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Non-formality in PIN(2)-monopole Floer homology
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Abstract. In previous work, we introduced a natural A o -structure on the Pin(2)-monopole
Floer chain complex of a closed, oriented three-manifold Y, and showed that it is non-
formal in the simplest case in which Y is the three-sphere S3. In this paper, we explore
further this non-formality phenomenon. Specifically, we provide explicit descriptions of
several Massey products induced on homology, and discuss applications to the computation
of the Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology of connected sums.
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Introduction

Starting with Manolescu’s disproof of the longstanding Triangulation conjec-
ture [29], the study of Pin(2)-symmetry in Seiberg—Witten theory, where

Pin2) =S'uj-S!'cH,

has spurred a lot of activity, especially in light of its applications to the study of
the homology cobordism group ©3,. The analogous theory of involutive Heegaard
Floer homology [14] (which heuristically corresponds to a Z4-equivariant theory,
where Z4 = (j) C Pin(2)) has also been very successful when addressing such
problems. Despite all of this, still very little is known about ®3,, and among the
several natural questions one may ask, the following is particularly interesting.

Question 1. Is there a torsion element in @;I with Rokhlin invariant 17

The negative answer for 2-torsion elements was provided by Manolescu in [29],
and is equivalent to the Triangulation conjecture being false by classic results
of Galewski and Stern and Matumoto (see [28] for a nice survey). In a related
fashion, the interest in Question 1 stems from the fact that a negative answer
would imply the following criterion for triangulability: a closed orientable topo-
logical manifold M is triangulable if and only if its Kirby—Siebenmann invariant
A(M) € H*(M;7/27) admits a lift to H*(M;Z). A partial negative answer to
the question, when restricting the attention to connected sums of almost rational
plumbed three-manifolds, was provided using involutive Heegaard Floer homol-
ogy in [6]. On the other hand, as the problem involves the Rokhlin invariant, one
could expect the full Pin(2)-symmetry, rather than Z4-symmetry, to play a central
role in an approach to its answer.

With Question 1 as a motivation in mind, we study in this paper the more gen-
eral problem of understanding the Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology of connected
sums. The treatment of such a problem in the analogous setups of Pin(2)-equi-
variant Seiberg—Witten Floer homology and involutive Heegaard Floer homology
can be found in [34], [15], [6], and [4]. Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology was in-
troduced in [25] as a counterpart of Manolescu’s invariants in the Morse-theoretic
setting of Kronheimer—Mrowka’s monopole Floer homology [17]; in particular,
it can be used to provide an alternative disproof of the Triangulation conjecture.
Throughout this paper we will denote by I the field with two elements. We will be
mostly interested in the (completed) invariant Ir/I\S.(Y ,§) (pronounced HS-to) as-
sociated to a three-manifold equipped with a self-conjugate spin® structure s = s.
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This is a graded module over the ring

® = F[[VII[Q]/ Q°.

where V' and Q have degrees respectively —4 and —1, which is (up to grading
shift) identified with Ir/I\S.(S 3). It was shown in [23] that this package of invariants
carries an extremely rich algebraic structure: namely, if we denote by Cl(Y,5)
the chain complex underlying }/I\S.(Y ,s), then CJ(S?3) has a natural structure of
Aso-algebra, and 6.’ (Y, s) is naturally an A-module over it. Furthermore, it
was shown in [23] that the As.-algebra C/ (S3) is not formal (i.e. not quasi-
isomorphic to its homology). The concept of non-formality has a very long history
(see for example the celebrated results in [7] and [12]), and it has recently gained
importance in understanding Floer theoretic invariants, especially those arising in
symplectic geometry (see for example [1] and [20]).

The goal of the present paper is to explore these non-formality phenomena,
and in particular their manifestation at the homology level as Massey products.
Our interest in the study of these properties (especially towards Question 1) is
that Massey products naturally appear when trying to explicitly understand the
Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology of connected sums. Indeed, the main result
of [23] described the Floer chain complex of a connected sum in terms of the
Aso-tensor product of the Floer complexes of the summands; this naturally leads
to a spectral sequence, called the Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence, whose
E2-page is

Tory , (HS« (Yo, 50), HS« (Y1, 51))

and converges (up to grading shift) to }/I\S.(Yo#Yl ,So#s1). Non-formality comes
into play when studying the successive pages of this spectral sequence: both the
higher differentials and the extension problems relating £ to the actual group
are naturally described in terms of certain Massey products of the two summands.

While the main result of [23] provides a general, yet not concretely applicable,
connected sum formula, the main goal of this paper is to show that in many cases
of interest the computations involving the A -structure and the Eilenberg—Moore
spectral sequence can be explicitly performed. Towards this end, our exposition
will blend general results with concrete examples, and we will discuss how several
results proved in the literature with different methods fit in our framework. Let
us point out here two consequences of our computations. The first one involves
linear independence in the homology cobordism group; while the first result of this
kind was obtained in [10] using Yang-Mills theory, recently some Floer theoretic
proofs have appeared [34] and [5]. We provide here a proof in our setting; the
notion of manifold of simple type M,, appearing in the statement will be introduced
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Section 3, and should be thought of as the analogue of the notion of manifold of
projective type in [34]. For example, the Seifert space —X(2,4n — 1,8n — 1) has
simple type M,,.

Theorem 1. Consider sequences of integers 0 < n; < np < ---, and suppose
that, for each i, Y; has simple type My . Then the Y; are linearly independent
in @;1.

As in [34], the proof of this result only involves understanding connected sums
of manifolds of simple type M, with the given orientation. This is feasible in our
setting as these manifolds have, as the name suggests, the simplest possible type
of non-trivial Floer homology, and this makes the description of the Eilenberg—
Moore spectral sequence feasible in this case. More challenging is the case in
which we take connected sums with a manifold of simple type M, with the
opposite orientation. In this case many interesting Massey products arise, and
understanding these will lead us to the following result about the Manolescu
correction terms «, 8, y and the Frgyshov invariant § (here § = —#/ in the notation
of [17]). This should be compared with the analogous one in involutive Heegaard
Floer homology from [6].

Theorem 2. Consider integers A, B, C, D such that
e C<B<AandC < D < 4;
e A, B, C have the same parity.

Then there exists a homology sphere Y with a(Y) = A, B(Y) = B, y(Y) = C
and §(Y) = D.

Along the way, we will discuss how the U-action in the standard monopole
Floer homology Ifl\\/l.(Y, 5) is related to the A -structure on Ijlg.(Y, 5). While it
was shown in [35] that the R-module structure of P/I\S.(Y ,5) does not recover the
Frgyshov invariant §, we obtain the following.

Theorem 3. Let (Y,s) be a spin rational homology sphere. Then §(Y,s) is
determined by the Aoo-structure on HSo(Y, s).

