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CAPPELL-SHANESON’S GROUP AND EQUIVARIANT SURGERY

MASAHARU MORIMOTO

Dedicated to Professor Atsushi Nakajima on his 60th birthday

ABSTRACT

ZORIXTIE, dEuY—RIEEHREY surgery KL > THAEDOMERREL LTRREINE
Cappell-Shaneson #DEHRLXHEEH L, FAEFMOBERICERT 5.

1. INTRODUCTION

HIREE G B3 7 b (CP#D) BREY 12 (C-K&T, End) EFALTHBRELEY. —
BIC Y DHEA yo 2EDNIT, Y OEAR 1, (Y) OY OWEHREEM Y ~0 () /A2
FETEDDZ ENTES. Ky € YC DBAIZ GO Y ~DERIRY ~0EAICY 7L, G
Eom(Y) OXER G xm(Y) B Y CHAIERA LT, BEEERN G-REICRS (L [6]). 4 Y 5
MEMFTFERTVHELELDY. G DY LOEAHD orientation homomorphism wy : G — {1, -1}
B, ¥ Gxm(Y) Y LOEAD»D wy :Gxm(Y) - {1,~1} XEES. Z0L&, m(Y) X
wy @ kernel W& END. G-surgery B X - Y OFRL, 4 G x my(Y)-surgery FRE XY
DEBIZBREEIND. ZOFHE %AV T Cappell-Shaneson @ (FE w1 V—) FHARERE (FE
0 U—) FRERCHRT A LA ORIXOEETHS. RELEE 3L, 33 LLTRBLTS
50T, TREZE. |

ZorEr P—REESREZBIHDOREFMEARIL, GREOLIWCF A FOBEEINE) B4
K EDRLDPRIEAOFBHAES L LTRASASREOREISASND. AL, [7] T8
BATWAREDE 4 REEXRVBR Z L2 BT L TV 3.

2. CAPPELL-SHANESON BEDE#H

Cappell-Shaneson IX33C [2] BV T RINEER LB TL(F) OER L LTED, £ framed
cobordism invariant TH 3 Z L ZIEH L. # 51X Wall & @ARic, ENBEL2AVWTEFECES
BELEBLTVWAY, RABEMFELZHAVCHEEERLZEELTHLS.
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(B0 BE Q OBB Z[Q) KoV THBL LY. HOBRR w: Q- {1,-1} ZEET S L, Z[Q]
i¥ (anti-)involution — 2. bbb

ma =mw(a)a™! (MEZ ac)

AR YD X H I involution ZEH 5. A b (anti-)involution ZFOBREL L, F: Z[Q] - A K
involution % f&> ldcally epic RBOEEMEMR L T5. F B locally epic LiX A 2B 5 HRBEO
FEEOER y1, ..., yn HLT, ADAHT 2z & Z[Q) OER 34, ..., Tn T F(z:) = 295 (Vi =1,
vy ) BRETOORFETH L E V). FNEERERLEX5RORMNPELE A TRL, T42b
bA=1lor-1&L, #RIZFAMETS A © minimal form parameter (cf. [1]) % miny(A) TET.
%D,
miny(A) = {a— @ | a € A}

Th5b.

Cappell-Shaneson IZ5€\y, ATD X 5 =24 a = (H,p,p) & A-form over F L. ZZT,
H (3ARAER left Z[)-module, ¢ : H x H — Z[Q] i biadditive map, p: H — Z[Q]/min,(Z[Q)])
X map TUTO&RGEHETHDOLET S (cf. [2, p-286, (Q1)~(Q6))):

(QY) ¢(az,by) = bp(z,y)a,

Q) ¢(@.y) = Xow2),

(Q3") ¢(@,2) = u(@) + M),

(Q4) p(z +y) — p(z) — u() = ¢(z,y) mod miny(Z(<2]),

(Q5') u(az) = ap(z)a,

(Q6') Hp := A ®gzq) H 1T stably free A-module (without a specified stable base) T, B
App : Hy — Homp (Ha,A) (2721 Apa(u)(v) = pa(u,v) TEX OIS b D) ITEEHK
Th5, .

ZZTa,beZ),z,y€ H, u ve Hy, plz) i p@) DY 7 FThHY, pa: Hax Hy 2 A 1L
P POBEEEINDIHLOTHS.

ZDk 5% aix A £® (nonsingular) A-from, 372 H A-quadratic module, ar = (Ha,pa,HA)
EEDD, ZIT s X Hy = A/miny(A) TH5B. RECHE, —a TF L0 Aform (H, —p, —p)
ERT.

