set of points (and so is genuine).
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Proof. By an evident induction, it suffices to show that after very flat base change we can split D as [u] + D"
for some section u and some weak divisor D”. It is enough to find a section u: S — D, for then [u] C D
and we can apply the previous lemma. For this we can simply pull back along the projection map D — S
(which is very flat by assumption) and then the diagonal map D — D X g D gives the required “tautological”
section. g

Proposition 14.15. Every weak divisor is a genuine divisor.

Proof. Let D = spf(R/J) be a weak divisor. We may assume without loss that it has constant degree r. We
know from Corollary 14.6 and Corollary 14.8 that fp is regular in R and lies in J; we need only show that
it generates J. It is enough to do this after faithfully flat base change, so by Lemma 14.14 we may assume
that we have a full set of points. Proposition 14.13 completes the proof. g

15. EMBEDDINGS

Let C be a nonempty formal multicurve over a scheme S. In this section we study embeddings of S in
the affine line Al = A! x S. If ¢ is the given map C — S, then any map C — A} of schemes over S has the
form (z, q) for some z: C' — A, or equivalently z € Oc.

Now choose a difference function d on C. Given z € O¢, we can define 2': C xg C — Al by 2/(a,b) =
x(b) — x(a). Equivalently, 2’ is the element 1 ® 2z —x® 1 in Ogxsc = Oc®osOc. It is clear that 2’ vanishes
on the diagonal, and thus is divisible by d, say =’ = 6(x)d for some 6(z) € Ocxyc. This element 6(x) is
unique, because d is not a zero-divisor.

Proposition 15.1. Let C % S be a nonempty formal multicurve. A map (z,q): C — Ak is injective if and
only if 0(x) is invertible. If so, then (z,q) induces an isomorphism C — lim V(f*) C AL for some monic
ok

polynomial f € Oglt], showing that C is embeddable.

Proof. Put X = {(a,b) € C xgC | z(a) =x(b)} =V (z') = V(0(x)d). We see that x is injective if and only
if V(z') = A =V(d), if and only if d = ua’ = ub(x)d for some u € Ocxgc. As d is not a zero divisor, this
holds if and only if §(z) is invertible.

If so, we may assume without loss that d = 2’. Choose a good parameter y, so O¢/y has constant rank
r over Og for some r. Put D = spec(R/y), let p: C' xg D — C be the projection, and put z = N,(z’). The
proof of Proposition 14.15 shows that z is a unit multiple of y.

We next claim that {1,z,...,2" "'} is a basis for R/y = R/z over k, and that z = f(x) for a unique monic
polynomial f of degree r. It is enough to check this after faithfully flat base change, so we may assume that
D = [ug] + ...+ [uy—1] for some list of sections u; of D. If we put a; = x(u;) we see that z = [[,(z — a;). If

we put e; = [[;_,(z — a;) we also find that {eo,...,en—1} is a basis for R/z. Ase; = z' + lower terms , we
also find that {1,...,2" "1} is a basis as claimed.
The rest of the proposition follows easily from this. 0

Now suppose we have an arbitrary element z € O¢. Given a map u: S — S we get a multicurve
C':= 8" x5 C over ' and a function ' = (C' — C % A') € Oc.

Lemma 15.2. There is a basic open subscheme U C S such that (z',q'): C' — AL, is an embedding if and
only if u: S" — S factors through U.

Proof. Choose a good parameter y on C and put D = spec(O¢/y). Put w = Npysp/s(0(x)) € Os. We see
that w is invertible in Og if and only if #(z) is invertible in Opx,p. As O¢ is complete at y, we see that
0(z) is invertible in O¢x ¢ if and only if it is invertible in Opx,p. Given this, it is clear that the scheme
U = spec(Og[1/w]) has the stated property. O

Corollary 15.3. Let C be a formal multicurve over S. Then there is a faithfully flat map S” — S such that
the pullback C' := S’ x s C is embeddable.

Proof. Put R = O¢ and k = Og, and let y be a very good parameter on C. Let P be the continuous dual
of R, which is a projective module of countable rank over k. We have P®;R ~ Hom{"*(R, R), so there is an
element © € PR R corresponding to the identity map 1z. The scheme M := Mapg(C, A') is the spectrum
of the symmetric algebra k[P], with the tautological map M xg C — Al corresponding to the element
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z € PQLR C k[P]@)kR = Opxgco. As in the lemma, there is a largest open subscheme S C M where this
tautological map gives an embedding S’ xg C — AL,. Note that M = spec(k[P]) is flat over S and S’ is
open in M, it is again flat over S. It is clear by construction that S’ xg C has a canonical embedding in
AlL,. All that is left is to check that the map u: S” — S is faithfully flat. It will suffice to show that u is
surjective on geometric points, and this follows easily from Lemma 2.17. O

16. SYMMETRIC POWERS OF MULTICURVES

In this section, we study the formal schemes C"/%,, or in other words the symmetric powers of C. As
usual, we write R = O¢ and k = Og. We choose a good parameter y on C, and a basis {eg,...,e,_1}
for R/y. We then put e,;4; = y'e;, which gives a topological basis {e; | i > 0} for R over k and thus an
isomorphism R ~ [, k of topological k-modules. We write

R, = R®...3R

Sp =Ry

R=k[y]
ET ZR@);C@;CE: k[[yl,...,yT]]

u; = 1’th elementary symmetric function of y1,...,y,

S :R?" = kfu1, ..., u]
cr ZCXS... XsCZSpf(RT)
C" /%, = spf(S;)

C = spf(R)
UT :6XS XSUZSpf(}_%T)
C" /%, = spf(S,).

Here we have topologized R,., S, and S, as closed subrings of R,. We clearly have a commutative square of
topological rings as shown on the left below, and thus a commutative square of formal schemes as shown on

the right.
Rr D — S’I"

R, +——=§S, ¢ —C/%,

cr— CT/ET

We next exhibit topological bases for the above rings. Put
A=N"

A=mN)"={ae A|la; =0 (mod n) for all i}

B={BeN>*|> pi=r}

=0
B={B¢€ B| B =0 whenever i #0 (mod n)}.
Next, for « € A we put
€q =€u ®...Qeq, € R,.
Note that o = [1i_; ¥ € Ry, and €nata’ = €nalar-
Now define 7: A — B by 7(a); = |{i | «; = j}|. This gives bijections A/¥, = B and A/%, = B. For

8 € B, we put
e = Z eq €5,
T(a)=p
It is clear that
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{ea | € é} is a topological basis for R, over k, giving an isomorphism R, = [I4%.
{eq | @ € A} is a topological basis for R,.
{es | B € B} is a topological basis for .

{e}; | B € B} is a topological basis for S,.
Of course, the monomials in the symmetric functions u; give another topological basis for S, over k.

Proposition 16.1. If S" = spec(k’) is any scheme over S, and C' = 8" xg C (considered as a multicurve
over ') then (C')" /%, = 8" x5 (C7/%,). The schemes C, C and C' /S, are also compatible with base
change in the same sense.

Proof. Put R’ = O¢» = k’@kR = HieN k', and R;_ = O(C/)T e R/(/X\)k/ ...@)k/R/ = HaeA k', and S,l_ =
Ocryrys, = llgepk’- This is clearly the same as k' @Sy, so (C)/8, = (C"/%,) xs S'. The same
argument works for the other claims. O

We next need to formulate and prove various compatibility statements for the topologies on the rings
considered above.

Definition 16.2. Let A be a linearly topologised ring, and let M be a topological module over A. We say
that M is topologically free of rank r if it is isomorphic to A™ (with the product topology) as a topological
module.

Definition 16.3. Let A be a linearly topologised ring, and let B be a closed subring (with the subspace
topology). We write I <o A to indicate that I is an open ideal in A. We say that B is neat if for every
open ideal J <o B, the ideal JA is open in A.

Remark 16.4. As B has the subspace topology, we see that {IN B | I <o A} is a basis of open ideals in
B. Tt follows that B is neat iff (I N B)A is open in A whenever I <o A. If so, then (using the inclusion
(INB)A <T) we see that {(INB)A | I <o A} is a basis of open ideals in A.

Remark 16.5. Suppose that we start with a linear topology on B. We can then give A a linear topology
by declaring {AJ | J <o B} to be a basis of open ideals in A. By regarding B as a subspace of A, we obtain
a new linear topology on B, which may or may not be the same as the old one. Now suppose that A is
faithfully flat over B. It follows that A/JA = A ® g B/J is faithfully flat over B/J, and in particular that
the map B/J — A/JA is injective, so J = (JA) N B. Using this we see that the two topologies on B are
the same, and that B is neat in A.

In particular, if A is topologically free of finite rank over B, then B is neat in A. Conversely, if A is free
of finite rank over B and B is neat, it is easy to see that A is topologically free.

Proposition 16.6. (a) R, is topologically free of rank n" over R,
(b) R, is topologically free of rank r! over S,
(c) R, is topologically free of rank n"r! over S,
(d) S, is topologically free of rank n" over S,
(e) R, is a finitely generated module over S,, and S, is neat in R,.
Moreover, in each of the four rings there is a finitely generated ideal J such that {J™ | m > 0} is a basis
of open ideals.

The proof will follow after a number of lemmas. In Corollary 16.14, we will extend part (e) by proving
that R, is a projective module of rank r! over R,..

Lemma 16.7. Suppose we have a ring A and elements ay,...,a, € A, and we put I, = (af*,...,al).

Then I?(mlel < I, < IT*, so the topology defined by the ideals I, is the same as that defined by the ideals
nr.

Proof. The ideal I7" is generated by the monomials [, a;* for which ) . v; = m. It is clear from this that
I, < I7*, and thus that I{" is open in the topology defined by the ideals I};. Now suppose we have a monomial
[1; a;* that is not contained in I,,,. This means that v; < m—1 for all i, and thus } ;" , v; <n(m—1)+1. By

I{L(m—l)-l-l

the contrapositive, we see that < Iy, so I, is open in the topology defined by the ideals IF. [
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Lemma 16.8. Let A be a linearly topologised ring with a continuous action of a finite group G. Suppose
that there exists a finitely generated G-invariant ideal I = (ay,...,a,) such that {I™ | m > 0} is a basis of
open ideals. Then AY is neat in A. Moreover, if A is faithfully flat over AS then {(I¢)™ | m > 0} is a basis
of open ideals in AC.

Proof. Put r = |G|. For any a € A, put ¢.(t) = [[,c¢(t — g-a), s0 ¢a(a) = 0. If J is any G-invariant ideal
containing a we see that ¢,(t) € t" + J9[t], so the equation ¢,(a) = 0 gives a” € A.J. Thus, all elements of
J are nilpotent modulo A.J<. If J is finitely generated we deduce that there exists s > 0 with J* < A.JC.

Now apply this with J = I™; we see that A.(I"™)% contains I™* for some s, and thus is open. This shows
that AY is neat in A.

Now suppose that A is faithfully flat over AY. We claim that (I¢)™ is open in A®. Indeed, the above
shows that for large j we have [/ < A.I¢. It follows that ['™ < (IA)™ = A.(I€)™. It is also clear
that A.(I'™)% < [I™ so A.(I"™)% < A.(I)™. By faithful flatness, for any ideals J,J' < A we have
AJ < AJiff J < J'. We deduce that (I'™)¢ < (I€)™. The ideal (I’™)% = [’™ N A% is open in the
subspace topology, so the same is true of (I¢)™. We also have (I¢)™ < (I"™)% and the ideals (I™)% form a
basis of neighbourhoods of 0; it follows that the same is true of the ideals (1¢)™. O

Corollary 16.9. Let A, I and G be as in the lemma, and let H be a subgroup of G. Suppose that the
inclusion A" — A is faithfully flat, and that I is finitely generated. Then A® is neat in AM.

Proof. The lemma (with G replaced by H) tells us that {(I'1)™ | m > 0} is a basis of open ideals in AH.
As I is finitely generated, the same is true of (I)™ say (I!)™ = (by,...,b,). Consider the polynomial
ov, (t) = [],(t — g.b;) as in the proof of the lemma. As b; € (IH)™ C I'™ we see that ¢y, (t) € t™ + (I™)C[t].
Using the relation ¢, (b;) = 0 we see that b7 € (I™)¢ A7 so

(IH)m(n(r—l)-‘rl) < (bgu . ,b;) < (Im)GAH,

so (I™)% AH is open in A. As the ideals (I™)¢ are a basis of open ideals in A%, we deduce that A% is neat
as claimed. 0

Lemma 16.10. Suppose that A = k[y1,...,y,], with the evident action of G = %,, and with topology
determined by the powers of the ideal I = (y1,...,yr). Let H be a subgroup of G of the form X, x...xX%,,,
withr =r1+...+1rr. Then

(a) A is topologically free of rank |G| = r! over A%

(b) A is topologically free of rank |H| = [, r;! over A"

(c) A is topologically free of rank |G/H| over A

(d) The topology on AH (resp. AY) is determined by powers of the ideal I*1 (resp. I€), which is finitely
generated.

Proof. Tt is well-known that A® = k[uy,...,u,|, where u; is the i’th elementary symmetric function in the
variables ;. Similarly, we have A¥ = k[vy,...,v,], where vy, ..., v,, are the elementary symmetric functions
of y1,...,yr, and vy 41,...,Vp, +r, are the elementary symmetric functions of y,,41,...,Yr,+r, and so on.
By considering the maps

AY 5 AH 5 A AT =k,

we see that I¢ = (uy,...,u,) and I = (vy,...,v,), so in particular these ideals are finitely generated.

We next claim that A is algebraically free of rank |H| over A”. Everything is compatible with base
change, so it will be enough to prove this when k = Z. In this case, all the rings involved are Noetherian
domains with unique factorisation and the claim is a standard piece of invariant theory. Similarly, we see
that A and A are algebraically free of the indicated ranks over A“, and so the inclusions A — A# — A
are faithfully flat.