Let us discuss the content of the various sections. In Section 1, we begin by
providing a review of the essential aspects of Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology
needed in the rest of the paper. Given this background, we show in Section 2
that several natural Massey (bi)products (including for example (x, O, 0?), when
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Q-x=0and (V,x,Q),when V-x = Q-x = 0) can be described in terms of the
Gysin exact triangle

HS.(Y.s) HS.(Y, 5)

ﬁl\\/l.(Y, 5)

relating I%.(Y, 5) with the usual monopole Floer homology Ifl\7[.(Y ,5). This will
lead us to a proof of Theorem 3. The Gysin exact triangle can be explicitly un-
derstood in several cases including Seifert spaces and spaces obtained by surgery
on L-space knots, as discussed in Section 3. In that section, we also introduce
manifolds of simple type M,,, and discuss concrete examples. Given this, we turn
our attention onto the study of the Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence. In Sec-
tion 4, we cover the relevant background in homological algebra over our ring R
needed to describe concretely the E2-page of the spectral sequence. This leads
up to Section 5, where we study in detail the higher differentials and extension
problems for connected sums with manifolds of simple type M,,. We will see how
the Massey products described in Section 2 naturally arise when trying to under-
stand connected sums with this kind of spaces. Finally in Section 6 we discuss
examples involving connected sums of several manifolds of simple type M,, with
either orientation, and use them to show Theorems 1 and 2.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Matt Stoffregen and Umut Varolgunes
for many illuminating conversations, and the anonymous referees for carefully
reading the manuscript and providing very useful feedback. The 2016-2017
special year at the Institute for Advanced studies Homological Mirror Symmetry
was very influential for several aspects of the paper. This work was partially
funded by NSF grant DMS-1807242, the Shing-Shen Chern Membership Fund
and the IAS Fund for Math.

1. A quick review of Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology

In this section, we briefly review the fundamental aspects of Pin(2)-monopole
Floer homology which will be needed in the paper, with a particular focus on the
results of [23]. We refer the reader to [21] for a more detailed introduction to the
subject, and to [25] for the details of the construction.
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Formal properties. To a closed, oriented three-manifold Y equipped with a
self-conjugate spin structure s we associated in [25] chain complexes

Co(Y,5), Co(Y.s5), Cu(Y,5) (1)

equipped with a chain involution ;. The homology of the chain complexes
recovers the monopole Floer homology groups

HM.(Y,s), HM.(Y,s), HM.(Y,s)

of [17]. On the other hand, looking at the homology of the j-invariant subcom-
plexes
Cl(Ys), Cl(Ys), Cl(Y.9),

one obtains the Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology groups fitting in a long exact
sequence

HS. (Y, 5) Jx AS.(Y, )
S~ @
HS.(Y, s)

where the maps i, and j. preserve the grading, while p. has degree —1. These
are Q-graded modules over R, where the action can be described as follows: after
identifying

HS.(S3) = R(~1),

the action is induced in homology by the multiplication map
tig: CL(Y) ® CJ(8%) — CU(Y)

arising from the cobordism obtained by ([0, 1] x Y) \ int(B*) by attaching cylin-
drical ends. In [23], we introduced higher multiplications

i CJ (V) ® CJ (S — CJ(Y)

obtained (in the spirit of Baldwin and Bloom’s unpublished construction of a
monopole category) by looking at an (n — 2)-dimensional family of metrics and
perturbations parameterized by the associahedron K. It is shown in [23] that in
the simplest case in which Y is §3, these operations (which we denote 1) define
an A,-algebra structure on CJ(83), and for each Y the operations 7, on CJ(Y)
define an As.-module structure over it (see [23] for the relevant background on
Aoo-structures). For a fixed choice of data on S3, such an A.-module structure on
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CJ(Y) is well defined up to Axo-quasi-isomorphism. Indeed, it is shown in [23]
that CJ (Y) also admits As-bimodule operations

i 2 CH (S @ CJ(Y)® CJ (S~ — CJ(Y).

such that 711, ,, = m1,. These will be relevant in the present paper when computing
the R-module structure on connected sums.

Remark 1.1. There are some technical subtleties involved in the construction
of [23], as one needs to impose certain transversality conditions on the chains
involved. In particular, the higher composition maps are only partially defined.
On the other hand, for the content of this paper (which is mostly algebraic in
nature), it will not be harmful to treat the structure constructed in [23] as genuine
Aso-structures.

Formality and connected sums. Recall that an A.-algebra A is called formal if
it is quasi-isomorphic to its homology (see for example [12] for the special case of
dgas). A classical obstruction to formality is provided by Massey products: given
the homology classes [a], [b] and [c] in H«(A) such that [a] - [b] = [b] - [c] = O,
after choosing r, s such that dr = ab and ds = bc, we define their triple Massey
product to be the homology class

(lal. [, [e]) = [rc + as + pala, b, o)].

The product ([a], [b], [c]) is well defined in a suitable quotient of H.(A). Induc-
tively, one can define the n-fold Massey products for n-tuples of homology classes
such that all lower Massey products vanish in a consistent way. In the present pa-
per, we will mostly focus on triple and four-fold Massey products. Let us review
the definition of the latter, as it will be relevant in the sequel. Suppose we are
given homology classes [a;] in Hx(A) fori =1, ..., 4 such that

[a1] - [az] = [az] - [a3] = [a3] - [as] = 0.

Choose b; for i = 1,3 such that db; = a;a;+;. Suppose that the triple Massey
products (defined in terms of these choices of ;) vanish, so that we have ¢y, ¢
such that

dcy = braz + aiby + ps(ay.az,asz), 0dca = bras + azbs + ps(az, as, as).
The four-fold Massey product ([a1], [a2], [a3], [a4]) is defined to be

l[arca+cras+ps(ar, az, bz)+us(ay, bz, as)+us(by,as, as)+palar, az, as, as)].
(3)
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Again, this is well defined in a suitable quotient of H.(A). The analogous
definitions carry over when defining the Massey products for an A-(bi)module
M over A.

It was shown in [23] the Aco-structure on CJ (S3) is nor formal: while the
relevant triple Massey products are zero, we have

(0.0%.0.0%) =V.

Intuitively speaking, this is a cohomological manifestation of the non-triviality of
the fiber bundle
RP? —> BPin(2) — HP™.

The goal of this paper is to explore the non-formality properties of the Ao,-module
c! (Y). This is particularly interesting in light of the main theorem of [23], which
we now recall.

Theorem 1.2. There exists a quasi-isomorphism of Aso-bimodules
6.] (Yo,50)®6.(53)(661(Y1,51))0pp = 6.] (Yo#Y1, so#s1)(—1).
where opp denotes the opposite bimodule.

Here by (n) we denote grading shift downwards by n, i.e.
(M<n>)d = Md—ns

while ® denotes the Aq.-tensor product, whose definition we now recall. Let N
and M be (respectively a right and left) A.-modules over A, their As-tensor
product is defined to be the vector space

NeM=EPN®A" @M

n>0

equipped with the differential

n
I(xlay|---lanly) = Zmi+1(x|al| elag)laival - lanly
i=0

n n—i

+ 3> xlag| e laicr i (@l - laj)laj vl - lanly

i=1j=0

n
+ ZX|a1| coelai—i|mp—i—1(ai| -+ - |anly).
i=1
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Here M, A and N denote the underlying IF-vector spaces of M, A and N and, for
simplicity, we will always denote elements of tensor products with bars | instead
of ®s. By considering the natural filtration given by

Fe=@Nea"eM,

n<k

we obtain the following.

Corollary 1.3. There is a spectral sequence whose E*-page is
TOff,*(ﬁgo(Yo, 50), HSa(Y1,51))
and which converges to }/I\S.(YO#YI ,So#s1)(—1).

We will refer to this as the Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence, see [23] for its
heuristic motivation. Here Torf,* is taken in the category of graded R-modules,
and is therefore a bigraded object. It can be computed by taking a graded projective
resolution of M, tensoring it with N and taking the homology of the resulting
complex. Recall, as a general fact, that given modules My, M; over R, the identity

Torg. (Mo, M1) = Mo ®x M, )

holds. Corollary 1.3 follows from the fact that the E'-page of the spectral se-
quence associated to the filtration { Fy} on N®M is naturally identified with the
tensor product of H. (M) with the bar resolution of H.(N); here the key point is
that CJ (S?) is cohomologically unital. Of course, Torf’* is independent of the
choice of resolution; in Section 4, we will discuss some convenient resolutions to
compute Torf’ . efficiently for our purposes.