Hj @ A-submodule U 7% ap @ subkernel TH 5 LiX, U 2 Hy O stably free 72 A-EF1EF
T, oA(U,U) =0, pa(U) =0, 22 UL =U #HTLEEZNS. T,

Ut ={z € Hy | pa(z,y) =0 (Vy eU)}

T#%. H O Z[Q)-submodule K 7% a @ presubkernel TH 5 Lid, ¢(K,K) = {0}, u(K) = {0} &
Bl L, E5IZ Hy 285 Ky O K' 2% ap @ subkernel 12725 & &%\ ). a A presubkernel
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PEoL X, a i strongly equivalent to zero THH L\ bi, a0 LRXEND. EED Aform
a=(H,p,p) over F IZxtL T,

al-a=x0

ThHhAHZENBHIRENS. 2T 1 X Morms & LT® orthogonal sum # &3

X [3, p.468], [1, p.7) iV, H(Z[Q)*) i & Y rank 23 @ A-hyperbolic Z[Q]-module Z& ¥
ZHiE F LD Morm & AT I LM TE, strongly equivalent to zero TH5H. 2 2D F koD
A-forms a and B % stably equivalent L1, & % strongly equivalent to 0 72 F £ ® A-form v IZx¢
LTa L (—B) L v 3 strongly equivalent to zero THH L E&W). ELIDLE, a~f LRE
ns.

LA E o terminology (=X 9, A-forms over F @ stable equivalence classes D&% '} (F) TR
3. T%(F) A3 orthogonal sum (cf. [2, p.287]) Db & THBRBIZRD I LIIBFHICHNDOOND. B
M n =2k KX LTI TAF) BT, (F) 2 B%T 50015,

INOOEHITXZ P HATEFORRR R T, £72 F:Z[Q) - A % involution % &> locally
epic REFABEMR F: R[N o> A THERXTRILTHIZLATES.

FHEEED THF) OERL LT O THD L) REMIFMRA S surgery % LT homology Al
HIZTE B LV SARHR IR MBLRD Lemma 2 ZTRAL KL S.

#H 2.1 ([2, Lemma 1.3)). A-form a over F : R[Q] & A #a ~ 0 2H7E8E, 5 BR% s I2
L

o L H(R[Q]") ~ 0
Th5b.

L, R i3 locally epic RROWRAMER Z - R MEESNTWAbOLT 5. 1= G IHR
BT, Q> G Ii3BD epimorphism 15, 52 w: N - {1,-1} FEFEAER G - {1,-1}
IR+ A IbOLT S BRIEBUIN I HRIBER

F:Z(0] - R[G]
i¥ involution Z &5, locally epic Thd. F-ERBER
Fr : R[Q] = R[G]

LAKTHS.
@8 2.2. RCQ 25 IFERRMABER DL (F) > Th(Fp) REFTHB.

Proof. a = (H,p,p) 1& F £ Morm Tagg ~0 £¥%. [2, Lemma 1.3] i2& Y, H5HR¥K s
X LT agje) L H(R[Q)*) ~ 0 2%, agqg) L H(R[Q]*) ® presubkernel K 25X %. Z C R,
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HgHR[g], Z[Q)® CR]QP ¢HRTELE, ROBHEITLuwIZEY,
U={uz|zeK}

X HOZO) @ ZIO) Ic& x5, #oT, U #la L H(Z[Q]*) @ presubkernel £7223%. XkoT
a~0 2%, O