Using Lemma 16.8 and Corollary 16.9 we deduce that the inclusions A9 — A¥ — A are neat. A neat
extension that is an algebraically free module is always topologically free, which proves (a), (b) and (c). We
have seen that I¢ and I'! are finitely generated, and the rest of (d) follows from Lemma 16.8. O

Proof of Proposition 16.6. Claim (a) is clear. Claim (b) follows from part (a) of Lemma 16.10 by passing to
completions, and part (c) follows immediately from (a) and (b).



MULTICURVES AND EQUIVARIANT COBORDISM 27

For claim (d), put
A'={a€e A|a; <nforall i}
B' =A')S, ={B € B|B;=0forall j >n}.

For B € B' we put Hg = [[, X5, < X,, so 771 {3} ~ X, /Hs. As A’ is a basis for R, over R,, we deduce that
S, = RET is isomorphic to 69[3 }_%fﬁ as a module over S,. It will thus suffice to show that Ely1, - .- ,yT]]HB
is topologically free of rank |%,./Hg| over k[y1,...,y,]*", and this follows from part (c) of Lemma 16.10 by
passing to completions.

For part (e), note that R, is finitely generated over S, and thus is certainly finitely generated over the
larger ring S,.. Neatness follows from Lemma 16.8.

Finally, we must show that for each of our rings there is a finitely generated ideal J whose powers determine
the topology. For R,, we can obviously take .J to be the ideal I,. :== (y1,...,¥,). Lemma 16.8 tells us that

for S, we can use the ideal J,. := 7?7‘ = (u1,...,u,). For S, (which is topologically free over S,.) we can
therefore use the ideal J, := J,.S,. Similarly, for R, we can use the ideal I, = I1.R,. ]

Lemma 16.11. If the curve C is embeddable, then R, is topologically free of rank r! over S,.

Proof. We may assume that
— A . m
O = spi(kfal ) = lim spec(kla]/ £ ()™
for some monic polynomial f(x). Put A = k[z1,..., .|, and give this the topology determined by the powers
of the ideal I = (f(x1),..., f(z)), so C" = spf(A}). The evident action of G := X, on A is continuous, and
A is free of rank r! over AY. We see from Lemma 16.8 that A® is neat in A, so A is topologically free over
A% of rank 7!, and the claim follows by passing to completions. g

Lemma 16.12. Let A be a ring, M a finitely generated A-module, and B a faithfully flat A-algebra. Suppose
that B ®4 M is a free B-module of rank s. Then M is a projective A-module of the same rank.

Proof. First, we claim that if m is a maximal ideal in A with residue field K = A/m, then dimg (K®4 M) = s.
Indeed, by faithful flatness there exists a prime ideal n < B with n N A = m. Using Zorn’s lemma we can
find a maximal element of the set of all such ideals n, and this is easily seen to be a maximal ideal in B. It
follows that the residue field L = B/n is a field extension of K, so

dlmK(K ®a M) = dlmL(L RK K@A M) = dlmL(L &B (B ®a M)),

which is evidently equal to s.

We now choose a finite generating set {my,...,m;} for M. For each subset S C {1,...,t} with |S| = s,
we let fg: AS — M be the map a — > asmg, and we let Ps and Qg be the kernel and cokernel of fs.

Next, we put Is = ann(Qg) < A. If m is maximal as before, we claim that there exists S such that
Is £ m. Indeed, as dimg (K ® M) = s, we can certainly choose S such that {m; | i € S} gives a basis for
K ®4 M. Tt follows that K ® 4 Qg = 0, or equivalently that mQ s = @Qg. The module Qg is generated by
the elements m; for j & S, so we can find elements uj;, € m for each j, k ¢ S such that m; = >, ujpmy.
Let U be the square matrix with entries u;; and put u = det({ — U). As in [13], we see that u =1 (mod m)
and u € Ig, so I £ m as claimed.

It follows from this claim that ) ¢ Ig is not contained in any maximal ideal, so > ¢ Is = A. We can
thus choose ag € Is with Y gas = 1. It follows that spec(A) is the union of the basic open subschemes
D(as) = spec(Afag!)).

We have as@Qs = 0 and so Qs[agl] = 0, so the map fg becomes surjective after inverting ag. It follows
that the resulting map 1 ® fs: Blag']® — Blag'] ®4 M is also surjective. Here both source and target are
free modules of the same finite rank over Blag'], so our map must in fact be an isomorphism. As Blag'] is
faithfully flat over Afag'], we deduce that fs actually gives an isomorphism Afag']* — Mlag']. This shows
that M is locally free of rank s, and thus is projective. O

Corollary 16.13. Let k be a ring, and let A be a formal k-algebra whose topology is defined by the powers
of a single open ideal J (so A = lim A/J™). Let M be a finitely generated A-module such that M =
m
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hm M/J"M. Let k' be a faithfully flat k-algebra, and put A’ = k'@ A and M' = K'@M = A'@,M.

Suppose that M’ is a free module of rank s over A’; then M is a projective module of rank s over A.

Proof. First, note that the map A/J™ — A'/J"A" = k' ®; A/J™ is a faithfully flat extension of discrete
rings. We can thus apply the lemma and deduce that M/J™M is a finitely generated projective module of
rank s over A/J™.

Next, as M is finitely generated, we can choose an epimorphism f: A* — M for some t. Let X,, be the
set of A-module maps g: M/J™M — (A/J™)! such that the induced map

MM L (AT L MM

is the identity. As M/J™M is projective over A/J™, we see that X,, is nonempty. There is an evident
projection 7., : X, — X;,—1, which we claim is surjective. Indeed, given g € X,,—1 we can use the
projectivity of M/J™M again to see that there exists a map h: M/J™M — (A/J™) lifting g. Let & be the
determinant of the resulting map fh: M/J"M — M/J™M, so § € A/J™. Because g € X,,_1, we see that
§ maps to 1in A/J™ 1. As the kernel of the projection A/J™~1 — A/J™ is nilpotent, it follows that & is
a unit, so fh is an isomorphism. After replacing h by h(fh)~! we may assume that fh =1, so h € X,, and
m(h) = g. It follows that hm X,n # 0, and this gives a map g: M — A? with fg = 1. Thus M is a retract

of a free module, and hence is projective. O

Corollary 16.14. R, is a projective module of rank r! over S, so the projection C* — C" /%, is a finite,
faithfully flat map of degree r!.

Proof. In Corollary 16.13, we take A = S, and M = R,.. We know from Proposition 16.6 that the topology
on S, is determined by powers of the ideal J, = (u1,...,u,), and that S, is neat in R,. This means
that the given topology on R, is determined by the ideals J"R,. As R, is complete, we deduce that
R, = 1(21 R./J™R,.. We next take ¥ = Og to be a faithfully flat extension of k such that the curve

c'=9 >:s C is embeddable; this is possible by Corollary 15.3. Using Lemma 16.11, we see that M’ is
topologically free of rank r! over A’, so we can apply Corollary 16.13 and deduce that R, is projective over
Sr. O

17. CLASSIFICATION OF DIVISORS
Our main task in this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 17.1. Let C be a formal multicurve over a scheme S. Then for formal schemes S’ over S, there
is a natural bijection between divisors of degree v on S’ xg C' and maps S" — C" /%, over S.

Construction 17.2. We must first construct a universal example. We start by putting A; = {(a1,...,a,,b) €
C™! | b = a;}, which is a divisor of degree one on C over C". If we define d;(a,b) = d(ai,b) then
Oa, = Ry41/d;. Now put 6, = [[,d; € R.41 and l~)r = > .A; = spf(R,41/0,), which is a divisor
of degree r on C over C"t!. On the other hand, we note that &, € th = 5,.®rR, so we can define
D, = spf((S,®R)/6,), which is a closed formal subscheme of C" /%, x sC. Tt is clear that R, ®g, Op, = Op,
which is free of rank r over R,. We know from Corollary 16.14 that R, is faithfully flat over S,, and it
follows from Lemma 16.12 that Op_ is a projective module of rank r over S,. Moreover, the relevant ideal
is generated by the regular element d,., so D, is a divisor on C over C"/%,.

Now put @, = C" /%, for brevity. As in Section 16, we choose a topological basis {e;} for O¢, and use
it to construct a topological basis {e; | 8 € B} for Oq,. We then put M = spec(Z[to, t1,...]), and put
g =Y, tie;, regarded as a function on M x @, x C. We then put

h= Nurxp,mxq,(9) € Onxq, = [[ Oslt: | i > 0lej
B

We claim that h is actually equal to ) P t8 e Indeed, although this is an equation in Oy q,., it will suffice
to prove it in the larger ring Opa;xcr. In that context, we can describe h as NMXET/MXCT (9). Now let
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mj: C" — C be the j'th projection. Using Proposition 14.13 we see that h = [[;7jg = [[; >, timje;.
Expanding this out gives

h:ZtT(a)ea:Z 8 Z €q :Ztﬁeb

acA BeB T(a)=p BeB

as claimed.
Now suppose we have a map c: S’ — Q, over S, and D = ¢*D,. over S’. We deduce easily that

Nyrxpjmxs(9) = ZtﬁC*(elﬁ)-
B
This shows that c*(ej;) depends only on D, and {ej; | 3 € B} is a topological basis for S;, so the ring map
¢*: S, = Og depends only on D, so the map c¢: S” — C" /%, depends only on ¢. We record this formally as
follows:

Proposition 17.3. Suppose we have two maps cp,c1: S" — C" /%, over S, and that c¢§ D, = ¢ D, as divisors
over S'. Then ¢y = c;. O

Proof of Theorem 17.1. Let S’ be a scheme over S, and let A be the set of maps S’ — C"/%, over S, and
let B be the set of divisors of degree r on C over S’. The construction ¢ — c¢*D,. gives a map ¢: A — B,
which is injective by Proposition 17.3. To show that ¢ is surjective, suppose we have a divisor D € B. We
can choose a faithfully flat map ¢: T — S’ such that ¢*D has a full set of points, say u = (u1,...,u,). We
deduce that ¢*D is the pullback of l~)r along the map T EN C", and thus is the pullback of D, along the
composite ¢ = (T 50T > C"/%,). Now let qo,q1: T xg T — T be the two projections, so ggo = qq1. Note
that

(cgo)" Dy = g™ Dy = ¢3¢" D = (940)" D,
and similarly

(cq1)" Dy = ¢i¢" Dy = ¢1¢" D = (qq1)" D.
As qqo = qq1 we see that (cqo)*D = (cq1)* D, and so (by Proposition 17.3) we have cqop = c¢q1. By faithfully
flat descent, we have ¢ = ¢q for a unique map ¢: S’ — C"/%,. We then have ¢*¢* D, = ¢*D, = ¢*D, and
using the faithful flatness of ¢, we deduce that D = ¢* D, = ¢(¢). This shows that ¢ is also surjective, and
thus a natural bijection. O

Definition 17.4. In the light of Theorem 17.1, it makes sense to write Div,f (C) for C"/%,. The evident
projection
CT)8, xg C¥ )8 =C"5/(38, x Bg) = C"% /8,44
gives a map
ors: Div}(C) xg Div(C) — Div,f(O).
It is easy to check that this classifies addition of divisors, in the following sense: if we have divisors D = u* D,
and D' = v*D; on C over S’, then D + D' = w*D,.; s, where

w = (8" % Divi(0) x5 Divi (C) 5 Divih,,(C)).

We put Div'(C) =[], Div;"(C). As one would expect, this is the free abelian monoid scheme generated by
C; see [15, Section 6.2] for technical details.

Definition 17.5. Now suppose that C' has an abelian group structure, written additively. We can then
define fi: C" xg C° = C™* by

flag, ... ar—15b0, ..., bs—1)itrj = a; + b;
(for 0 <i<rand0<j<s). The composite
Crxg s Lo & sy,
is invariant under ¥, x ¥, so we get an induced map

trs: Div,(C) x g Divs(C) — Div,s(C).
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If we have divisors D = u*D, and D’ = v* Dy on C over S’, then we define D x D’ to be the divisor w*D,.,
where

w= (8" " Divt(C) x5 DivF(C) £ Divi,(C)).

We call this the convolution of D and D’. This operation makes Div’(C) into a semiring. If we have full
sets of points, say D = >_;[a;] and D" =3 /[b;] then D * D" is just >, ;[a; + bj].

Proposition 17.6. Let D and D' be divisors on C over S. Then there exists a closed subscheme T C S
such that for any scheme S’ over S, we have S’ xg D < S' xg D’ iff the map S’ — S factors through T.

Proof. As Op is finitely generated and projective over Og, we can choose an embedding i: Op — OX of
Og-modules, and a retraction r: O — Op. We then have i(fp/) = (a1, ...,ay) for some elements a; € Og,
and we put J = (a1,...,an) and T = spec(Og/J). We find that a map S — S factors through T iff J
maps to 0 in Og/, iff fpr maps to 0 in Og ®p, Op, iff S’ xg D C S xg D'. |

Proposition 17.7. Let D be a divisor on C over S, and suppose that r > 0. Then there is a scheme
Sub,. (D) over S such that maps S’ — Sub, (D) over S biject with divisors D' < 5" xg D of degree r.

Proof. Over the formal scheme Div, (C) we have both the originally given divisor D and the universal divisor
D,. We let Sub,(D) denote the largest closed subscheme of Div,"(C) where D, is contained in D (which
makes sense by Proposition 17.6). It is formal to check that this has the required property. 0

Proposition 17.8. Let D be a divisor on C over S, and suppose that r > 0. Then there is a scheme P.(D)
over S such that maps S’ — P.(D) over S biject with lists (uy,...,u,) of sections of C over S’ such that
S fui] < 8 xs D.

Proof. Over the formal scheme C" we have both the originally given divisor D and the divisor D". We
let P.(D) denote the largest closed subscheme of C™ where D, is contained in D (which makes sense by
Proposition 17.6). It is formal to check that this has the required property. g

Remark 17.9. Suppose that D has degree r. Then P,(D) classifies r-tuples for which >~ [u;] < D, but by
comparing degrees we see that this means that ) .[u;] = D. Thus, P,(D) classifies full sets of points for D.

Lemma 17.10. Suppose we have ring maps A — B — C, and C is a projective module of degree m > 0
over B, and also a projective module of degree nm > 0 over A. Then B is a projective module of degree n
over A.