While the computation of the £2-page only depends on the module structure,
the key observation is that the higher differentials in the Eilenberg—Moore spectral
sequence are determined by the Massey products of the two summands. We have,
for example, the following consequence of the standard staircase argument (see
for example Section 8 of [23]).

Lemma 1.4. Suppose we are given x € H,(M), r1,...,r, € H«(A) andy €
H..(N) such that

Xry =riry == In-1fp = 12y =0,
so that X|ry| ... |rn|y defines a class in (E,%,*, d»). Then,
dy(X|re| ... |raly) = X, 1, e s ey + X|(r1, 2, r3) gl . PRy
+X|r| . T2y Fa—1, T)|Y + X1 - [(Fr=1. T8, Y)

2
as an element of E;_, , ;.
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In general, there are classes in E2 that cannot be described as a simple tensor.
In Section 5, we will discuss the differentials of some of these more complicated
classes in terms of certain generalized Massey products.

Manolescu correction terms. From the R-module structure of Pin(2)-mono-
pole Floer homology, taking as inspiration Frgyshov’s invariant [9][17], one can
extract plenty of information regarding cobordisms between manifolds. For sim-
plicity, let (Y, s) be a rational homology sphere Y equipped with a self-conjugate
spin® structure s or, equivalently, a spin structure (as b; = 0). We can fix an
identification, up to grading shift, of graded R-modules

HS.(Y,s) =R
where we set
R =F[V~1 V010,
where F[V !, V]] (which we denote by V) denotes Laurent power series. We have
the direct sum of F[[V]]-modules

R=VeQ-Ve 0%-V.

Recall that Ir\I/S.(Y, 5) and I/{\S.(Y, 5) vanish in degrees respectively low and high
enough, so that

ix:HSo(Y,s) = R — Ir\I/S.(Y,s),
p*:ﬁ\S.(Y,s) > R= HS.(Y,s).
are isomorphism is degrees respectively high and low enough.

Definition 1.5. Given a nonzero r € R, we say thatx € I%.(Y, 5) is based of type
rif p.(x) = r. If p«(x) = 0, we say that x is unbased. We will say that x is 'V,
Q -V or Q? - V-based according to where p.(x) belongs to.

We also call the images of V, -V and Q2-Vin P\I/S.(Y ,6) under i, respectively
the «, B and y-tower. The Manolescu correction terms (defined first in the setting
on Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—Witten Floer homology [29]) are the numerical
invariants defined as

1
o= 3 min{deg(x) | X € a-tower},

B

%(min{deg(X) | x € B-tower} — 1),

1
y = E(min{deg(x) | x € y-tower} — 2).
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Using the long exact sequence relating the three Floer groups, these numerical
invariants can also be described in terms of based elements of HS. (Y, s) as follows

1

a = —E(max{deg(x) | there exists a Q2 - V-based element x} + 4),
1

B = —E(max{deg(x) | there exists a Q - V-based element x} + 3),

1
y = —E(max{deg(x) | there exists a V-based element x} + 2).

These invariants are rational lifts of —u (Y, s), where u denotes the Rokhlin in-
variant, and they provide obstructions to the existence of spin cobordisms with
b;“ = 0,1,2, see [25][24]. As a consequence, they are invariant under homol-
ogy cobordism. These corresponding numerical invariants for —Y (the manifold
obtained from Y by orientation reversal) can be obtained as follows:

a(=Y,s) = —y(Y,s),

B(=Y.s) = —B(Y,s),
y(=Y,s) = —a(Y,s).

The key point behind these identities is Poincaré duality, which is the isomorphism
of R-modules

HS®(—Y.s) = HS_;_o(Y.5). )

together with the fact that P\I/S°(—Y ,6) is the dual R-module of I:I/S.(—Y, 5). In
fact, (5) holds at the level of As-modules. Here the A -structure on P\I/S°(— Y,s)
has cohomological grading, consistent with the fact that the cohomological action
of Q and V have degrees respectively 1 and 4. Furthermore, P\I/S°(—Y ,s) is the
dual Ax-module of Ir\I/S.(— Y, 5). While the latter is a general notion of duality, we
will not discuss it in detail here as in all our examples it will admit a much more
concrete and computable manifestation (see for example the proof of Lemma 2.7).

Remark 1.6. More generally, using these duality relations together with the long
exact sequence (2), we can extract information about I/{\S.(— Y, s) from P/I\S.(Y ,5).
On the other hand, unlike the case of usual monopole Floer homology, the R-
module structure of P/I\S.(Y ,5) does not determine the R-module structure of
ﬁ\S.(—Y ,5). In fact, we will see in Lemma 2.7 and in the proof of Corollary 5.4
that certain non-trivial multiplications between elements of R and Ir/I\S.(Y, 5) cor-
respond to the existence of non-trivial Massey products on P/I\S.(—Y ,5).
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Remark 1.7. Of course, one can define analogues of the correction terms also in
cases in which b; > 0, depending on the structure of H_S.(Y ,5). In fact, one can
define a correction term for each F[V~!, V]| summand of HS,(Y, 5). It is shown
in [26] that the number of such summands only depends on the triple cup product
of Y, together with the Rokhlin invariants of the 221(Y) spin structures inducing s.
For example, there are two cases when b;(Y) = 1: when the two spin structures
have the same Rokhlin invariant, one obtains six correction terms, while in the
case the two spin structures have different Rokhlin invariants one obtains four
correction terms (see [24] and also Section 3).

Definition of the Floer chain complexes. Let us now review the main features
of the Floer chain complexes introduced in [25] that will be needed in the rest of
the paper. The key input of Pin(2)-symmetry is a natural involution on the moduli
space of configurations

J:B(Y,s) — B(Y, ),

whose fixed points are the reducible configurations [B, 0] where B is the spin
connection of one of the 2°1™) spin structures inducing s. One would like to
perform the construction of the Floer chain complexes from [17] in a way such that
this symmetry is preserved. The main complication is that one needs to work with
Morse—Bott singularities. For a generic j-equivariant perturbation, the critical set
in the blown-up moduli space of configurations B (Y, s) consists of

¢ a finite number of pairs of irreducible solutions, acted freely by the action
of J;

e for each non spin reducible critical point, an infinite tower of critical points
as in the Morse setting (the free action of ; of non-spin reducible critical
points lifts to an action of the towers);

o for each spin reducible critical point, an infinite tower of reducible subman-
ifolds, each a copy of S? (the involution ; acts as the antipodal map on each
critical submanifold).

The chain complexes with involution (1) arise as some version of Morse—Bott
chain complexes. The underlying vector spaces are generated over IF by suitable
geometric chains with values in the critical submanifolds, i.e. smooth maps

fio—C

where o is chosen among a suitable generalization of manifolds with boundary
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and C is a critical submanifold. The differential of such a chain o combines the
singular boundary within C together with fibered products with moduli spaces of
flows M(C, C’) from C to another critical submanifold C’, which we consider as
singular chains with values in C’. In our case, we are naturally lead to deal with
§-chains and the key modification (inspired from [27]) is that we consider chains
which are non-degenerate, namely both f (o) and f(do) are not contained in the
image of smaller dimensional chains. For our purposes, we will only need that
3-cycles in the critical submanifolds which are copies of S are zero at the chain
level.