3. REFWHEEHE

Z 0 section TH, {BIKKITLD G-framed map (f,b) PEH L Th % G-surgery Ik W KER —
FHEIZ 3 2 - D ORER o(f,b) IZOWVWTHRRS,
X, Y i emE il ohia sy b (Co-&) G- L35, X O singular set Xeing %
Xang= |J X°
9EG~{e}
TEHTD. Ef, f:(X,0X) o (V,0Y) iE CEEER) G-BR LT5. b, Y EDOHB G-~
7 MR D, E KHLb: T(X)® f*n - f*€ X G-~7 MAKE LTORNER (Y LoESER
Z cover $H5bMD) &F5. ZDXST (f,b) % G-framed map LFES. b L f OBQHEMN 1
(resp. homology equivalence) THIUT (f,b) DEMEEIL 1 (resp. homology equivalence) T 5 &
WH. R¥p L,
Zoy={5€Q|acz beN, (bp) =1}
LB<.
EE 3.1 (BREKT). YV BRI bhiear s FEEEKTEORTIIEKn = 2k > 6 T,
YO £ @ 2B bDLTE. T (£,b), f: (X,0X) = (V,8Y), it EIZR_EBRE 1 © G-
framed map L 5%, F7c p BREK, F:Z[G x m(Y)] - Z,)[G] IBBERANERL KT LOL
L, RO (1)~(4) BEYVIObDLRETS.
(1) X9<k—-1(Vge G~ {e}),
(2) 8f = flox : 0X — 8Y 1% Z(y)-homology equivalence T 5,
(3) HALBETILARV p-MALKOEABE P < G ICHLT P : XP o5 YP i3 Z(,)-homology
equivalence TH 3, |
(4) x(X9) = x(Y?) (Vg € G\ {e}).
DL & G-framed map (f,b) IXTTHEE Th(F) OER o(f,b) 2D, KD (A)~(C) HFETHS.
(A) o(f,b)=0
(B) (f,d) iiZ(p) -homology equivalence I~ (boundary 80X & singular set Xqng ZAREIZLT)
G-framed cobordant T3 5.
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(C) (f,b) & (k — 1)-connected 72 Zy,)-homology equivalence = (boundary & singular set 7
2L T) G-framed cobordant Th 5.
W 3.2, TH221CLY, FHEEE o(f,0) X Th(F) DERLEXD LY, Th(F,) PERL
EZDHBHEDORNIEBE, LKL Fu) : L) [G x m(Y)] = Z,)[G] THS.
EHE 3.3 (FKKT). Y BmEfibhkar Ry rERETEORTIFEn=2k+1>5 T,
YS £ @ 3BT bDETH. T (f,b), f:(X,0X) = (Y,0Y), IEBMHRE 1 © G-framed map &
T5. ¥l piEFEEEL, RO (1)-(4) BERYVISOLDELRETS.
(1) X? <k-1(Vge G\ {e}),
(2) 8f = flox : X — 8Y X Z,)-homology equivalence TH 5,
(3) BALBE TRV p-EOWMABE P < G LT P : XP o YP 13 Z,)-homology
equivalence TH 5,
(4) x(X?) =x(Y?) (Vg € G\ {e}).
Z DL & G-framed map (f,b) {SFMBE LR (2, [G), wy) PEHR o(f,b) £ED, KD (A)~(C) XM
ETHS.
" (A) o(f,b) = 0.
(B) (f,b) IX Zy,)-homology equivalence \= (boundary & singular set ZFREIZ L T) G-framed

cobordant TH 3.
(C) (f,b) X (k — 1)-connected 7% Z,)-homology equivalence iZ (boundary & singular set R
EiZLT) G-framed cobordant TH 5.

4. BERTOREFNFEEHEOEDH

Z @ section TiX (f,b) Z2EH 3.1 8T 5 G-framed map & L, FEw V—FNEES o(f,b)
BEDLICLTEDONDEINEMRTS.

BRWIZ A= (-1)F Li<. EHE 3.1 (1) (ZBHE strong gap condition LFHINS. Z DRENR
Do L X, Ek REETOREFMEZ X IZH LT, boundary 0X & singular set Xging ZEZX T
2, k-ERER f' X' 5 Y 28D G-framed map (f,V) #BAZ LN TEE. ZoL %, EH I
(3)-(4) HBIKE L [8, Lemma 2.4] ¥ AV I,

K= Ker[f,,’, : Hk(X';Z(p)) - Hk(Y;Z(p))]

It Z () [G]-free module THB I EBFES. X' Ik ) X' OWEEWEMERL, Fiokv AR
REFEBRER Z[G x 1, (Y)] = L) [G) #8E 5. Z[G x m (Y)]-module K %

K =Kerlf, : Hi(X';Z) —» Hy(Y;Z))
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TEDSD. DL %, K EO equivariant intersection form
w:l?xf(—)Z[me(Y)]
& equivariant self-intersection form
p: K — Z[G % m(Y)]/miny (Z[G x m (Y)])
A% Wall OFHER [10] EFRICLTEE 5.
B4 0 o(f,b) € TA(F) i3 F LD Mform (K, ¢, p) @ stable equivalence class & LCEHT 5.

ZDo(f,b) 35 (f,Y) DBRCHITEKLTIZEE S Z &, ¥ G-framed cobordism invariant T
BILid, BEO (AE) WL MR LORTC ENTES (cf. [2], [10], [, [5).
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