Proof. We can use the second copy of B to make Homu (B, B) into a B-module. For any B-module N
there is an evident map Homu (B, B) @ g N — Homa (B, N). This is evidently an isomorphism if N is a
free module of finite rank, and thus (by taking retracts) also when N is projective of finite rank over B. In
particular, we have Homy (B, B) ® g C = Homa (B, (). As C is also projective over A, the same kind of
argument shows that

Homy (B,C) = Homa (B, A) ®4 C = (Homy (B, A) ®4 B) ®p C.
It follows that (Homy (B, A) ®4 B) ® g C = Homu (B, B) ® g C. More precisely, there is a natural map
a: Homy (B, A) ®4 B — Homa (B, B),
given by a(¢®0b)(V') = ¢(b')b. By working through the above argument more carefully, we see that « ® g 1¢
is an isomorphism. However, C' is faithfully flat over B so « itself must be an isomorphism. In particular,
we see that 1p lies in the image of o, so 1 = vazl a(¢; ® b;) for some maps ¢;: B — A and elements
b; € B. This means that for all b € B we have b = ), ¢;(b)b;. We can use the elements ¢; to give a map

¢: B — AN and the elements b; to give a map 3: AN — B. We find that 8¢ = 1, which proves that B is
projective. It is now clear that the rank must be n. 0

Proposition 17.11. Let D be a divisor of degree s on C over S, and suppose that 0 < r < s. Then there
are natural maps P.(D) £ Sub,.(D) % S which are finite and very flat, with deg(p) = 7! and deg(q) =
sl/(rl(s = r)) (so deg(gp) = s!/(s —1)!).
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Proof. Over P.(D) we have tautological sections uy,...,u, of C' giving a divisor D, := Y .[u;] on C. This
is contained in (gp)*D, so we can form the divisor D! := (gp)* D — D.., which has degree s — r over P.(D).
It is easy to identify P,y1(D) with D!, so deg(Pr41(D) — S) = (s — r)deg(P-(D) — S). By an evident
induction, we see that the map pq is finite and very flat, with degree s!/(s — r)!, as claimed.

Next, let D be the tautological divisor of degree r on C over Sub,.(D). We can then form the scheme
P.(D), which classifies full sets of points on D. As above, we see that the map P,(D) — Sub,.(D) is finite

and very flat, with degree r!. We claim that P.(D) = P,(D). Indeed, a map S’ — P.(D) over S corresponds
to a map S’ — Sub,.(D), together with a lifting to P.(D). Equivalently, it corresponds to a divisor of degree
r contained in S’ X g D, together with sections u1,...,u,: S — C giving a full set of points for that divisor.
The full set of points determines the divisor, so it is equivalent to just give sections u; with ), [u;] < S’ x gD,
or equivalently, a map S’ — P.D over S. The claim follows by Yoneda’s lemma. It follows that the map p
is finite and very flat, with degree r!. We can now apply Lemma 17.10 to see that ¢ is finite and very flat,

with degree s!/(r!(s — r)!). O
Proposition 17.12. For the universal divisor D, over Divi(C) we have
Sub,.(D,) = Div; (C) x g Divi_,.(C)

P.(D,) = C" x5 Divl_ (O).

Proof. Let S’ be a scheme over S. Then a map S’ — Sub,.(D,) over S corresponds to a map S’ — Div, (C),
together with a lifting to Sub,.(D;). Equivalently, it corresponds to a divisor D of degree s on C over
S’, together with a subdivisor D’ < D of degree r. Given such a pair (D, D’), we have another divisor
D" = D — D', which has degree s — r. There is evidently a bijection between pairs (D, D’) as above, and
pairs (D', D") where D' and D" are arbitrary divisors of degrees 7 and s —r. These pairs correspond in turn
to maps S’ — Div, (C) xg Divi_(C) over S. The first claim follows by Yoneda’s lemma, and the second

S—r

claim can be proved in the same way. 0
Corollary 17.13. We have Dy = Div] ,(C) xs C = C*/%,_;.
Proof. Take r = 1, and observe that P;(D;) = Suby(Ds) = D, and Div{ (C) = C. O

18. LOCAL STRUCTURE OF Div} (C)

Let C be a formal multicurve over a base S. In the nonequivariant case, we know that Div(C) ~
spf(Osler,y .- en]) = 1&@, so Div;l (C) is a formal affine space of dimension n over S. Equivariantly, this is
not even true when n = 1. However, we will show in this section that Div;f (C) is still a “formal manifold”,
in the sense that the formal neighbourhood of any point is isomorphic to &g, at least up to a slight twisting.
Later we will apply this to calculate EY BU(V'), where BU (V) is the simplicial classifying space of the unitary
group of a representation V of A.

We state the result more formally as follows.

Theorem 18.1. Let C = spf(R) be a formal multicurve over S = spec(k), with a difference function d. Let
s:8 — Div, (C) be a section, classifying a divisor D = spf(R/J) C C. Then the formal neighbourhood of
S in Div;l (C) is isomorphic to the formal neighbourhood of zero in Mapg(D,AL) (by an isomorphism that
depends on the choice of d).

The rest of this section constitutes a more detailed explanation and a proof. -

We first examine the two formal schemes that are claimed to be isomorphic. We put Ay = (R®")®» and
Xo = spf(Ap) = Div}(C). The section s corresponds to a k-algebra map Ag — k, with kernel K say. We
put A = (Ag)% and X = spf(A). This is the formal neighbourhood of S in Div; (C).

Now consider the scheme Yy, = Mapg(D,A}). For any scheme T over S, the maps T — Y; over S
are (essentially by definition) the maps D xg T — A! of schemes, or equivalently the elements in the
ring Op ®x Or. These biject with the maps OY = Homy(Op, k) — Or of k-modules, or with the maps
By = Sym,,[0}] — Or of k-algebras. Thus, we have Y = spec(By). We let B be the completion of By at
the augmentation ideal, and put Y = spf(B), which is the formal neighbourhood of the zero section in Yp.
Of course By is just the direct sum of all the symmetric tensor powers of O, and B is the direct product
of the same terms. If Op is free over k (rather than just projective) then B is isomorphic to k[ci, ..., cn];
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in the general case, it should be regarded as a slight twist of this. Note that maps T — Y over S biject
with k-linear maps O}, — Nil(Or), or equivalently elements of Op ®j, Nil(Or). Note also that a choice of
generators z1, ..., z, for O, gives a split surjection k[z1,...,z,] — B.
There is an evident map
a: Divi(C) = Xo — Yo = Mapg (D, Ay),

sending the section s’ classifying a divisor D’ to the function (fp/)|p: D — A'. This clearly sends s itself
to zero, so it sends the formal neighbourhood of s to the formal neighbourhood of zero, so it gives a map
a: X — Y. We shall show that this is an isomorphism.

Note that because D and D’ have the same degree, we have s’ = s if and only if fp/ is divisible by fp, if
and only if a(s’) = 0. This shows that the kernel K of the map s*: Ay — k is generated by the image under
o™ of the augmentation ideal in By. In particular, we see that K is finitely generated.

Because Op = R/J is projective over k, we can choose a k-submodule P < R such that R=P® J. It
follows that the map P — R — Op is an isomorphism, with inverse £ say.

Lemma 18.2. Let I < k be a finitely generated ideal with I"™ = 0, and let g € R be such that g = fp
(mod IR). Then g is a reqular element, the ideal Ry is open, and we have R = Rg @ P.

Proof. A standard topological basis for R gives an isomorphism R = [[, %, and using the fact that I is
finitely generated we see that I['R = (IR)’ = [],I?. We thus have a finite filtration of R with quotients
[T, 17/17+1.

Now consider the k-linear self-map of R given by A(¢fp + 1) = qg+r for ¢ € R and r € P. This is easily
seen to induce the identity map on the quotients of the above filtration, so it is an isomorphism. It follows
easily that g is regular and R = Rg & P.

As D is a divisor, we know that Rfp is open. Thus, for any good parameter y we have 3! € Rfp for large
I, say ' = ufp. We also know that fp = g+ h for some h € IR, so y' = uh (mod g). As I™ = 0 we have
y!™ = u"h™ =0 (mod g), so Rg is also open. O

We now define a map § from sections of Y to sections of X. A section of Y is an element r € Nil(k)Op.
As Op is finitely generated we have r € IOp for some finitely generated ideal I < Nil(k), and by finite
generation this satisfies I = 0 for some m. We can thus apply the lemma to the function g = fp+£&(r) € R
and conclude that the subscheme D’ = spec(R/g) is a divisor of degree n, classified by a section s of X
say. Over the subscheme spec(k/I) C S it clearly coincides with s, so (s")*(K) < I, so (s")*(K™) = 0. This
shows that s’ is actually a section of X, as required. We can thus define 8(r) = ¢'.

In order to define a map 5: Y — X of formal schemes over S, we need to define maps Sr from sections of
Y over T to sections of X over T, naturally for all schemes T over S. For this we just replace C by T x g C,
P by Or ®;, P and follow the same procedure.

We now define another map o/: X — Y. It will again be sufficient to do this for sections defined over
S. Let s’ be a section of X, classifying a divisor D’. Put I = (s')*K < k; this is finitely generated because
K is, and nilpotent because s’ lands in X. Over spec(k/I) we have D' = D, so fp = fp (mod IR). The
lemma tells us that R = Rfps ® P, so there are unique elements h € R and p € P such that fp = hfp —p.
By reducing modulo I we see that h =1 (mod IR) and p € IP. We let r be the image of p in R/fp = Op,
sor € IOp and &(r) = p. The map o: X — Y is defined by o/(s") = r. Note that h is invertible so fp/ is
a unit multiple of fp +p = fp + &(r), so D' = spec(R/(fp + &(r))) = B(r). This shows that Sa’ = 1.

In the other direction, suppose we start with € IOp and put D’ = spec(R/(fp + &(r))) (corresponding
to S(r)). There is then a unique element p € P congruent to —fp modulo fp/, and o' 5(r) is by definition
the image of p in Op. It is clear that — fp is congruent to &(r) modulo fp + £(r), which is a unit multiple
of fpr, s0 p=£&(r) and o/B(r) = r. This shows that o/ =1, so o/ and § are isomorphisms.

We actually started by claiming that the (slightly more canonical) map « is an isomorphism. As § is
an isomorphism, it suffices to check that the map af: Y — Y is an isomorphism, or that (a8)* is an
automorphism of Oy = B. As B is the completed symmetric algebra of a finitely generated projective
module, it will suffice to show that (of)* is the identity modulo the square of the augmentation ideal. By
base-change to the universal case, it will suffice to show that a83(r) = r whenever r € IOp with I = 0.
Given such an 7, we form the divisor D' = spec(R/(fp + £(r))) corresponding to $3(r), and observe that
for =u(fp+&(r)) for some uw € R*. As fp = fp (mod IR) we must have u = 1 (mod IR). As {(r) € IR
and I? = 0 we have u&(r) = £(r) and so fp, = &(r) (mod fp), so aB(r) = r as claimed.
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19. GENERALISED HOMOLOGY OF GRASSMANNIANS

Consider a periodically orientable theory E with associated equivariant formal group C' = spf(E°PU)
over S = spec(E). Let G,U be the space of r-dimensional subspaces of U, and put GU =[], G.U. Here
we reprove the following result from [5].

Theorem 19.1 (Cole, Greenlees, Kriz). There are natural isomorphisms
E.G.U = (E.PU)E"
E*G.U = ((E*PU)®" )™
spf(E°G,U) = C"/%,..
We first introduce some additional structure. For any complex inner product space V, we put

Ro(V) =3VGV, = \/ZVG, V.

Using the evident maps G,U X G,V — G,15(U ® V') we get maps pyv: Ro(U) A Ro(V) = Ro(U® V). We
also have inclusions 7y : SY = XYGoUy — Ro(U). These maps make R into a commutative and associative
ring in the category of orthogonal prespectra [12]. All this works equivariantly in an obvious way. The weak
homotopy type of Ry is

Ry~ lim ¥7YS®Ry(U) = lim ¥®GU, = Z°GU, = > <H GTL{> .

— —
U< U< T +

We write @, Ry for the subfunctor V + XV G, V,, so that Ry = V, Q-Ro and Q,Ry ~ G,U;. In par-

ticular, we have QoRg = S° and Q1 Ry = PU,. This gives a map E,PU — E,Ry and thus a ring map

Symp E.PU — E.Rg. The theorem says that this is an isomorphism. For the proof, we need some

intermediate spectra. For any representation W, we put

QT‘RW (V) — EVGTVHom(T’W)
Rw (V) = \/ QR (V) = £V gyHomTW),

This again gives a commutative orthogonal ring spectrum, with weak homotopy type Ry ~ GUHem(T-W),
In the case W = 0 we recover Ry as before. An inclusion W — W’ gives a ring map i: Ry — Ry. In
particular, we have a ring map Ry — Ry, whose fibre we denote by Jy . This is weakly equivalent to the
stable fibre of the zero section GU; — GL{EOIH(T’W), and thus is the sphere bundle of the bundle Hom (7', W)
over GU.

Next, recall that there is an isometric embedding Y & W — U, and that the space of such embeddings is
connected. We have

Q1Rw = PU™TW) — p(if & W)/PW ~ PU/PW.

Using this, we have a diagram as follows, in which the rows are cofibrations:

]

Jw Ry Ry .

The map PU/PW — Ry gives a ring map
Ow: Sympy FE.(PU,PW) — E.Ry.
Theorem 19.2. The above maps Oy are isomorphisms.

The proof will be given after some preparatory results.
First, suppose we have representations W and L with dim(L) = 1. We put W' = W @ L and investigate
the fibre of the map Ry — Ry. We may assume that W’ < U/, and then we have a map

SHom(L,W) _ PLHom(T,W) C PuHom(T,W) N va
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which we denote by by, ;.. Multiplication by byw,;, gives a map yHom(LW) Ry — Ry, which we again denote
by bw,r. (Note that this sends EHom(L’W)QTRW into Q,4+1Rw, or in other words, it increases internal
degrees by one.)