Example 1.8. Consider the classes O, 0% € R = I:IS.(S 3). These are represented
respectively by generator in the one and zero dimensional homology of C_;, the
first unstable critical submanifold (where we consider the round metric on S3, and
a small perturbation). Of course, we know Q - Q2 = 0. In fact, such a product
is zero at the chain level: for dimensional reasons, it is a 3-chain in the second
unstable critical submanifold C_,, and because it is closed, it vanishes. For a
similar reason, the triple Massey product {(Q, Q2, Q) also vanishes at the chain
level.

2. Description of certain Massey products

In general, the determination of the Massey products of an A.-module over
an Axo-algebra is a rather involved process, as it requires the understanding of
higher compositions. Our goal in the present section is to show that in the
case of Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology, many natural Massey (bi)products can
be described very explicitly in terms of the relation with the U-action in usual
monopole Floer homology. While we will work in the setting of HS., all results
carry over for HS, and HS.. Before stating the main results of the section, let us
recall the Gysin exact sequence

AS.(Y, s) HS.(Y.s)

ﬁl\\/l.(Y, 5)

introduced in [25]. Here the maps ¢, and 7, preserve the degree, while multiplica-
tion by QO has degree —1. It is an exact triangle of R-modules where on HM,.(Y, s)
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we have that Q acts as 0 and V acts as U2. In the case of a homology sphere of
Rokhlin invariant 0, in degrees between —4k and —4k —3 with k > 0 the sequence
looks like

where the side columns represents HS. and the middle column represents HM,.
Let us record the following general observation.

Lemma 2.1. Ifx € HS.(Y. s), then 0% -x = w4 (U - 1x(X)).

We will prove this result later. Let us define the following Massey operations:
e if Q.- x=V-x=0,(Q0,x,V), which is well defined up to Im Q + Im V;

e if 0-x =0, (x, 0, 0?), well defined up to Im Q?;

o if 02-x =0, (x, 02, Q), well defined up to Im Q;

e if 0 -x = 0and (x,0,0% = 0, {x,0, 0% Q) well defined up to Im Q
(recall that (Q, Q2, Q) vanishes at the chain level, see Example 1.8).

On the other hand, using the Gysin exact sequence, we can define the following
four operations.

(1) Suppose Q@ -x=V-x=0. As Q -Xx = 0, X = 7m«(y) for some y. Then
(U2 y) =V -m(y) =V -x=0,

so that there exists z such that (,(z) = U? -y. We define ®(x) = z. It
is readily checked that such an element is well defined up to elements in
ImV +1Im Q.

(2) Suppose Q - x=0. Then again x = m«(y) for some y. We then define
®,(x) = 74 (U -y). This is well defined up to Im Q2 in light of Lemma 2.1.

(3) Suppose 0%-x = 0. By Lemma 2.1, 4 (U -14(x)) = 0, hence U -14(X) = 14(y)
for some y. Then we set ®3(x) = y. This is well defined up to Im Q.
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(4) Suppose (x, O, 0?) = 0. By the second bullet of Theorem 2.2 below, we
have ®,(x) = 0. Then, up to choosing a different y in bullet (2) above,

Dy (x) = (U -y) =0,

and therefore U -y = (W) for some w. Finally, we set ®4(x) = w.

We will show in Section 3 that these four operations ®; are explicitly com-
putable in many cases. Their importance for our purposes is the following result.

Theorem 2.2. Let x be an element in I/{\S.(Y, 5). We have the following identities:
M ifQo-x=V-x=0(0,x,V) = 1(x);

2) ifQ-x=0 (x,0,0% = 0(x);

3) if0*-x =0, (x,0% Q) = ®3(x);

@) if{x,0,0%) =0,(x,0,0% Q) = P4(x).

In fact, while for simplicity we have limited our exposition to Massey products
involving only Q, Q2 and V, the result naturally generalizes to the analogous
Massey products involving OV, 02V / and V¥*1. Let us for example point out
how to compute (Q, x, V¥*1), where of course we assume Q -x = Vk+1.x = 0.
As Ox = 0 implies that x = n(y), and because V¥*!.x = 0, we have that
7« (U?$%2 . y) = 0, so that U?*2 .y = ((z). We have then (Q,x, Vk+1) = z.
Furthermore, it will be clear from the proof that the statement holds also for
Massey products for the left A.-structure; for example, ®3(x) = (Q, 02, x).

Remark 2.3. Looking at the Gysin sequence of S3, we obtain a direct proof (i.e.
without relying on an argument involving the Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence
as in [23]) of the fact that (Q, Q2, O, 0?) = V (here we apply the theorem above
to the left Aoo-structure).

Remark 2.4. While our main result involves specific Massey products, one can in
general exploit the natural A..-structure in homology provided by Kadeishvili’s
homotopy transfer theorem (see [16] and [37]) to obtain more information. Let
us for example consider the (classical) Massey product (x|Q2|Q|Q?), where we
assume x - Q = (x|Q?|Q) = 0. Recalling the vanishing of the triple products in
R and the relation (Q|Q?|Q|Q?) = V, we obtain after substituting the latter in
the Ao-relations, the relation

x-V = (x0%0|0%) - 0.

In several cases, this is enough to determine (x| 0?|Q|0?).
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The proof of this result occupies the rest of the section. Recall first from [25]
that the Gysin exact sequence arises as the long exact sequence in homology
associated to the short exact sequence of chain complexes

0—>C’(Y5);>C(Y5) (1+J)C(Y5)—>w0 (6)

where C, (Y s) is the Floer chain complex underlying HM, (Y 5) and the chain
complexes CJ(Y,s) and (1 4 7)Ce(Y, 5) both have homology as. (Y, s). We first
review how the connecting map in the induced long exact sequence is identified
with multiplication by Q. Consider a representative x of a class x € P/IS.(Y ,5).
Consider its image under the map induced by the cobordism (I x Y) \ int(B*)
with cylindrical ends attached, where we look at the solutions converging to the
first negative critical submanifold C_; on the additional incoming S3 end, or,
equivalently the element 771, (x|C_;) obtained from the product map

12: Co(Y,5) ® Co(S?) —> Cu(Y, 5)

by considering the chain C_; on the second factor. As this map induces the identity
in homology, this element is also a representative of x. Recall that C_; is a copy
of §2 on which ; acts as the antipodal map. Denote by D? the upper hemisphere,
and by S = 9D? the equator (notice that the latter is j-invariant). We have then
S§2 = D?U j(D?) = (1 + 7)D?, so that

ria (x| C-1) = iz (x|(1 + 7)) D?) = (1 + )iz (x|D?) = (1 + 1)(»)
where y = ii2(x|D?) € Co(Y, 5). Now, as dx = 0, we have
dy = d(ma(x|D?)) = mp(x|dD?) = iz (x|S")

which is a j-invariant cycle, hence in the image of the inclusion C, Cl(Y,s) —
C.(Y,5). By definition, its class in HS. represents the image of x under the
boundary map in the induced long exact sequence. On the other hand, as S! is a
representative of Q in I/{\S.(S 3) = R, y also represents Q - X.

In a similar spirit, we now provide the proof of Lemma 2.1.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let p be a point in C_;. Then the point p is a cycle
representlng U € HM, (S 3), while p U jp is an invariant cycle representing
02 € HS.(S3). If y € C.(Y.s) represents y € HM,(Y,s), then U -y is rep-
resented by 2 (y|p), while if x € CJ (Y, s) represents x € I:IS(Y, s), then Q2% -y
is represented by 715 (x|p U 7 p). On the other hand we have for x € c/ (Y, s) that

ma(x|p U jp) = ma(x|(1+ j)p) = (1 + j)ma(x|p),

and the result follows. O
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With these simple computations in mind, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Throughout the proof, let us fix a representative x €
c/ (Y, s) of x. We will prove the various statements separately (with the warn-
ing that the proof of (4) builds on the proof of (2)).

Proof of (1). Recall that the action of V on I\{/S. and of U? on ﬁK/I. are both
obtained by multiplication by the second negative critical submanifold C_, on the
additional incoming S3 end. Let

y = a(x|D?) € Cu(Y, 5)

as above, so that its image under 1 + ; is a representative of x, and 9y = 7i5(x|S ')
is a j-invariant chain cycle representing Q -x = 0. Hence we have 175 (x|S1) = 9t
fort € CJ (Y, s). Consider also i (x|C—3), which represents V - x = 0 and hence
is ds for s € CJ (Y, s). Then by definition the triple Massey product (Q,x, V) is
represented by

i (1|C_2) 4 12 (Ss) + iz (S |x|C_p) € CJ (Y. 5).

Consider the image of this cycle in 6.(Y ,5). By adding to it the (non j-invariant)
boundaries
drfiz2(D?|x|C—2)
= 112 (S |x|C2) + o (12 (D?|x)|C—z) + 1tz (D |1z (x| C—2))
and
3172 (D2]s) = ria(S']s) + vz (D2[rita (x| C-s))

we see that 1. ((Q,x, V)) € HM, (Y, s) is represented by

ot + 1h2(D?|%)|C=2) € Co(Y, 5). (7)

As 1 is j-invariant, 1 + ri1,(D?|x) is a cycle in Co(Y, s) whose image under 7,
is a representative of x; furthermore, the chain (7) represents its image under the
action of V' = U?, so that the result follows. A

Proof of (2). Recall from Example 1.8 that Q2 - Q is zero at the chain level.
Consider as above the cycle 71, (x|S?), and let ¢ be a j-invariant chain such that
dt = mo(x|S!), where again we use Q - x = 0. Then the Massey product
(x, 0, 0?) is by definition represented by

iy (t|p U g p) + ms(t|SYp U yp)

~ ®)
= (1+ )0zt p) + 13 (x[S1[p)) € (1 + ))Ca(Y. 5).
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Of the two natural disks D? and j D? whose boundary is S!, we can assume
without loss of generality that 7i1,(D?|p) = 0. Adding then to the expression
above

A[(1 + /) (i3 (x| D?|p)] = (1 + ) (i3 (x|S | p) + iz (2 (x| D?)| p))
we see that the Massey product is represented by
(1 + )izt + mz(x|D?)[p)].

Now ¢ + 5 (x|D?) € Co(Y,5) is again a cycle mapping to a representative of x,
and the result follows. A

Proof of (3). As 0% -x = 0, by Lemma 2.1 we can consider z € CJ (Y, s) such
that 3z = i, (x|p U J p). Then by definition the Massey product (x, 02, Q) is
represented by

M2 (z|SY) + ms(x|p U yp|SY) € CJ (Y. 5).

Consider its image under the inclusion in 6.(Y, 5). Assume 7, (p|D?) = 0, and
set p’ = ri,(j p|D?). We can add the (non j-invariant) boundary

I3 (x|p U jp|D?) = mz(x|p U jp|S) + ma(ma(x|p U jp)|D?) + ma(x|p’).

We see that the image in C.(Y,s) of the triple Massey product is also represented
by

1o (z]S1) + Moz (x|p U g p)|D?) + riia(x|p') = ima(x|p’) + 0z (z| D?),
and the result follows. A

Proof of (4). Suppose (x, Q, Q?) = 0. Then, in the notation of the proof of the
second bullet, we have that

(14 )lia(t + iz (x| D?)| p)] = dw. €))

for some w € (1 4+ 7)Cu(Y, 5) so that for the chain representative in equation (8)
we have

(1+ /) (ha(t|p) 4+ m3 (xS p)) = d(w + (1 + 1)B) (10)
with B = mi3(x|D?|p). As the products Q - 02, 0?- Q and (Q, 02, Q) are zero
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at the chain level (see Example 1.8), the formula (3) for the 4-fold Massey product
greatly simplifies. In particular, we have that (x, Q, 02, Q) is represented by

iz (w + (14 )BIST) + g (x[STp Uy pIST) +ris(t|p Uy pISH).

Let us point out that while in the proof of (2) we worked up to boundaries, it is
important here that we work with the actual chain representative in equation (8)
of the Massey products. We claim that under the inclusion into C, (Y, s) this maps
to the same class as 1, (1 + 112 (x| D?)| p), so that the result follows. Let us choose
again disks D? such that 7i1,(p|D?) = 0 = 11,(D?|p) = 0. Here the two disks
are not the same, but we will not incorporate that in our already heavy notation as
it should not create confusions. We have

ia(x|SplST) = g (x[S'[p|D?) + iz (3 (x| S | p)| D?)
+ i3 (2 (x|S 1) p| D?) + iz (x 13 (S p| D))

and
s (t|p|ST) = s (t|p| D?) + ma(ia (1| p)| D) + m3(ma(x|ST)| p| D?).

where we used in both cases 71, (p|D?) = 0. Notice that, regarding the last term
in the first sum, m3(S!|p|D?) is a collection of points, so that 1 + ; of the last
term represents a multiple of Q2 - x = 0; we can ignore the last term. Hence the
image 1. ((x, Q, 02, 0)) € HM, (Y, s) is represented by the cycle

ma(w + (1+ )BISY) + (1 + iz itz (x| ST p)| D?) + iz (i (2] p) | D?)]
= ma(w[S1) + (1 + ))[2(BIST) + 12 (3 (x| S| p)| D?) + rita (2 (¢ p)| D?)].

Notice that

rhz(w|Sl) = n%z(w|8D2)
= Ao (w|D?) + Mz ([(1 + 1) (M2t + iz (x| D?)| p)]| D?),

and, using now 11,(D?|p) = 0,

Ha (s (x|S! | p)| D?) = mia(i3(x|0D?| p)| D?)
= 2 (33 (x| D?| p) + iz (2 (x| D?)| p)| D?).
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Hence ¢ of our cycle has the form (up to boundaries)
ria((1+ )| D?) + (1 + )iz (e + 9B|D?) + 12 (B S1)]
where o = 15 (t + 1mi2(x|D?)| p), or equivalently
iy (Jot| D2 U j D) + 0[(1 + )2 (B D).

Here 715 (ja|D? U j D?) represents the same class as jo. Finally, relation (9)
implies that this is also the class of « itself, and the result follows. A

This concludes the proofs of Theorem 2.2. |

Let us point out some immediate consequences regarding correction terms.
There is a plethora of numerical invariants of homology cobordism of rational
homology spheres that one can in principle extract from the R-module structure
in Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology (these might go under the name generalized
correction terms). On the other hand, the simplest correction term, namely the
Froyshgv invariant §(Y, s) arising from usual monopole Floer homology cannot be
recovered from the R-module structure (see [35]). We briefly recall the definition
of the latter (which is —A(Y,s) in the notation of [17]). We have that, given a
rational homology sphere Y,

HM.(Y,s) =~ F[U™, U]

and that the map 7,: HM. (Y, s) — HM.(Y, ) is an isomorphism in degrees high
enough and vanishes in degrees low enough. We then define

8(Y,s) = %min{deg(x) | x € Im(ix)}.

We have the following characterization of §(Y, s) purely in terms of the Massey
products in Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology. From this, Theorem 3 in the
Introduction directly follows.