Proposition 19.3. The sequence

sHom(EW) g "Wk B Rwer = R

is a cofibration.

Proof. This is a special case of the following fact. Suppose we have a space X with vector bundles U and
V. Let S(U) for the unit sphere bundle in U, and D(U) for the unit disc bundle, so XU is homeomorphic
to D(U)/S(U). We can pull back V along the projection ¢: S(U) — X and thus form the Thom space
S(U)7"V. Tt is not hard to see that there is a cofibration

STV - XV xvev,
We will apply this with X = GU and V = Hom(T,W) and U = Hom(T, L), so that X"V = Ry and
XU8Y = Ry, To prove the proposition, we need to identify S(U)¢"Y with SHom(LW) R,
To do this, observe that S(U) is the space of pairs (M, ) where M is a finite-dimensional subspace of U
and a: M — L is a linear map of norm one. As L has dimension one, we find that o can be written as the
composite of the orthogonal projection M — M © ker(«) with an isometric isomorphism M & ker(a) — L.

Using this, we identify S(U) with the space of pairs (N, 3), where N is a finite-dimensional subspace of U
and 8: L — U © N is an isometric embedding; the correspondence is that M = N & (L) and

a= (NI 2% ) 25 1),

We can thus define a map k: S(U) — GU by k(N, ) = N (or equivalently, k(M, o) = ker(«)). This makes
S(U) into an equivariant fibre bundle over GU. The fibre over a point N € GU is the space L(L,U & N),
which is well-known to be contractible, and the contraction can be chosen to be equivariant with respect to
the stabilizer of N in A. It follows that k is an equivariant equivalence.

To understand the inverse of k, recall that L < W' < U, so we can put

Y ={N € GU | N is orthogonal to L} = G(U & L).
Define j: Y — X by j(N) = N & L, and then define j: Y — S(U) by
i(N)= (N @& L,proj: N& L — L),

soqj=j. Clearly kJ: Y = GUUS L) —» GU = X is just the map induced by the inclusion Y &L — U. As the
space of linear isometries between any two complete A-universes is equivariantly contractible, we see that
this inclusion is an equivariant equivalence. As the same is true of k, we deduce that j is also an equivariant
equivalence. We can thus identify S(U) with Y and ¢: S(U) — X with j: Y — X. It follows that we can
identify ¢*V with 5%V, but the fibre of j*V over a point N € Y is Hom(j(N), W) = Hom(L, W)®Hom(N, W),
SO

Yj*V _ EHom(L,W)YHom(T,W) ~ EHom(L’W)Rw.

This gives a cofibration yHom(LW) Ry — Ry — Ry, and one can check from the definitions that the first
map is just multiplication by by .. O

Now choose a complete flag
0=Wy<Wi<...<U,
where dim¢ W; =i and U = hi>n W;. Put R(i) = Rw,, so we have maps
Ry=R(0)—= R(1)—=R(2)—....
Put L; = Wiy © W; and U; = Hom(L;, W;) and b; = bw,,1,, so we have a cofibration

SUiR(i) 25 R(i) — R(i +1).
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Lemma 19.4. Suppose that B < A, and split W as Pgcp- WIB| in the usual way. Then

-B

¢ Rw = /\ Ry g),

BeB*
where as before
Wl ={weW |bw= POy for all b € B},

and so the connectivity of (EBRW)/SO is at least ming(2 dimc(W[p]) — 1).

Proof. We have

EBGM = (GU)® = { B-invariant subspaces of U }.
Any complex representation U of B splits as s U [8], so a subspace U < U is invariant iff it is the direct
sum of its intersections with the subspaces U[5]. It follows that

(Gu)P = [ cuig) ~ [] 6.
B B

We have a tautological bundle T[] over GU[f], and the bundle Homcg(T, W) over (GU)E is the external
direct sum of the bundles Homc(7T'[8], W[B]). The Thom complex GU[B]Hem(TIELWIBD is just Ry (g, and it

follows that [(GZ/{)H"m(T’W)} P just the smash product of these factors, as claimed.
For the last statement, note that if X is a space and U is a vector bundle of real dimension d over X,

then XY is always (d — 1)-connected. Now let V be a complex universe, and V a complex vector space of
finite dimension d. The bundle Hom(7', V') over G,V has real dimension 2rd, so conn(Q,Ry) > 2rd — 1, and

conn(Ry /SY) = conn(\/ Q+Ry) >2d—1.
r>0
The claim follows easily. 0

Corollary 19.5. lim R(i) = S°.
—i

Proof. The unit map S° — QoR(i) is an isomorphism for all i, so hén QoR(i) = S° It will thus suffice

to show that lii>ni R(i)/S° = 0, or equivalently that the spectrum 53(1&211 R(i)/S°%) = @i((aBR(i))/SO) is
nonequivariantly contractible for all B. As U is a complete universe, we have dim W;[] — oo as i — oo for
all 3, so conn(aBR(i)/SO) — 00, and the claim follows. a
We now let E' be a periodically oriented theory, with orientation x say. This gives a universal generator
u; for EgSYi, and a basis {c; | i > 0} for Eg PU. Put
ER(i) = Symp,_ E.(PU,PW;) = E\[c; | j >1i] = ER(0)/(cx | k < 1),

and let Q, ER(i) be the submodule generated by monomials of weight r (where each generator ¢; is considered
to have weight one). We then have maps

0; = 0w, : ER(i) — E.R(7),
which restrict to give maps
Oir: QrER(i) = E.QrR(i).

The elements u; and ¢; are related as follows: the inclusion PL; — PU gives an inclusion .S Us 5 P
PU/PW;, and the image of u; under this map is the same as the image of ¢; under the evident quotient map

PU — PU/PW;. It follows that the cofibration XU R(q) LN R(i) — R(i+ 1) gives rise to a cofibration
EAR() 2 EAR() — EAR(@+1),

uHom(T, Wi) ~

which restricts to give a cofibration
EANQ, 1R() Z EANQR(1) = EAQ.R(i +1).

Proposition 19.6. The maps 0, are isomorphisms for all i and r.



36 N. P. STRICKLAND

Proof. The maps 6o and 6;; are visibly isomorphisms, so we may assume inductively that 6;,_; is an
isomorphism for all j. The cofibration displayed above gives a diagram D(i) as follows:

Qr1ER(i) —=— Q,ER(i) — Q,ER(i+1)
Oi,r—1 |~ 0;,r i1,

We first prove that 6;, is surjective for all i. Let ©(¢) be the image of 6;,, so the claim is that ©(i) =
E.Q.R(3). For j > i we write K(j) for the kernel of the map F.Q,R(i) = E.Q,R(j). Clearly K(i) =0 <
O(%), and by chasing the diagram D(j) we see that if K (j) < O(4) then K(j+1) < ©(7) also. Corollary 19.5
now tells us that E,Q,R(i) = J; K(j) < ©(i,r) as required.

We now see that in D(j), the vertical maps are surjective, so g, is surjective. As the bottom row is part
of a long exact sequence and the right hand map is surjective, we conclude that the bottom row is actually
a short exact sequence. Using the snake lemma, we conclude that the induced map ker(6;,) — ker(6,41,,) is
an isomorphism. It follows that for any m > j, the map ker(#;,) — ker(6,,,) is an isomorphism. However,
we have ker(6;,) < Q,.ER(j), and it is also clear that when r > 0, any element of Q,ER(j) maps to zero in
Q-ER(m) for m > 0. It follows that ker(6;,) must be zero, so 8;, is an isomorphism as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem 19.2. Given any subrepresentation W < U, we can choose our flag {W;} such that W = W;
for some ¢. The theorem then follows from Proposition 19.6. 0

20. THOM ISOMORPHISMS AND THE PROJECTIVE BUNDLE THEOREM

Let E be a periodically orientable A-equivariant cohomology theory, with associated equivariant formal
group (C, ¢) over S. For any A-space X, we will write Xz = spf(E°X).

Now let V' be an equivariant complex vector bundle over X. We write PV for the associated bundle of
projective spaces, and X" for the Thom space (so XV = P(V @ C)/PV). In this section, we will give a
Thom isomorphism and a projective bundle theorem to calculate E*XV and E*PV.

First, it is well-known that equivariant bundles of dimension r over X are classified by homotopy classes
of A-maps X — G,U. We saw above that E°G,U{ = S,., and moreover the standard topological basis {6/6}
for S, is dual to a universal basis for EyG,U. Tt follows that (G,U)g = C"/%, = Div,"(C).

Now let T' denote the tautological bundle over G,U. It is not hard to identify the projective bundle
PT — G,U with the addition map

Gr_lbl x PU = Gr_lbl X Glu — GTLI,

and thus to identify E°PT with S,_1®R = Ocr/s,_,s 80 PTg = C"/¥,—1. On the other hand, we can use
Corollary 17.13 to identify C"/%,_; with the universal divisor D, over C"/%,..

Now suppose we have a vector bundle V' over X, classified by a map c¢: X — G, U, so ¢*T ~ V. The map
c is then covered by a map ¢: PV — PT, which gives a map ¢*: Op_ = EY'PT — E°PV. We can combine
this with the evident map E*X — E*PV to get a map

6‘X7vi ODT ®s, E*X — E*PV.

Theorem 20.1. For any X and V as above, the map Ox v is an isomorphism (and so E* PV is a projective
module of rank r over E*X ).

Proof. We first examine the simplifications that occur when V' admits a splitting V =L & ... ® L,, where
each L; is a line bundle. In this case, the classifying map X — G,U factors through PU", so the map
S, — EYX factors through R,. As Op, ®s, R, = Op, , we see that 0x v is the composite of an isomorphism
with a map '
9’X7V: Op. @, E*X — E*PV.
Next, choose a coordinate x on C' and define a difference function d(a,b) = x(b — a) as usual. Define a
function d; on C™1 by
di(a1,...,a,,b) =d(a;,b) = z(b — a;),
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as in Construction 17.2. We then put ¢; = Hj<i dj. It is easy to see that {c1,...,c,} is a basis for Op over
Ry, s0 0’y is just the map (E*X)" — E*PV given by (t1,...,t;) = > tic;.

Now consider the case where X is a point, so V' is just a representation of A. In this case there is always
a splitting V. = L1 & ... ® L, as above, where L, = L,, for some «a; € A*. In this case the image of ¢; in
E°PV is just the element zy, , from Corollary 5.5, so the map x v is an isomorphism.

More generally, suppose that X is arbitrary but V is a constant bundle, with fibre given by a representation
W =3, Lq, say. As the elements zy, form a universal basis for E*PW, we see that E*PV = E*X Qp-
E*PW = @, E*.xy, and it follows easily that §x v is again an isomorphism.

Now consider the case X = A/B for some B < A. It is easy to see that any bundle over X has the
form A xp Wy for some representation Wy of B. However, as A is a finite abelian group, we can find a
representation W of A such that W|p = Wy, and it follows that A xp Wy is isomorphic to the constant
bundle A/B x W. It follows that fx y is again an isomorphism.

Now let X and V be arbitrary, and suppose we can decompose X as the union of two open sets Xy and
X1, with intersection X3. Suppose we know that the maps 6x, v are isomorphisms for ¢ = 0,1 and 2; we
claim that fx v is also an isomorphism. Indeed, the decomposition gives a Mayer-Vietoris sequence involving
E*X. We can tensor this by the projective module Op,. over S,, and it will remain exact. Alternatively, we
can pull back the decomposition to get a decomposition of PV, and obtain another Mayer-Vietoris sequence.
The 6 maps are easily seen to be compatible with these sequences, so the claim follows by the five lemma.

We can now now prove that fx v is an isomorphism for all X and V', by induction on the number of cells
and passage to colimits. O

Corollary 20.2. If V is an equivariant vector bundle over X, then the formal scheme D(V) := PVg is a
divisor on C over X g, of degree equal to the dimension of V.. Moreover, we have D(V&W) = D(V)+ D(W)
and D(V@ W) = D(V)* D(W).

Proof. The first statement is clear from the theorem. We need only check the equation D(V @& W) =
D(V) + D(W) in the universal case, where X = G,.U x GsU. As the map PU™* — G, U x G4 induces a
faithfully flat map C™+* — C" /%, x5 C%/3, it suffices to check that equation for the obvious bundles over
PU" ¢, in which case it is clear. A similar approach works for convolution of divisors. 0

We next consider the Thom isomorphism.

Definition 20.3. Let C' be a formal multicurve group over .S, with zero section : S — C. Given a divisor
D on C over S, we let Jp denote the kernel of the restriction map Oc — Op, which is a free module of
rank one over Oc. We also use the map (*: Oc — Og to make Og into a module over O¢, and we define
L(D) = Os ®o,, Jp, which is a free module of rank one over Og, or equivalently a trivialisable line bundle
over S. We call this the Thom module for D. More generally, given a scheme S’ over S and a divisor D on
C over S, we obtain a trivialisable line bundle L(D) over S’.

Remark 20.4. Note that ker(¢*) = Jyj and that JpJjo) = Jpy[]- It follows that
L(D) = JD/JDJr[O] = ker(ODJr[o] — OD)

Remark 20.5. If we fix a coordinate x and put d(a,b) = z(b — a), we get a generator fp for Jp as in
Definition 14.3, and thus a generator up = 1 ® fp for L(D), which we call the Thom class. However, these
generators are not completely canonical because of the choice of coordinate.

We also define the Euler class ep to be the element fp(0) = (*fp € Og. Note that if D = [u] for some
section u, then fp(a) = z(a — u) and so ep = z(—a) = T(a).

Remark 20.6. For any two divisors D and D', we have Jpyp = JpJps, which can be identified with
Jp®os Jpr (because Jp and Jp are each generated by a single regular element). It follows that L(D+D’) =
L(D) ®o4 L(D’). In terms of a coordinate, we have upyp = up ® up, and epipr = epepr.