Proposition 2.5. Let x be the bottom element of the y-tower which is not in the
image of Q. Then

%(deg(x) —2) ifeither Q*-x # 0o0r (Q, 0%, x) #0,
8(Y,s) =

3 deg(x) otherwise.
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Proof. Let x be the bottom of the element in the y-tower which is not in the image
of Q. By exactness of the Gysin sequence, t«(x) # 0. Furthermore, by comparing
with the Gysin sequence in ge/grees high enough, we see that ¢, (x) is in fact an
element of the U-tower of HM,(Y,s). We claim that U?.,(x) = 0. In fact, we
would have otherwise

0#£U? 14(X) =V - 14(x) = 12(VX),

so that Vx, which is an element in the y-tower, is not in the image of Q, which
contradicts our choice of x. The bottom of the U -tower is therefore given by either
tx(x) or U-14(x). In the latter case, by exactness we have that either U -1, (X) is in the
image of t4, or its image under 7, is non-vanishing. These two cases correspond,
thanks to part (3) of Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 2.1, to respectively (Q, 02%,x) # 0
or Q2 -x # 0, and the result follows. |

In fact, a more natural correction term to study in Pin(2)-monopole Floer
homology (introduced in [35]) is

§(Y,s) = %(min{deg(x) | x € y-towerx & Im Q} — 2)

which, by the discussion above, coincides with either §(Y,s) or §(Y,s) + 1.
Furthermore, §’(Y, s) reduces modulo 2 to —u (Y, 5). While we have

8(—Y,s) = —8(Y, ),

the effect of orientation reversal on §'(Y, s) cannot be described purely in term of
the module structure (see also Remark 1.6). On the other hand, it can be described
in terms of Massey products as follows.

Proposition 2.6. Let x be the bottom element of the y-tower such that either
0?%.x# 0or(x, 02 Q) #0, and set

1
§"(Y,s) = E(deg(x) —2).
Then we have §'(—Y,s) = —§"(Y, ).

The key observation here is that one can use Poincaré duahty and the long
exact sequence (2) to obtain relations between HS (Y) and HS (=Y). As this
will be used repeatedly in the final part of the paper, let us discuss here in detail
the simplest manifestation of these ideas, which is at the core of the proof of
Proposition 2.6.
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Lemma 2.7. There is an element 7z # 0 in degree k in the y-tower of I-\I/S.(Y )
which is in the image of Q if and only if there is an element X # 0 in degree —k
in the y-tower of HSe(—Y) for which 0% -x = 0 and (x, Q?, Q) # 0.

Proof. Let us show in detail the forward implication. Given y € Ir\I/SkH (Y) such
that Q -y is in the y-tower, notice that its image j.(y) in I/{\Skﬂ (Y) is annihilated
by Q. We claim that (j.(y), Q, Q?) is Q2% - V-based. To see this, we notice that
the exactness of the Gysin exact sequence implies that y is not in the image of 7,
while j.(y) is. Comparing this with the exact triangle relating the three flavors of
usual monopole Floer homology, we see by a simple diagram chasing that j.(y)
is in the image of a non U-torsion element w € ﬁlVI.(Y, s). For such a w, we have
that (U -w) € I/{\Sk_l (Y) is Q? - V-based (again by a simple diagram chasing),
and the claim follows by bullet (2) of Theorem 2.2.
Now, the Poincaré duality isomorphisms

HM*(=Y) = HM_;_,(¥), HS*(=Y) = HS_;_.(Y)

provide a natural identification of the two diagrams

AMps 1 (Y) =5 HSppa(Y) HS™*(—Y) «— HM*(-Y)
v o
AM,_; (Y) =5 HSp_y(Y) HS*2(-Y) <“— HM~*2(-Y)

exchanging the role of m, and (*. Under this identification we see therefore
(using the natural cohomological version of Theorem 2.2) that there is an element
*(y') € HSK=2(=Y) for which (:*(y'), Q. 0?) € HS*(-Y) is 0?-V-based. Now,
the cohomological diagram on the right is dual to the homological diagram below:

HS_(—Y) —*— HM_(~Y)

v

HS ¢ 2(=Y) = HM 4 5(-Y)
We can fix an identification

HM*2(~Y) = im(*) @ ker(:*),
and observe that

(U -ker(t™)) = *(U -im(x*)) = 02 - im(z*¥)
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does not contain Q2-V-based elements (as there are no V-based elements in degree
k — 2). We can therefore fix a splitting

HM™*2(—Y) = Fy') & W @ ker(:*)

with the properties that
o *(U - (W @ ker(1*))) does not contain Q? - V-based elements,
o *(U -y')is O? - V-based,
e (* restricted to IF(y’) & W is injective.

On the dual homological diagram, this implies that there exists an element x €
HS_;(—Y) belonging to the y tower such that U - 1.(x) is in the image of i,
and the result follows by Theorem 2.2. The proof of the reverse implication is
analogous. |

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Consider the element z in degree 25’(Y) + 2 in the
y-tower of I\{/S.(Y ), so that it realizes the minimum in the definition of §’. Then
we have that Vz is either zero, or is in the image of Q. In either case, we get
a non-zero element x in the y-tower of P\I/S.(—Y ) in degree —26’(Y) + 2 which
satisfies Q2 - x # 0 in the former case, or 0% -x = 0 and (x, 02, Q) # 0 in the
latter. Finally, the same arguments above show that x indeed realize §”(—Y). O

3. Examples

In this section we discuss several classes of manifolds for which the description of
the Massey products in terms of the Gysin exact triangle from the previous section
is very explicit.

Manifolds of simple type M,. We introduce a special class of homology
spheres which play a central role in Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology. Let us first
discuss the relevant algebraic definitions; these are slightly different according to
whether n is even or odd.

In the case n = 2k, we define

M, = F[[V]] & F[[V]l{4k — 1) & F[[V])(4k —2) & F[[V])/ (V") (4k - 3),

where the action of V respects the direct sum decomposition and the action of Q
maps one column to the one on the right and has maximal possible rank. This
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module can be depicted graphically as

Fary TF - e oo FTF - Ty F F
~— — — ~—>
NS S

k copies

where the arrows in the upper and lower rows represent respectively the actions of

V and Q, and the bottom row corresponds to the F[[V]]/(V*~!) (4k —3) summand.

Let 1 be the generator of the first summand and g v~ be the generator of the second

summand. They lie in degrees respectively 0 and 4k — 1, and are V and Q -V-based.
In the case n = 2k + 1 for k > 0, we define

M, = FI[VI(-2) @ FI[VII(4k + 1) & F[[VI|{4k) & FI[V])/(V*")(4k — 1).

where again the action of V' respects the direct sum decomposition and the action
of Q maps one column to the one on the right and has maximal possible rank.
More visually,

TN TN T N

Faerr  F - i ves FTFT . TF Ty - FOF R
N
F

kcopies

We denote the generator of the first summand by v and the generator of the
second summand by gv~*. They lie in degrees —2 and 4k + 1 respectively, and
are V and Q - V-based.

The following is the key definition of this section (an analogous concept of
manifolds of projective type was introduced in [36]).

Definition 3.1. A homology sphere Y has Pin(2)-simple type M, if there is a
direct sum decomposition as R-modules

HS.(Y) = My (—1) & J
with p«(J) = 0 and no non-trivial Massey products between the two summands.

From the Gysin exact sequence it readily follows that the part of ﬁl\\/I.(Y)
interacting with M, (—1) has the form

F[[UT(-1) & F[[U])/U"(2n —2).
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This implies that if ¥ has simple type M,, §(Y) = 0anda(Y) = B(Y) = n,

0 ifniseven,

1 otherwise,

y(¥) = {
and that the Rokhlin invariant of Y is simply the parity of n.

Surgery on L-space knots. There are several examples of manifolds with sim-
ple type M,, obtained by surgery on a knot in S3 (this should be compared, in the
Heegaard Floer setting, to the results in [13]). Ir\l/what follows, we prefer to work
for notational reasons with the o homologies HS.. Let us introduce a notation
for the standard U and V' -towers

u* = FIU~ UN/FIU]L,
VT =TF[vLVI/EIVIL

where the bottom element lies in degree zero. Recall that a knot K C S? is called
an L-space knot if for large enough r > 0, the manifold S3(K) is an L-space
(i.e. it has vanishing reduced monopole Floer homology HM,). Given an L-space
knot, we have

HM. (S3(K), 50) = UT (~1) & U (—2n) (11)

for some n > 0. Here s, denotes the unique torsion spin® structure. We say in
this case that K has type n. The analogous fact in Heegaard Floer homology is
well known [32], and implies our claim via the isomorphism with monopole Floer
homology (see [19], [2], and subsequent papers). Our key source of examples is
the following.

Proposition 3.2. Let K be an L-space knot of type n. Then the manifold —S?2 | (K)
has simple type M, where —Y denotes Y with the orientation reversed.

Example 3.3. Recall that all positive torus knots have a positive lens space,
hence L-space, surgery. More concretely, the torus knot 7(2,4n — 1) is an
L-space knot of type n, and furthermore S2,(7(2,4n — 1)) is the Seifert space
3(2,4n —1,8n — 1). Therefore, —X(2,4n — 1, 8n — 1) has simple type M,,.

Remark 3.4. In fact, in the setting of the statement above, the same proof will
show that =83 ., .| (K) has simple type M, for k > 0.
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Notice that the Arf invariant of an L-space knot K is the same as the parity
of its type n. The proof of Proposition 3.2 is simpler in the case of Arf = 1,
and essentially follows from the computations involving the surgery exact triangle
in [24]. The proof of the Arf = 0 case is more subtle, and follows from the content
of the unpublished note [22]. We herg/ discuss the main ideas involved for both
cases. We denote by 5’1 /q the group HS.(Sf’/ ; (K)). For each ¢, the main result

of [24] implies that there is an exact triangle

q 3,
AN A+

S1/(g+1)

§1/q

where the maps gfl and E; are those induced by the (spin) cobordisms given by
handle attachments. The key observation is the following.

Lemma 3.5. The composite
quz‘\fqﬁgl/q—>51/q (12)
is given by multiplication by Q.

By contrast, the analogous map in the usual setting of monopole Floer homol-
ogy vanishes, see [18].

Proof. The composition of the two cobordisms is described by the Kirby diagram
in Figure 1. The cobordism from Y;,,(K) to Yo(K) is given by a two handle
attachment along the knot K’, while the following one from Yy (K) to Y7,,(K) is
given by attaching another two handle along a zero framed meridian of K’. If we
trade this second handle for a 1-handle (i.e. adding a dot in the notation of [11]),
we obtain a pair of canceling 1 and 2-handles. Hence the composite cobordism is
obtained from the product cobordism [0, 1]xY; /,(K) by removing a neighborhood
S x D3 of aloop and replacing it by S? x D?2. The result then follows from the
fact that the map induced by S2 x S 2 with two ball removed induces multiplication
by Q (see the proof of Theorem 5 in [24]). O

When K has Arf invariant zero, we have from [24], or more generally [26],
that

So = R(-1) & R, (13)
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K/

D,
/

Figure 1. A handlebody description of the composite of the cobordisms defining the map
By o A,. This link is inside Y7 /4.

where we fix the identification so that so that A3 is an isomorphism onto the first
summand, so that the triangle looks schematically like

F — F
F F —— F
F F —— T

repeated in both directions four-periodically. Here the three columns denote
S3., S5 and S¥ respectively. Lemma 3.5 implies that for ¢ = —1 (or, in general, ¢
odd) the triangle looks like

IF*—>IF

\

\
\

IF4>IF

IF4>IF

repeated in both directions four-periodically.
The final observation is that the isomorphism (11) implies via the Gysin exact
sequence that, setting

RT = HS.(S}) =Vr® Q- V" @ 0%V,

we have _
HS.(SS’(K)) = RT(—1) ® R (—2n).

With this in hand, the proof of Proposition 3.2 in the Arf zero case follows as in
the next example.
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Example 3.6. Consider the case of the torus knot K = T'(2,7), which is an
L-space knot of type 2. We have then the identification of the triangle withg = —1
with

F T TFF
F T F > F
F <
F
\F

where for simplicity we have only depicted Ao, and we have omitted summands
in HS.(S?,(K)) arising from the non-torsion spin® structures on S3(K), as they
do not have interesting Massey products due to naturality. Here the dotted arrow
denotes a Q action, and the horizontal dotted line represents grading zero. The
result then follows from Poincaré duality.

The case in which K has Arf invariant one is significantly simpler. Indeed, in
this case we have

HS.(85(K)) = (V& F[Q]/0%) @ (V ® F[0]/ 0%)(-2).

so that the maps on HS, in the exact triangle are uniquely determined, see [24] for
the details.

Remark 3.7. In fact, we see that H_S.(Sg (K)), where K has Arf invariant 1, has
many interesting Massey products itself. The Gysin exact triangle looks in this

case like 7
F—— T : F

where the solid arrows depict the maps ¢, and 7., while the dotted arrows denote
the actions of Q and U. In light of Theorem 2.2, we see that there are many
non-trivial Massey products of the form (-, 0, Q?) and (-, 02, Q).
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Manifolds of simple type —M,,. Of course, from the view point of the Massey
products discussed in Section 2, manifolds of simple type M,, are not particularly
interesting. On the other hand, the manifolds obtained by orientation reversal, to
which we refer as manifold with simple type —M,,, have a richer structure. For
simplicity we will focus on the case in which # is even. Let us start from n = 2.
The R-module structure for a manifold of type —M, is given by

Fo - F, - F_F__TF

As a notation, we will denote the generator in degree zero by z, while the gen-
erators in degree —2 and —4 by ¢2 and v respectively. For a general manifold
Y of simple type —M,, we will have a decomposition HS.(Y) = —M, @ C as
R-modules, where furthermore there are no non-trivial Massey-products between
the summands. The key observation is the following.

Lemma 3.8. We have the triple Massey products
(z,0,0% =¢*> and (V,z,0)=v.

Proof. We use the Gysin sequence characterization of the triple Massey prod-
uct, Theorem 2.2. The corresponding component in HM, is given by F[[U]] &
F[[U]]/U?. In degrees > —6, the Gysin sequence looks like

where the dotted arrows represent the U action. Consider the element 1 €
F[[U]]. Then comparing with the Gysin triangle in HS., we see that ,(1) = z.
Furthermore Vi.(q?) = t«(q?v) = 0, hence U is not in the image of ¢, and
7+(U) = q?. The second statement follows in the same way. O
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In the case of general even n = 2k, we have that the module structure is given
by the R-module

(F[V](—4k) ® F[V](—4k — 1)) ® F[V](-2) @ Fo[V]/ V"

where the action of Q is injective from the first tower to the second, and from the
second to the third. We will denote the direct sum of the first three terms by Nog.
Graphically, in the case n = 4, M,, is given by

rF - F, - F - F - F F F
~ ~
Denote the generators of the summands by g2, v, gv™ and z. We then have for
example the relations

(2.0,.0%) =q> (V".2,0)=0".