Theorem 20.7. Let V' be an equivariant complex bundle over a space X, giving a divisor D(V) = PVg
on C over Xg as in Corollary 20.2 and thus a free rank one module L(D(V)) over E°X. Then there is
a natural isomorphism E°XV = L(D(V)) (and E*XV = L(D(V)) @ gox E*X). Moreover, if we choose a
coordinate and thus obtain a Thom class upvy as in Remark 20.5, then this gives a universal generator for
E°X.
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Proof. Consider the cofibration P(V) — P(V @& C) — XV. Using Theorem 20.1 we see that
E*P(V)=FE*X Qpox OD(V)
E*P(V&C)=E"X ®pox Opwec) = "X @pox Opv)+0-

As the map p: Opvy4j0) = Op(v) is asplit surjection of E%X-modules, we see that the long exact sequence of
the cofibration splits into short exact sequences. As ker(p) = L(D(V)), we see that E*XY = L(D(V)) @ pox

E*X. By looking in degree zero, we see that EOXY = L(D(V)). As this isomorphism is natural in X, it is
easy to see that the generator is universal. 0

Remark 20.8. If we have two bundles V and V', the above results give
EXVEY — L(D(V @ V') = L(D(V) + D(V"))
= L(D(V)) ®@pox L(D(V")) = E°XY @po E°XV".

One can check that this isomorphism E°XY ® E°XV' = EOXV®V' ig induced by the usual diagonal map
XVev' o xVaxV.

Definition 20.9. We write uy for up(yy, and call this the Thom class of V. We also write ey for ep(y),
and call this the Euler class of V. (Using Remark 20.5, we see that this is consistent with the definition for
line bundles given in Section 5.)

It is easy to see that the Euler class is the pullback of the Thom class along the zero section X — XV,
and that eygw = eyvew.

Now suppose that s < r = dim(V'), and consider the space P,.(V') consisting of all tuples (z; L1, ..., L)
where € X and the L; are orthogonal lines in V,. Recall also that P.(D(V)) is the classifying scheme for
r-tuples (u1,...,u,) of sections of C such that >, [u;] < D(V), as in Proposition 17.8.

Proposition 20.10. There is a natural isomorphism P.(V)g = P.(D(V)).

Proof. For each i we have a line bundle over P.(V) whose fibre over (x, L1,...,L,) is L;. This is classified
by a map P.(V) — PU, which gives rise to a map u;: P-(V)g — C. The direct sum of these line bundles
corresponds to the divisor [u1] + ...+ [u,]. This direct sum is a subbundle of V', so [ui] + ...+ [u,] < D(V).
This construction therefore gives us a map P.(V)g — P.(D(V)).

In the case r = 1 we have P,(V) = PV and P (D(V)) = D(V) so the claim is that (PV)g = D(V),
which is true by definition. In general, suppose we know that P._1(V)g = P._1(D(V)). We can regard
P.(V) as the projective space of the bundle over P,_1(V) whose fibre over a point (z, L1,...,L,_1) is the
space V, © (L1 @ ... ® Ly_1). It follows that P.(V)g is just the divisor D(V)) — (Ju1] + ... + [ur—1]) over
P._1(D(V)), which is easily identified with P.(D(V)). The proposition follows by induction. O

We next consider the Grassmannian bundle
G-(V)={(z,W) |ze X, W<V, and dim(W) = r}.
Proposition 20.11. There is a natural isomorphism G.(V)g = Sub,(D(V)).

Proof. Let T denote the tautological bundle over G,(V'). This is a rank r subbundle of the pullback of V
so we have a degree r subdivisor D(T') of the pullback of D(V') over G,(V)g. This gives rise to a map
[+ Gr(V)g — Sub.(D(V)), so if we put A = Ogup, (p(vy) We get a map f*: A — E°G,.(V), and we must
show that this is an isomorphism. Now consider the tautological divisor D of degree r over Sub,.(D(V)). As
the module B = O, 5 is faithfully flat over A, it will suffice to show that the map f*: B — B®a E°G.(V)

is an isomorphism. However, we saw in the proof of Proposition 17.11 that P,D = P,D(V) = (P.V)g, so
B = E°P.V. If we let T be the tautological bundle over Grl/, it is easy to see t@t P.T = P.V and so
B=E'PT = Op,pery- It is also easy to see that D(T') = f*D, so P.D(T) = f*P.D, and so

B = Op pir) = E°G(V) ®4 Op 5 = E°G,(V) ®4 B,
as required. O

We conclude this section with a consistency check that will be useful later.
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Definition 20.12. Given a one-dimensional complex vector space L and an arbitrary complex vector space
V, we define p: PV — P(L® V) by p(M) = L ® M. This is evidently a homeomorphism. If V has the
form V = Hom(L,W) = L* ® W then we identify L ® V with W in the obvious way, and thus obtain a
homeomorphism p: P(Hom(L, W)) — PW. All this clearly works equivariantly, and fibrewise for vector
bundles.

Proposition 20.13. Let X be a space equipped with two complex vector bundles V and W. Let p: PV — X
be the projection, and let T be the tautological bundle over PV, so we have a bundle Hom(T, p*W') over PV.
Then there is a natural homeomorphism

P(V o W)/PW = pyHomTrw),
Proof. Put U = Hom(T, p*W)). We will construct a diagram as follows:
P

proj

i i1 ] i2

P(COU) —— P(T®p'W)—— Pp* (Vo W)) — PVew)

First note that the obvious map C — Hom(7,T') is an isomorphism (because T has dimension one), so
C® U =Hom(T,T) ® Hom(T,p*W) = Hom(T,T & p*W).

Given this, it is clear that we have homeomorphisms p as indicated; this gives the left hand half of the
diagram, and shows that the cofibre of ¢y is homeomorphic to that of ;.

Next, observe that T is a subbundle of p*V so T @ p*W < p*(Ve W), so P(T@p*W) C P(p*(VeW)) as
indicated. There is also an obvious projection P(p*(V & W)) — P(V & W), giving the right hand rectangle
in the diagram. Note also that P(p*W) = p*PV = PV xx PW.

We next consider in more detail the map P(T @ p*W) — P(V @& W), which we shall call 7. A point in
P(T @ p*W) consists of a triple (z, L, M), where x € X and L is a one-dimensional subspace of V,, and M is
a one-dimensional subspace of L ® W,. We have 7(z, L, M) = (x, M) € P(V & W). Suppose we start with
a point (z, M) € P(V & W). If M € PW, then it is clear that 7= '{(z, M)} = PV, x {M}. On the other
hand, if M ¢ PW,, then the image of M under the projection V,, & W, — V, is a one-dimensional subspace
L <V,, and the point (x, L, M) is the unique preimage of (x, M) under 7. This means that the rectangle is
a pullback, in which the horizontal maps are surjective. Using this, we see that 7 induces a homeomorphism
from the cofibre of 71 to that of i,.

The cofibre of ip is PV'Y, and the cofibre of iy is P(V@&W)/PW, so these are homeomorphic as claimed. [J

As a corollary of the above, we have EC(P(V @& W), PW) = EC PYHom(T:p"W) e can use the projective
bundle theorem and the Thom isomorphism to calculate both sides in terms of divisors, and they are not
obviously the same. Nonetheless, there is an isomorphism between them that can be constructed by pure
algebra, as explained in the following result.

Proposition 20.14. Let C = spf(R) be a formal multicurve group over S = spec(k), equipped with two
divisors P = spec(R/K) and Q = spec(R/L). Define an automorphism p of P xg C by p(a,b) = (a,b+ a)
(so p~Y(a,b) = (a,b—a)) and let p: P — S be the projection. Then there is a natural isomorphism

Lo~ (p"Q)) = L/KL = ker(Opq — Og).

Moreover, if we have a coordinate x and use it to define a difference function and Thom classes, then the
above isomorphism sends the Thom class in L(p~*(p*Q)) to the element fo € L/KL.

Remark 20.15. In the last part of the statement, it is important that we are using the generator fg defined
as a norm as in Definition 14.3. As explained in Remark 14.4, in the nonequivariant case, this is different
from the Chern polynomial which is more usually used as a generator.

Proof. Write Z for the scheme P x 0 and A for the image of the diagonal map P — P xg P. Both of
these can be regarded as divisors on the multicurve P x g C' over P, and it is clear that p~!(A) = Z, and so
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p HA+p*Q) = Z+p H(p*Q). It is also clear that A < p*P and so A+p*Q < p*(P+Q). There are evident
projection maps p*@Q — @ and p*(P + Q) — P + Q. All this fits together into the following diagram.

p

PP Q) — p'Q Q

10 i1 2

Z+p (p'Q) —— A+p Q—— p (P+Q) — P+Q

The kernel of the ring map i} is (essentially by definition) the Thom module L(p~1(p*@)). As p is an
isomorphism, it induces an isomorphism ker(i}) ~ ker(if). It will thus be enough to show that the map
ker(i3) — ker(i}) is also an isomorphism. To be more explicit, write A = Op = R/K and B = Og = R/L.
Let I be the ideal in A ® R = Opyx ¢ defining the closed subscheme A, so I is generated by the images of
elements 1 ® a —a®1 for a € R. The right hand half of the above diagram then gives the following diagram
of rings and ideals:

A®R fo
—

A®L

s

AQR fi R
I(A®L) KL

A®L L
I(A®L) f KIL

The maps f; have the form ¢ — 1 ® a, and we must show that f; is an isomorphism. Now choose
a generator g for the ideal L, giving an isomorphism L ~ R of R-modules. This gives isomorphisms
(A® L)/ I(A®L) ~ (A® R)/I and L/KL ~ R/K = A, in terms of which f, becomes the ring map
A= (A®R)/I givenby a+— (a®1+1)=(1®a+ I). This corresponds to the projection A — B, which
is evidently an isomorphism as required. O

Remark 20.16. In the context of Proposition 20.13, we can take P = D(V) and Q = D(W). We find
that D(Hom(T, ¢*V)) = p~1(¢* P), and the diagram in the proof of Proposition 20.14 can be identified with
that in the proof of Proposition 20.13. It follows that the isomorphism L(p~'(¢*P)) = ker(Opiq — Op)
obtained by applying E°(—) to Proposition 20.13 is the same as that given by Proposition 20.14.

21. DuALITY

Let D = spf(R/I) be a divisor of degree r on C. In this section we will prove that Homg(Op, Og) is a free
module of rank one over Op, which means that Op is a Poincaré duality algebra over Og. More precisely,
we will identify Homg(Op, Og) with a subquotient of the module of meromorphic differential forms on C.
In the case where C' is embeddable, the duality is given by a kind of residue. It is therefore reasonable to
define the residue map in the general case so that this continues to hold.

21.1. Abstract duality. It will be convenient to start by considering a more abstract situation. Fix a
ground ring k, and write Hom (M, N) for Homy (M, N) and M ® N for M ®; N. Let A be a k-algebra that
is a finitely generated projective module of rank r over k, and write

M"Y = Hom(M, k) = Homy (M, k)
N* =Homy (N, A).
If M is an A-module, then we make M"Y an A-module by the usual rule (ag)(m) = ¢p(am).
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Now Let I be the kernel of the multiplication map u: A ® A — A, and let J be the annihilator of I in
A® A, and put B=(A® A)/J. Assume that I and J are both principal.
Given a k-linear map ¢: A — k, we get an A-linear map 1 ® ¢: A® A — A, so we can define

¢ =00(¢) =(1®¢)|s: J — A

This construction gives a map g: AV — J*.

Theorem 21.1. The A-modules AV and J are both free of rank one (but without canonical generator) and
the map O0g: AV — J* is an A-linear isomorphism.

The rest of this section constitutes the proof.
Lemma 21.2. The map 0q is A-linear, and the adjoint map 01: J — A*V is an isomorphism.

Proof. First suppose that a € A and ¢ € AY and u € J; we must show that (1 ® ad)(u) = a((1 ® ¢)(u)).
From the definitions we have (1®a¢)(u) = (1®¢)((1®a)u), and (1@ ¢)((a® 1)u) = a((1® ¢)(u)), so it will
suffice to show that (1 ® a)u = (a ® 1)u. This holds because 1®a—a®1 € I and I.J = 0. We now see that
6o is A-linear, which allows us to define the adjoint map 6;: J — A*Y by 01 (u)(¢) = 0p(d)(u) = (1 @ ¢)(u).

Next, as A is k-projective, we have A @ A = Hom(AY, A). If an element v € A ® A corresponds to a
map a: AV — A, then (1 ® a)u corresponds to the map = + aa(z), and (a ® 1)u corresponds to the map
x +— a(azx). It follows that (1®a—a®1)u = 0 iff a(azx) = aa(zx) for all z € A. As I is generated by elements
of the form 1 ® a — a ® 1, we find that

AY* = Homu (AY, A) = ann(I,Hom(AY, A)) = ann(I[,A® A) = J.
One can check that the isomorphism arising from this argument is just 6;. O

Remark 21.3. It follows immediately that if AV has an inverse as an A-module, then that inverse must be
J, and 6y must be an isomorphism.

We now define ng,m: A - A® A by
mo(a) =a®1
ma) =1®a.
We regard A ® A as an A-algebra (and thus I, J and B as A-modules) via the map 7.

Lemma 21.4. The A-modules I and B are projective, both with rank r — 1. Moreover, J is free of rank one
as an A-module.

Proof. As A is projective over k with rank r, we see that A ® A is projective over A with rank r. There is a
short exact sequence I — A ® A £ A, that is A-linearly split by 7. It follows that I is projective over A,
with rank » — 1. As I is principal with annihilator J, we see that I ~ (A® A)/J = B as A-modules, so B
is also projective of rank r» — 1. It follows that the short exact sequence J = A ® A — B is A-linearly split,
and so J is projective of rank one. It is also a principal ideal and thus a cyclic module, so it must in fact be
free of rank one. 0

Next, write A! for the t'th exterior power functor, and observe that n; induces a k-linear map
AN TTA = AN T A= NHA® A),

and the projection g: A ® A — B induces a map \"~!(g): Ay '(A® A) — X, ' B. We define ¢: \""1A —
)\Zx_lB to be the composite of these two maps.

Lemma 21.5. The map : A" 1A — )\Zle is an isomorphism.

Proof. One can see from the definitions that the image of i) generates /\Z_IB as an A-module. We will start
by showing that the image is itself an A-submodule, so 1) must be surjective.

First, we show that A"~'A has a natural structure as an A-module. Indeed, there is an evident multi-
plication v: A® A"t A — A" A, which induces an isomorphism v#: A"~ 4 ~ Hom(A4, A" A). The A-module
structure on A gives an A-module structure on Hom(A, A" A) which can thus be transported to A" ~!A. More
explicitly, there is a unique bilinear operation *: A ® A""1A — A"~1 A such that a A (b*u) = (ab) A u for all
a,b€ Aand u € \"1A.
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This in turn gives an A ® A-module structure on the group A @ X" 14 = )\Zfl(A ® A), by the formula
(a®Db)x(c®u) = (ac) ® (bxu). It follows that

(b *u) = n1(b) * i (u).

We next claim that A, ' B is a quotient A ® A-module of Ay ' (A ® A), and is annihilated by I. Indeed,
we certainly have an A-module structure and (A ® A)/I = A so it will suffice to show that the map
N Hq): Ny H(A® A) — X' B annihilates T+ ), ' (A® A). To see this, choose an element e that generates
J (so Ie = 0). Using the splittable exact sequence J - A® A 4y B, we see that there is a commutative
diagram as follows, in which x is an isomorphism.

Xt Ao 4) L5 v (A 4)

X
A" (q) ’

NoB

Now for u € X'} '(A® A) we have e A (I xu) = (Ie) Au= 0, s0 \""1(q)(I u) = 0 as required.

We can now apply the map A" ~1(q) to the equation 91(b * u) = n1(b) * f1(u) to see that our map
P ATTIA = )\Zle is A-linear. In particular, the image of 1 is an A-submodule, and thus v is surjective
as explained previously.

Next, note that A is a projective k-module of rank r, so the same is true of A™ "' A. On the other hand,
B is a projective A-module of rank r — 1, so )\Z‘_lB is a projective A-module of rank one, and thus also a
projective k-module of rank r. Thus ¢ is a surjective map between projective k-modules of the same finite
rank, so it is necessarily an isomorphism. O

Example 21.6. It is illuminating to see how this works out in the case where A = k[z]/f(x), where
f(z) = YI_ja;iz" " is a monic polynomial of degree r. We write z¢ for z ® 1 and z1 for 1 ® z, so
AR A= k[xo,z1]/(f(x0), f(z1)). Put

d(zo, 1) = 21 — Zo
e(wo, 1) = (f(x1) = f(x0))/ (w1 —w0) = > ar—ijazfar].
i+j<r
One checks that I is generated by d and J is generated by e. Put
wi=(—=1)2 A AT AL AT

0 {ug,...,ur—1} is a basis for A1 A over k. If we put v = 2® A ... A 2"t € A" A, then ' Auj = v, so
28 A (uj) = 85 (v). Using this, we find that

r—1
X(ug) = e Ain(uy) = O aiga™ " )in(v).
i=k

This means that the matrix of the map yy: A" '4 — A\, (A ® A) (with respect to the obvious bases) is
triangular, with ones on the diagonal. The map x1 is thus an isomorphism, and the same is true of x, so ¥
is an isomorphism as expected.

Proof of Theorem 21.1. First, suppose we have a map ¢: A — k. It is well-known that there is a unique

derivation i4 of the exterior algebra A*A whose effect on A\' A4 is just the map \'A = A 2 k=204 (this is
called interior multiplication by ¢). We write ((¢) for the map is: A"A — X" "1 A. This construction gives a
map (: AV — Hom(A\" A, \" "1 A). If we have a basis for A then we find that ¢ sends the obvious basis of A
to the obvious basis for Hom(A" A, A"~ A) (up to sign), so ¢ is an isomorphism. In general, A need only be
projective over k but we can still choose a basis Zariski-locally on spec(k) and the argument goes through.
It follows that ( is always an isomorphism.
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Next, as mentioned above, the short exact sequence J — A® A — B gives J @4 Ny 'B =\ (A® A) =
A® A" A. As the modules J, )\Q_IB and A ® A" A are all dualisable, we deduce that

J* = Homu(A® A\"A, N[ 'B)
= Hom(\"A, N[ ' B)
= Hom(\"A, \" "1 A)
=AY,
In particular, we see that AV is an invertible A-module, so Remark 21.3 tells us that the map 6y must be an

isomorphism. (In fact, the above chain of identifications implicitly constructs an isomorphism 6f,: AY — J*,
and one could presumably check directly that 6 = 6y, but we have not done so.) O

Definition 21.7. The isomorphism J* = AY gives J*V = AYY = A; we let ¢: J* — k be the element
of J*V corresponding to 1 € A under this isomorphism. Equivalently, € is the unique map such that

€(00(®)) = (18 6)|.1) = (1) for all ¢ € A.

We will prove later that in cases arising from topology, the map e can be identified with a Gysin map.
We conclude this section with an algebraic characterisation of € that will be the basis of the proof.

Construction 21.8. Given A € J* and a € A we can define a map m(a®\): J - AQA by e — a®A(e). This
map is A-linear if we use the second copy of A to make A® A into an A-module. Thus, this construction gives
amapm: A®J* = Homy(J,A® A), and as A is projective over k, this is easily seen to be an isomorphism.
Under the inverse of this isomorphism, the inclusion J — A ® A corresponds to an element u € A ® J*.
Lemma 21.11 will give a more concrete description of this element.

Proposition 21.9. The map e: J* — k is such that (1 ® €)(u) = 1 (where u is as constructed above).
Moreover, € is the unique map with this property.

The proof will follow after some discussion.
It is convenient to choose a generator e = ), a; ® b; for J, and a dual generator 7 for J*, so n(e) = 1.
We then put ¢ = 6, '(n) € AV; this is the unique map ¢: A — k such that (1 ® ¥)(e) = 1.

Lemma 21.10. We have ¥ (a) = e(an) for all a € A.
Proof. Using the A-linearity of 6y and the fact that efy(¢) = ¢(1), we see that
e(an) = ebo(ay)) = (arp)(1) = (a).

Lemma 21.11. The element u in Construction 21.8 is given by

u=-e.(l®n) :Zai@)bm.

Proof. The element v := e.(1®n) corresponds to the map i = m(v): J - A®Agiven by i(z) = Y, a;®b;n(z).
In particular, we have i(e) = >, a; ® b; = e, so ¢ is the inclusion, so v = u. O

Proof of Proposition 21.9. Recall that € is the image of 1 under an isomorphism A ~ AVY ~ J*V g0 it
certainly generates J*V. It will thus suffice to check that (1 ® (te))(u) =t for all t € A. The calculation is
as follows:

(1® (te))(u) = Zaie(tbm)

= Z aitb(th;)

=1 oy)((1ate)
=1 oy)((t®1)e)
=t.(1@¢)(e)

=t.
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The first equality is Lemma 21.11, and the second is Lemma 21.10. The fourth equality holds because
(1®t)e = (t®1)e, and the last equality is essentially the definition of . O

21.2. Duality for divisors. Now consider a divisor D = spec(A) on a multicurve C' = spf(R) over a scheme
S = spec(k). In this section, we explain and prove the following theorem.

Theorem 21.12. For any divisor D = spec(O¢/Ip), there is a natural isomorphism
Homo, (Op,0s) = (Ip'/Oc) ®o. .

(The right hand side consists of meromorphic differential forms whose polar divisor is less than or equal to
D, modulo holomorphic differential forms; it is easily seen to be free of rank one over Op.) Moreover, if a
map ¢: Op — Og corresponds to a meromorphic form p, then ¢(1) = res(u).

The proof is postponed to the end of the section. The last part of the theorem is not yet meaningful, as
we have not defined residues. The definition will be such as to make the claim trivial, but we will also check
that the definition is compatible with the usual one in the case of embeddable multicurves.

The first step in proving the theorem is to show that the theory in the previous section is applicable.

Definition 21.13. Let X be a scheme over S, with closed subschemes Y and Z. Suppose that Ox, Oy and
Oy are all finitely generated projective modules over Og. We say that Y and Z are perfectly complementary
if

(a) the ideals Iy and I are principal.

(b) ann(ly) = Iz and ann(lz) = Iy.

Lemma 21.14. If Dy and D1 are divisors on a multicurve C, then Do and D1 are perfectly complementary
in Do+ D1.

Proof. Put A; = Op,; this is a finitely generated projective module over Og, and has the form O¢/ f; for
some regular element f; € Oc. We also put B = O¢/(fof1) = Op,+p,, so 4, = B/ fi.

Suppose that gf1 =0 (mod fof1). Then (9—hfo)f1 = 0 for some h € O¢, but f; isregular,sog = hfy =0
(mod fp). This shows that the annihilator of f; in B is generated by fp, and by symmetry, the annihilator
of fo is generated by f1, and this proves the lemma. O

Corollary 21.15. Let D be a divisor on a multicurve C. Then the diagonal subscheme A C D xg D and
the subscheme Po,D C D xg D are perfectly complementary.

Proof. Let q: D — S be the projection. We can regard A and P> D as divisors on the multicurve ¢*C over
D, with D xg D =¢*D = A+ P,D, so the claim follows from the lemma. 0

Corollary 21.16. Let D be a divisor on a multicurve C, and put J = ker(Op2 — Op,p). Then J is a free
Op-module of rank one, and there is a natural isomorphism

90: HOHl(’)D (J, OD) — HOHlOS (ODa OS)

given by 0p(¢) = (1® @)].

Proof. Let I be the kernel of the multiplication map Op2 = (9%2 — Op, so that Oa = Op2/I. Note that I
is principal, generated by any difference function on C. We see from Corollary 21.15 that J is the annihilator
of I, and that J is also principal. We can thus apply Theorem 21.1 to get the claimed isomorphism. 0

To proceed further, we need a better understanding of the ideal J.
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Definition 21.17. For the rest of this section, we will use the following notation.

kZOS
RZOC
A=0p
Ry = R®R
A =ARA

I =ker(Ry % R)
I =ker(A; £ A)
J =anng,(])
K =Ip =ker(R — A)
Ky = K®R + ROK = ker(Ry — Ay)
J={ue Ry |ul CK}.

We will also choose a difference function d on C (so d € I), and let o denote the image of d in 2. We choose
a generator f of K, and we let e denote the unique element of Ry such that 1® f — f ® 1 = de. We will
check later that the image of e in A5 is a generator of J. After that, we will write n for the dual generator
of J*, and v for the corresponding element of AV.

Remark 21.18. It is clear that J is the preimage of J in Ry, so J = j/Kg As T is generated by a single
regular element, one can check that I N Ky =1J.

Definition 21.19. We define yo: R — I by Xo(a) =1®a —a® 1, and observe that

xo(ab) = (a ® 1)xo(b) + (1 & b)xo(a).

Given a difference function d on C, we let {(a) € Ry denote the unique element such that xo(a) = £(a)d.
We again have

§(ab) = (a @ 1)§(b) + (1 ®@ b)&(a).
Lemma 21.20. There is a unique map v: Ko — K/K? such that

v(a ®b) = ab whenever a € K and b € R
v(a ®b) =0 whenever a € R and b € K.

Moreover, we have v(KsI) = 0.

Proof. Using a k-linear splitting of the sequence K — R — A, we see that (K®R) N (R®K) = KRK, so we
have
K,  KQ®R
R®K KoK
The multiplication map pu: R®R — R evidently induces a map (K®R)/(K®K) — K/K?. Putting this
together, we get a map
K K®R . K
v= (Koo e = e ™ ).
R®RK K®K  K?
It is clear that this is uniquely characterised by the stated properties. As v is essentially given by p on

K®R and u(I) = 0, we see that v(I.(K®R)) = 0. We also have v(R®K) = 0 and so v(I.(R®K)) = 0, so
v(IK3) =0 as claimed. O

Proposition 21.21. The map & induces a A-linear isomorphism K/K? — J, so J is freely generated over
A by the element e = £(f). (Note however that this isomorphism is not canonical, because it depends on the

choice of d.)
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Proof. Suppose that a € K, so xo(a) € Ky. As I = Rad we see that £(a)] = Ryxo(a) C I, so £(K) C J,
so we get an induced map K — J /K2 = J. Using the product formula for &, we deduce that this map is
R-linear and induces a map K/K?2 — J. In the opposite direction, we define ¢: J — K/K2 by ¢(u) = v(ud).
If u € Ky then ud € TKj so v(ud) = 0. Thus, ¢ induces a map J = j/Kg — K/K?2. 1t is easy to see that
¢¢ =1: K/K? - K/K?, and both J and K/K? are invertible A-modules, so ¢ and ¢ must be mutually

inverse isomorphisms. It follows immediately that J is freely generated by e. O

Our next task is to reformulate the above isomorphism in a way that is independent of any choices.

Proposition 21.22. Put
§:Q|D:Q®RA:I®R2 A.
There is a natural isomorphism x: K/K? — J @ Q = J @4 Q of A-modules, satisfying x(a) = £(a) ® a,
where « is the image of d in Q. By adjunction, there is also a natural isomorphism x': J* = (K/K?)*®4Q =
(K/K?*)* ®r Q.
Proof. We have
Joa0=J@4(A®p, I) = (J/K3) @r, I = (IJ)/(IKy) = (I N Ky)/(IK>).

We have seen that the map y sends K to In K, and K2 to fKQ, so it induces a map x: K/K? — J ®4 Q,
which is obviously canonical. One checks from the definitions that x(a) = £(a) ® a, where ¢ and « are
defined in terms of a difference function d as above. As ¢ is an isomorphism and € is freely generated by «
over A, we conclude that y is an isomorphism. 0

Our next task is to interpret the module (K/K?2)*.

Definition 21.23. Let C be a formal multicurve over S. We say that an element f € O¢ is divisorial if
it is not a zero-divisor, and O¢/f is a projective Og-module of finite rank. One can check that the set of
divisorial elements is closed under multiplication, so we can invert it to get a new ring M, whose elements
we call meromorphic functions. We say that a meromorphic function is divisorial if it can be written as f/g,
where f and g are divisorial elements of O¢ (this can be seen to be compatible with the previous definition).
A fractional ideal is an Oc-submodule I < M that can be generated by a divisorial meromorphic function.
The set of fractional ideals forms a group under multiplication, with I=* = {f € M¢ | fI C O¢}.

Lemma 21.24. There is a natural isomorphism (K/K?)* = (K~'/R). With respect to this, the generator
f of K/K? is dual to the generator 1/f of K~1/R.

Proof. The multiplication map K®rK ' — R induces a map (K/K?)® (K~'/R) — A, and thus a map
K~'/R — (K/K?)*. This is easily seen to be an isomorphism. The statement about generators is clear. [

Proof of Theorem 21.12. Everything except the last part now follows immediately from Corollary 21.16,
Proposition 21.22 and Lemma 21.24. The residue map will be defined in Definition 21.31, and then the last
part of the theorem will be true by definition. O

We can make the theorem more explicit as follows.
Proposition 21.25. The natural isomorphism
AV X KUY R@AQ
sends ¢ to the element ((1® ¢)(e))/f @ a.

Proof. Using Proposition 21.21, we see that e generates J, so there is a unique element n € J* with n(e) = 1.
The natural isomorphism K/K? — J ®4 € sends f to e ® a, so the adjoint map x': J* — K~1/R® () sends
1 to 1/f ® a, and thus sends an to (a/f) ® a. Next, we certainly have 6y(¢) = an for some a € A, and by
evaluating this equation on e we find that a = (1 ® ¢)(e). It follows that

X'bo(¢) = (a/f)@a=((1®¢)(e)/f @ a

as claimed. O
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We next examine how this works in the case where C' is embeddable, say C' = spf(k[x] (Ag)) for some monic

polynomial g. We then have K = Rf for some monic polynomial f that divides some power of g, and
A=R/K =k[z]/f.

Definition 21.26. Suppose we have a ring k and an expression a = f(z)dz = p(z)dz/q(x), where p and
g are polynomials with ¢ monic; we then define the residue res(a) as follows. Let R’ denote the ring of
series of the form u(z) = ij:foo anx™ for some finite N. Clearly k[z] C R’. Moreover, if ¢(z) is a monic
polynomial then we can write ¢(x) = 2™r(1/x) for some polynomial r(t) with r(0) = 1. It follows that r(1/z)
is invertible in R’, and thus the same is true of ¢(x), so we can expand out f(z) = p(z)/q(z) as an element
of R/, say f(x) = Zﬁ[:foo anz™. We then put
res(a) = a_j.
Remark 21.27. In the case k = C, one can check that res(a) is the sum of the residues of « at all its poles,

so the integral of o around any sufficiently large circle is 27i res(«). By standard arguments, most formulae
that hold when k = C will be valid for all k. In particular, we have

e res(f(z)dz) =0 1if f is a polynomial
e res(f/(z)dx) = 0 for any f = p/q as above
o res(f/(z)dz/f(x)) = deg(p) — deg(q) if f = p/q for some monic polynomials p and q.

Lemma 21.28. Suppose that f(x) = p(z)/q(x) where q is monic of degree n, and

p(z) = 2 biz'  (mod ¢(z)).
i=0

Then res(f(z)dz) = by—1.
Proof. First, put m(z) = S0 biz’, so p(x) = m(z) + l(x)g(z) for some polynomial I(z), so f(z) =
m(z)/q(x) + l(z). We have res(l(z)dz) = 0, so it will suffice to show that res(m(z)/q(x)dz) = b,_1.

Next, write g(z) = 2"r(1/z) as in the definition, and put u(z) = 1/r(1/z), so u(z) = Yo, a;z~" for
some coefficients a; € k with ag = 1. We have

o qe) =2 u() = 3wt

i>0
SO
. 0 ifo<y -1
res(a’da/q(a) =4 =T
1 ifj=n-1
The claim follows immediately. O

Proposition 21.29. If A = k[z]/f(x), then the map
=1
(K-YR) o0 X 5
is just the residue.

Proof. As in example 21.6, we put

f(z) = Z az""
i=0

d(zo,71) = 71 — T0
a=dzr e
e(wo, 1) = (f(x1) = f(x0))/ (w1 —w0) = > ap—ijazhar].
i+j<r
This is of course compatible with the notation in Proposition 21.25, so x'0y(¢) = (1®¢)(e)dz/ f(x). The map

e is characterised by the fact that e(6y(¢)) = ¢(1), so it will suffice to check that res((1®¢)(e)dz/ f(z)) = ¢(1)
for all ¢ € AV.
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Now let {p,...,(r—1} be the basis for A dual to the basis {z%,...,2"71} for A. We then have (1 ®
¢;)(2%) = 8k, and it follows that

r—1—j

A@gG)e)= Y arijaz’,
=0

Using Lemma 21.28 we deduce that res((1®¢;)(e)dz/f(z)) = 0 for j > 0, whereas for j = 0 we get ag, which
is 1 because the polynomial f(z) =3, ,_, ajz’ is monic. On the other hand, we also have (;(1) = &y, by
definition, so res((1 ® ¢;)(e)dx/f(x)) = ¢;(1) as required. O

Given this, it would be reasonable to define residues on multicurves using the maps €. To make this work
properly, we need to check that these maps are compatible for different divisors.

Proposition 21.30. Suppose we have divisors Dy C Dy, corresponding to ideals K1 < Ko < R. Let
j: Ky'/R — K{'/R be the evident inclusion, and let q: Ay = R/K, — R/Ko = Ay be the projection.
Define 6;: A} — k by 6;(¢p) = ¢(1). Then the following diagram commutes:

) x'6o

k Ay — K;'/R®Q
\Y = —1
k 51 Al Xlef) Kl /R ® Q

Proof. As ¢(1) = 1, it is clear that the left hand square commutes. For the right hand square, choose
generators f; for K; and put e; = £(f;), so that

X'00(¢) = (1@ ¢)(e)/ fi ®

for ¢ € AY.
As Dy C Dy, we have f; = gfo for some g, and so &(f1) = (g @ 1)&(fo) + (1 ® f0)&(g), or in other words

e1=(9®1)eo + (1® fo)é(g)-
Now suppose we have ¢ € Ay, so (¢*¢)(fo) =0, so (1®¢*¢)((1 ® fo)é(g)) = 0. We then have

X'00q"(6) = (1@ ¢ d)(e1)/ f1) ® @

= (9(1® ¢)(e0))/(9.f0) ® @
(1®¢)(eo)/fo®a
Jx'00(9)

as claimed. O

Definition 21.31. Define §: Homp,(Op,Os) = Og by §(¢) = #(1). We let res: M¢e Qo @ = Og be the
unique map whose restriction to IBl ®o, ) is the composite

IBl ®os 2 — (IBl/Oc) ®o 2 ~ Hompey (OD, Os) i> Os.
(This is well-defined, by Proposition 21.30, and compatible with the classical definition, by Proposition 21.29.)
Proposition 21.32. For any g, f € Oc, if f is divisorial than

res((g/f)df) = traceocf)/05(9)-
In particular, we have res((1/f)df) = dimoy (Oc/f). Moreover, we also have

res(d(g/f)) = res (M) = 0.
Proof. Both facts are well-known for residues in the classical sense, so they hold whenever C' is embeddable.
Using Corollary 15.3, we deduce that they hold for a general multicurve C. We will give a more direct and
illuminating proof for the first fact; we have not been able to find one for the second fact.

We use abbreviated notation as before, with K = Rf so that A = R/f. The multiplication map u: Ay —
A restricts to give an A-linear map p: J — A, or in other words an element of J*. The trace map 7: A — k
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can be regarded as an element of AY. We claim that the elements 7, p and (df)/f correspond to each other
under our standard isomorphisms

AY ~ J*~ (K '/R)® Q.
To see this, note that (1 ® 7)(u) = tracea, 4 (u) for all u € Ay. Using the splittable short exact sequence

I— A5 A,

we see that

(1®7)(u) = trace(I =% T) + p(u).
If w € J then multiplication by w is zero on I and we deduce that (1 ® 7)(u) = p(uw). This shows that
0o(7) = p as claimed.

Next, let e = £(f) be the standard generator of J, and let 7 be the dual generator of J*, so n(e) = 1. Using
Proposition 21.25, we see that u corresponds to the element (u(e)/f)®@a = (1/f)® (u(e)a) in (K~/R) ®1.
Now, the module 2 = I / I? is originally a module over Ry that happens to be annihilated by ker(u) = I
and so is regarded as a module over R via p. Thus, u(e)a is just the same as ea. Moreover, « is just the
image of d in Q, so e« is the image of ed = £(f)d =1® f — f ® 1, and this image is by definition just df.
Thus, u € J* corresponds to (1/f) ® df as claimed.

As the isomorphism A* — (K~1/R) ® Q is A-linear, we see that g7 maps to (g/f)df, so

res((g/f)df) = (97)(1) = (9),

as claimed. O

Remark 21.33. It is useful and interesting to reconcile this result with [16, Proposition 9.2]. There we
have a p-divisible formal group C = spf(R) of height n over a formal scheme S = spf(k), where k is a
complete local Noetherian ring of residue characteristic p, and we will assume for simplicity that k is torsion-
free. Fix m > 1 and let ¢: C — C be p™ times the identity map. In this context the subgroup scheme
D := C[p™] = ker(¢)) is a divisor of degree p"™, so the ring Op is self-dual (with a twist) as before. Given
any coordinate z, we note that Op = R/¢*z, so the meromorphic form o = D(z)/(¢* ) is a generator of the
twisting module (K ~1/R) ® Q. We claim that « is actually independent of x. Indeed, any other coordinate
2’ has the form 2’ = (z + 22q)u for some u € k* and ¢ € R. It follows that do(z') = udo(x), so that
D(z') = uD(x). We also have ¢*(z') = uyp*(z) (mod v*(x)?), and it follows that ¢*(2')~! = u=1¢*(x)~?
(mod R), so D(2')/y*(2’) = D(z)/v¥*(x) mod holomorphic forms, as claimed. Thus, we have a canonical
generator for (K~!/R) ® Q and thus a canonical generator for AV, giving a Frobenius form on Op. The
cited proposition says that this is the same as the Frobenius form coming from a transfer construction. As
discussed in the preamble to that proposition, p™ times the transfer form is the same as the trace form. In
view of Proposition 21.32, this means that p™« = d(¢*z)/(¥*x). In fact, this is easy to see directly. We
know that D(x) generates 2 and agrees with d(z) at zero, so d(x) = (1 + zr)D(x) for some function r € R.
It follows that
d(vz) = ¥*(d(@)) = (1 + 6" (@)6" (1)6" (D(@)).

As D(z) is invariant we have ¥*D(x) = p™D(z). It follows that d(¢¥*z)/(¢v*x) = p™D(z)/(¢Y*z) = p™a in
(K'/R) ® Q, as claimed.

Remark 21.34. It should be possible to connect our treatment of residues with that of Tate [19]. However,
Tate assumes that the ground ring k is a field, and it seems technically awkward to remove this hypothesis.

21.3. Topological duality. Consider a periodically orientable theory E, an A-space X, and an equivariant
complex bundle V over X. To avoid some minor technicalities, we will assume that X is a finite A-CW
complex; everything can be generalised to the infinite case by passage to (co)limits. Let C' be the multicurve
spf(E°(PU x X)) over S := spec(E°X). We then have a divisor D = D(V') on C, to which we can apply all
the machinery in the previous section. In particular, this gives us a residue map
res: (I5'/0c) ®o, Q = Os.

On the other hand, if we let 7 denote the tangent bundle along the fibres of PV, then there is a stable
Pontrjagin-Thom collapse map Xy — PV ™7, giving a Gysin map

p: E°PVT — E°X = Og.
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Theorem 21.35. There is a natural isomorphism ECPV ™" = (I5'/0Oc) ®o, Q, which identifies the Gysin
map with the residue map.

This is an equivariant generalisation of a result stated by Quillen in [14]. Even in the nonequivariant case,
we believe that there is no published proof. The rest of this section constitutes the proof of our generalisation.
(The case of nonequivariant ordinary cohomology is easy, and is a special case of the result proved in [6].)

We retain our previous notation for rings, and write P2V = PV x x PV, so

k=0s=EX
R=0¢ = E°(PU x X)
A=0p=EPV)
Ry = R®R = E°(PU x PU x X)
Ay = A® A= E°(P?V).
Next, observe that P,V is a subspace of P?V, and Proposition 20.10 tells us that ECPV = Op,p = A2/ J,
so J = E°(P?V,P,V). On the other hand, there is another natural description of E°(P?V, P,V), which
we now discuss. Let T' be the tautological bundle on PV, consider the vector bundles T+ = V & T and
U = Hom(T,T+), and let B°U denote the open unit ball bundle in U. A point in B°U is a triple (x, L, a)
where z € X and L € PV, and a: L — V, © L, such that ||a(u)| < ||u| for all w € L\ {0}. We can thus

consider graph(a) and graph(—a) as one-dimensional subspaces of L x (V, & L) = V,, or in other words
points of PV, so we have a map ¢§': B°U — P2V given by

¢'(z, L, a) = (graph(a), graph(—a)).
Proposition 21.36. The map &' is a diffeomorphism B°U — P2V \ PV

Proof. First, we must show that ¢’'(z, L, «) € P,V or in other words that graph(«) is not perpendicular to
graph(—a). For this, we choose a nonzero element u € L, so vg = u + a(u) € graph(a) and vy = u — afu) €
graph(—a). Tt follows that (v, v1) = |Ju/|* — ||e(w)||?; this is strictly positive because [a|| < 1, so the lines
are not orthogonal, as required. We therefore have a map §’: B°U — P2V \ PV.

Any element of P2V \ P,V has the form (z, Mo, M1) where 2 € X and My, M; € PV, and My is not
orthogonal to M. This means that we can choose elements u; € M; with ||u;|| = 1 and such that ¢ := (ug, u1)
is a positive real number. One checks that the pair (ug,u;) is unique up to the diagonal action of S*. Put
v =1wug+ u; and w = ug — u;. By Cauchy-Schwartz we have ¢ < 1, and by direct expansion we have

(v,w)y =0

(v,v) =2(1+1¢) >0

(w,w) =2(1 —t) < {v,v).
We can thus put L = Cv € PV, and define a: L — L by a(zv) = zw; these are clearly independent of the
choice of pair (ug,u1). As [Jw|| < ||v] we have ||a| < 1. As v + a(v) = 2uy we have graph(a) = My, and as
v — av) = 2uy we have graph(—a) = M;. It follows that the construction (x, My, M1) — (x, L, ) gives a

well-defined map ¢: P2V \ P,V — B°U, with §’¢ = 1. One can check directly that (&’ is also the identity,
so ¢’ is a diffeomorphism as claimed. O

Corollary 21.37. The bundle U is the normal bundle to the diagonal embedding §: PV — P2V, there is
a homeomorphism P?V/P,V = PVY, and the quotient map P?V — P2V/PV can be thought of as the
Pontrjagin-Thom collapse associated to §. O

Remark 21.38. There are easier proofs of this corollary if one is willing to be less symmetrical.
Now, the above corollary together with Proposition 21.22 and Section 3 gives
E°PVY = EO(P*V,P,V)=J =K/K*>®4Q = K/K?>®,w".

On the other hand, we have
U = Hom(T,T*+) = Hom(T,p*V) & C,
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so (using the case W =V of Proposition 20.13)
PVY =y 2pyHom(Tr™V) — 5:=2p(yV ¢ V) / PV.
Remark 5.9 tells us that E°(S~2) = w", and it is clear that E°(P(V & V), PV) = K/K2. We thus obtain
E'PVY = K/K? @ w"

again. These two arguments apparently give two different isomorphisms E°PVYU 5 K /K? ®; w", but one
can show (using Remark 20.16) that they are actually the same.

We next recall some ideas about Gysin maps. We discuss the situation for manifolds, and leave it to
the reader to check that everything works fibrewise for bundles of manifolds, at least in sufficient generality
for the arguments below. Let f: M — N be an analytic map between compact complex manifolds. (It is
possible to work with much less rigid data, but we shall not need to do so.) Let 7a; and 7 be the tangent
bundles of M and IV, and let v be the virtual bundle f*75 —7as over M. Then for any virtual bundle U over
N, a well-known variant of the Pontrjagin-Thom construction gives a stable map T'(f,U): NV — M¥ TUtvy
and thus a map fi =T (f,U)*: EOMI"Utvs 5 FONU. Using the ring map f*: EON — E°M we regard the
source and target of T'(f,U)* as E° N-modules, and we find that T'(f, U)* is E°N-linear. We also find that
T(f,U)* can be obtained from T'(f,0)* by tensoring over E°N with EONVU. Finally, we have a composition

formula: given maps M L NL P , we have v,y = vy + f*vy and
T(f,vy) 0 T(g,0) = T(gf,0): PV — M) VHvar,

Now consider the maps M LN VRN V' , where 7 is the constant map from M to a point. We have
vs = Ty and v = —Ty, so the transitivity formula says that the composite

1AT (m,0) T(0v1xn)
7 o,

M, My AM™T M,

is the identity. Assuming a Kiinneth isomorphism, we get maps
EOM %5 EOM @ EOM— 227 B0,
whose composite is again the identity.

Now specialise to the case M = PV. As before we put A = E°PV and identify EOM™ with J, and the
map & = T(5,0)*: EM™ — E°(M?) with the inclusion J — A ® A. We know that the map

S =T v1xn): A=E'M - E°M @ E°M ™" = A® J*

is obtained from T'(4, 0)* by tensoring over A® A with A® J*. It follows easily that 6;(1) = u € A® J*, where
u is as in Construction 21.8. The equation (1 ® m)d = 1 now tells us that (1 ® m)(u) = 1. Proposition 21.9
now tells us that m = e: J* — k. This proves Theorem 21.35.

22. FURTHER THEORY OF INFINITE GRASSMANNIANS

Recall from Section 19 that GU denotes the space of finite-dimensional subspaces of U, which is the
natural equivariant generalization of the space GC* = [[;5, BU(d). We know from Theorem 19.1 that
EyGU is the symmetric algebra over Ey generated by EoPU = Of. Tt follows that

spec(EoGU) = Map(C, A')
spf(E°GU) = Div} (C).
In this section, we obtain similar results for spaces analogous to Z x BU, BU and BSU.

Definition 22.1. For any finite-dimensional A-universe U, we put 2U = U & U. We write U, for U & 0
and U_ for 0 U so 2U = U4 + U—_. We put

2dim(U)
Guy=c@U)= ] Gu2v)
d=0

a point X € G (U) should be thought of as a representative of the virtual vector space X — U_. We embed
GU)in GU)by X —» XU = X4 + U_. We define dim: G(U) — Z by dim(X) = dim(X) — dim(U),
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and Gq(U) = {X | &E(X) = d}. Given an isometric embedding j: U — V, we define j,: G(U) — G(V) by
J(X) = (j & j)(X) + W_, where W = V & j(U). There is an evident map o: G(U) x G(V) = G(U & V)
sending (X,Y) to X ®Y; one checks that dim(X ®Y) = dim(X ) +dim(Y) and that the map o is compatible
in an obvious sense with the maps j..

If I is an infinite A-universe, we define 20 = U ®U as before, and put G(U) = linU G(U), where U runs

over finite-dimensional subspaces. Equivalently, G(Uf) is the space of subuniverses V < 2U such that the
space V NU_ has finite codimension in V and also has finite codimension in ¢/_. This is a natural analogue
of the space Z x BU.

Proposition 22.2. For any B < A we have

(Gu)? = [ cwis) =Map(*, J] BU(d))

peB* d
(Gu)? = ] GW(B)) =Map(B*,Z x BU)
peB*

where
U[B] = {u | bu = exp(2miB(b))u for all b € B}

is the B-isotypical part of U. In each case, the first equivalence is A/B-equivariant, but the second is not.

Proof. For the first isomorphism, just note that U splits A-equivariantly as @@ sU [8], and a subspace V < U is
B-invariant iff it is the direct sum of its intersections with the subspaces U[3]. This gives an A/B-equivariant
isomorphism (GU)B = [15 GU[B]), and it is clear that G(U[f]) is nonequivariantly a copy of ][, BU(d) so

(GU)B = Map(B*,]], BU(d)). The argment for (GU)B is essentially the same. O

We next write RT A = N[A*] = 75!(GU) for the additive semigroup of honest representations of A, and
RA = Z]A*] = 7§t (éb{) for the additive group of virtual representations. It is clear that the semigroup ring
Eo[RTA] is a polynomial algebra over Eq with one generator u, for each character «, and the group ring
Ey[RA] is the Laurent series ring with the same generators. In other words, we have

Eo[RTA] = Eolug | a € A¥)
Eo[RA] = Eolua,ug' | a € A"] = Eo[RTAlfv™]
where v =[], uo. Note that
spec(Eg[RTA]) = Map(A*, A')
spec(Ep[RA]) = Map(A*, G,,),

and the isomorphisms RT A = 7{!GU and RA = n{*GU give maps Eog[RTA] — Ey,GU and Eo[RA] — EoGU.
Now let ¢ be the obvious isomorphism

ClAlaoU = C[A] @ C[A]>* — C[A]* =U,
and define ¢': Gad — Gy jaU by ¢'(X) = ¢(C[A] ® X).
Proposition 22.3. The space GU is the telescope of the self-map ¢ of GU. We thus have
EoGU = v EoGU = Eo[RA] @ g+ 4] FoGU,
and so spec(EoGU) = Map(C, G,y,).

Proof. Put U’ = C[A][z, 27 ], and identify this with 2U by sending (ex,0) to z* and (0,ex) to 27%~1. The

standard embedding GU — GU now sends X to X @ U_. It is easy to check that GU = lim z~*GU on

—k
the nose, and that the inclusion z~*GU — z~*~1GU is isomorphic to the map ¢’. The first claim follows,
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and the second claim is just the obvious consequence in homology. The tensor product description of Eoébl
gives us a pullback square

spec(EoGU) spec(EoGU) = Map(C, A")

Map(A*, G,,) = spec(Eo[RA]) —— spec(Eo[RTA]) = Map(A*, Al).

As C is a formal neighbourhood of the image of ¢, we see that a map C L A! lands in G,, if and only if

the composite A* x § 2, ¢ Ly A lands in Gy, Given this, we see that the pullback is just Map(C,G,,) as
required. O

We next introduce the analogue of BU.

Proposition 22.4. There is a natural splitting GU =7 x éol/{, and we have spec(EoéOZ/{) = Map,(C,G,)
(the scheme of maps f: C — Gy, with f(0) =1).

Proof. We have already described an equivariant map dim: GU — Z, and defined éol/{ = ker(cﬂ?r/l). We
also have (GU)* = Map(A*,Z x BU) so wf(GU) = Map(A*,Z) = RA, which gives an equivariant map
i RA — GU (where RA has trivial action). The composite dimoi: RA — Z is just the usual augmentation
map € sending a virtual representation to its dimension. Thus, if we let 1: Z — RA be the unit map, then
107 is a section of dim. As GU is a commutative equivariant H-space, we can define a map §: GU — GOL{ by
x> (i(n (dlrn( ))) — ), and we find that the resulting map (dlrn 8): GU — Z.x Gold is an equivalence. This
is easily seen to be parallel to the splitting Map(C, G,,) = G,,, x Map,(C, G,,) given by f — (f(0), f(0)/f),
which gives the claimed description of spec(EoGU). O

Remark 22.5. There are two other possible analogues of BU. Firstly, one could take the colimit of
the spaces G4l using the maps V — V @ C; the scheme associated to the corresponding space is then
Map,(C, A1), which classifies maps f: C — A! with f(0) = 1. Alternatively, one could take the colimit of
the spaces G4 4 U using the maps V' + V @ C[A]. This gives the scheme of maps f: C = G,, for which

[Ioca- f(#(a)) = 1. However, the space GolU described above is the one that occurs in Greenlees’s definition
of the spectrum kU 4, and is also the one whose Thom spectrum is MU 4.

We next introduce the analogue of BSU. For this, we need an analogue of the map Bdet: BU — CP*°.

Definition 22.6. Given a universe U of finite dimension d, we put FU = Hom(AU_, \%(2U)). We make
this a functor as follows. Given an isometric embedding j: U — V', we put W =V © jU and e = dim(W).
As j: U — jU is an isomorphism and A\*W is one-dimensional, we have an evident isomorphism

FU = Hom(\jU_ @ X*W_, X4 (2jU) @ AX°W_).

The isomorphism V = jU @ W gives an isomorphism A\?jU_ @ A*W = A€V and an embedding \%(2;U) ®
ANeW_ — A¥+e(2V). Putting this together gives the required map j,: FU = FV.

There are also obvious maps F(U) ® F(V) — F(U & V), compatible with the above functorality. This
gives maps PF(U) x PF(V) — PF(U ® V) of the associated projective spaces.

Next, recall that a point of (~¥0U is a d-dimensional subspace X < 2U. We define

det(X) = Hom(\U_, \*X) € PFU.
One can check that this gives a natural map det: Go — PF, with det(X eY) = det(X) ® (ie/t(Y)

Finally, for our complete universe U we put FU = hm F U, where U runs over the finite-dimensional

subuniverses. It is easy to check that this is again a complete A-universe, and thus is unnaturally 1som0rphlc
to U. The maps det pass to the colimit to give an H-map det God — PFU ~ PU. We write SGold for the
pullback of the projection S (F Uu) — PFU along the map det or equivalently the space of pairs (V,u) where
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V € Gol and u is a unit vector in the one-dimensional space c?gt(V). As S(FU) is equivariantly contractible,
this is just the homotopy fibre of det.

Proposition 22.7. There is a natural splitting éOZ/{ = Séou X PU (which does not respect the H-space
structure).

Proof. Tt is enough to give a section of the H-map det: Gold — PU. We can include PU = G1U in GiUd € GU
in the usual way, then use the projection GU — GOL{ from Proposition 22.4. We find that the resulting
composite PU — PU is actually minus the identity, but we can precompose by minus the identity to get the
required section. O

Remark 22.8. Cartier duality identifies spec(EoPU) with Hom(C, G,,), and the proposition suggests that
spec(EoSGold) should be the quotient Map,(C, Gy,)/ Hom(C, G,,). However, there are difficulties in inter-
preting this quotient, and it is in fact more useful to take a slightly different approach as in [1, 2]. We will
not give details here.

Next, recall that Greenlees has defined an equivariant analogue of connective K-theory (denoted by kUy4)
by the homotopy pullback square

kUs — F(EA,, kU)

KUy — F(EA,,KU).

If v € mokU is the Bott element then kU[v™!] = KU and kU/v = H. It is not hard to see that there is a
corresponding element in w5'kU 4 with kUa[v™'] = KU and kUa /v = F(EA,, H).

Proposition 22.9. The zeroth, second and fourth spaces of kU4 are élx{, éOZ/{ and Séou respectively.

Proof. We take it as well-known that the zeroth space of KU is GU , and KUy, is two-periodic so this is also
the 2k’th space for all k. Let X denote the 2k’th space of kU4, so we have a homotopy pullback square

Xy —— F(EA,, BU(2k))

GuU — F(EAL,Z x BU)

(where BU(0) is interpreted as Z x BU). In the case k = 0, the map i is the identity and so Xy = GU. In
the case k = 1, the map ¢ is just the inclusion

F(EA,,BU) = Z x F(EA,,BU) = F(EA,,Z x BU)

and the map j sends Gyl into {k} x F(EA,, BU). It follows casily that X; = Gol{. In the case k = 2, we
note that the cofibration X2kU, % kUa — F(EA, H) gives a fibration Xo — X; — F(EA,, K(Z,2)). We
know that X; = Gold and _Proposition 4.4 that F(EAy, K(Z,2)) = PU. One can check that the resulting
map GOL{ — PU is just :l:det and so Xo = SGOZ/{ as claimed. ]
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