This follows in the same way as Lemma 3.8, using the fact that the corresponding
component in HM, is given by F[U] & F[U]/U?.

Seifert spaces. Another large class of manifolds for which the Massey products
described in Theorem 2.2 can be understood explicitly is given by Seifert spaces.
The main observation here is that we can assume that all irreducible solutions
have odd degree for a suitable choice of orientation (see [31], and also [3] for a
discussion of the more general case of plumbed manifolds).

Example 3.9. Rather than describing a general theory (which would be analogous
to parts of the content of [6]), let us focus on an interesting example (due to Duncan
McCoy) that involves three or more IF[[U]]-summands. Consider the Seifert space
Y = X(13,21, 34). Then, up to grading shifts, we have that

AM.(Y) = F[[U]lo & (F[[U])/U®)11 & (F[[UT)/U%)11 & (F[[U]/U*)o & J 2

where the involution action exchanges the two copies of J®2. As for this orienta-
tion there are only irreducible critical points of odd degree, it is straightforward to
reconstruct the underlying chain complex C.(Y) (where we forget about the J ®2
summand as it is irrelevant for our purposes):

A A A A A A
F F F F F Fo F
1\ [ [ I \
2 e N & R g2
F VT VAT W AF N 2 T
\ N N\ \
SA A S
N o A g S
IF2 IF? IF2 IF2
y
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Here the first row represents the tower corresponding to the reducible solution,
while the second and third rows correspond to the irreducible solutions; the dotted
arrows depict the action of U, while the dashed ones represent the differential
(where each dashed arrow sends the generator of IF to the sum of the generators
of IF2). The natural involution ; fixes the first row and exchanges the summands
in each copy of IF2. Also, we labeled the irreducible generators as F[[U]]-modules
by x, y and their conjugates via ;. The invariant chain complex CJ (Y) is therefore

F F F F F F F F Fp, - F
F \\\AI_F F \\\,\F F \AF
F F *F P

where the two underlined summands are generated by respectively (1 + y)Ux and

(I+7)y. .
The Pin(2)-monopole Floer homology HS.(Y) is then

- F Ty - F F - F Fy - T
> F F F

where the solid arrows denote the O and V actions. From this description, and
the fact that the Gysin exact sequence is the long exact sequence induced by the
short exact sequence of chain complexes (6), one can determine the non-trivial
Massey products. Let us spell out a specific example. Denote the underlined
class in I/{\S.(Y) by z. It is represented by either (1 + j)Ux or (1 + ;)y. The
Massey product (z, Q2, Q) is by Theorem 2.2 a class mapping via ¢, to the class
in }/Il\\/l.(Y) of either (1 4+ 7)U?x or (1 4+ 7)Uy. Each of these generates one of
the IF summands in degree 7. Of course, once we quotient by the image of Q,
they are identified, as their sum is the image of the class in degree 8. Even though
involving a different definition, the Massey product (z, Q, Q?) also consists of the
same two classes, which are again identified under the image of Q2. Finally, we
leave to the reader to identify the dotted arrow with a Massey product of the form

(~0.0%.

4. Some homological algebra over R

In this section, we discuss some homological algebra relevant in the description
of the E2-page of our spectral sequence

Tor}} (M, N)
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for a pair of graded R-modules M and N. Recall from Section 1 that Torf,* arises
in our setting naturally as the homology of the tensor product of M with the bar
resolution of N. While the latter object has nice formal properties, it is quite
unmanageable for actual explicit computations. As the computation of Torf’ . 1S
independent of the choice of projective resolution, we first discuss how to compute
a particularly nice projective resolution of N, called minimal free resolution. As
the name suggests, this will be very efficient in terms of size. On the other hand,
when discussing higher differentials we will need to represent classes in E2 as
elements of the bar complex, and the second part of the section will be devoted to
translating back in this language the construction using minimal resolutions.

While there is in general no satisfactory classification of finitely generated
modules over R, the theory of their resolutions is quite well understood, see for
example [8] and [33] for a more general and detailed treatment. The ring R is
local with maximal ideal m generated by Q and V. Given a graded module L,
we will denote by L the F-vector space L/mL. We say that a graded R-module
homomorphism u: L — L’ is minimal if

e u is surjective;
e ker(u) C mL.

This is equivalent (by Nakayama’s lemma) to requiring that the induced map
i: L — L'is an isomorphism. A graded minimal free resolution of a graded
R-module N is a graded resolution of the form

N g A 2o

where d;: R" — ker(d;—;) C R"i—! is minimal for each i. Here we omit from the
notation the grading shift of each R component. The main result from [8] is the
following.

Theorem 4.1. Every finitely generated R-module N admits a graded minimal free
resolution. Any two minimal free resolutions are (non-canonically) isomorphic.
Furthermore, minimal free resolutions are two-periodic for i > 3 (up to grading
shift), and we have therefore we have the isomorphism

Tor?iﬂ,k_3 (M,N) = Tor?}k (M,N)

Jori = 2.
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For our purposes, the existence statement is the most important, and we now
quickly review the explicit construction. Notice first that for any module finitely
generated module M, there is a minimal map u: R” — M. This can be constructed
by choosing a basis {¢;}, i = 1,...,n of M over F. Lifting these elements to
e; € M provides a minimal

u:R* — M.

Given now an R-module N, choose a minimal map dyp: R*© — N. Inductively,
we can choose a minimal map d;: R" — ker(d;_;), and these form a minimal
resolution.

Let us comment about the rest of the statement. The two-periodicity of the
minimal free resolution is a general consequence of the fact that we are considering
the coordinate ring of a hypersurface, namely the zero set of the polynomial
(03 c F[[Q.V]], see [8] (notice that while several results in the paper do not
hold for finite fields, the results about two-periodic resolutions in Section 5 and 6
hold). Furthermore, the dimension #; is independent of i > 3. Therefore, to each
module N we can associate a matrix factorization

A
FMLWV%fFMLWV

where A and B are the n x n matrices corresponding to dp; and d5; 41 fori > 0,
respectively. These have the property that AB = BA = Q3 - 1.

Given this general discussion, let us provide some concrete examples in which
we describe the minimal free resolution.

Example 4.2. The trivial R-module I (thought of in degree zero) has a projective
resolution

d d d d d.
F< R RPR<ROR<— RPR «— ---

where, in matrix notation, d; = [V Q], and for i > 0 we have

[Q 0}
if iis even,

V 2

di = ) QO
|:Q j| if iis odd.

V.0

This is clearly two-periodic for i > 2.
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Example 4.3. Consider the graded R-module

F . F F F F F
\>IF ~ — ~

This has the minimal free resolution
d d
N2 gy Dqps Loqpa Boga
where
o 0 0 o0
di=|V 0> Q0 0
0 0 VvV 0

and for i > 1 we have

02 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
LV o 00 S _|v.er o o
2= 02 0| 2i+1 0 0 0 0
0o 0 VvV Q 0 0 VvV Q2

Example 4.4. Consider the graded R-module

rFr .- F F F

\)F ~~

This has the minimal free resolution

d d d> d3
NELRAE R 2222 L.

2.0
w=% g

2.0 0
d”:[QV Q]’ dz"“:[g QZ]'

where

and fori > 1

Example 4.5. Consider the module

rF r - - F

—
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This has the minimal free resolution
d d d d
N<ZRL R 2R3

where
dy=[v? ov 0?]

and for i > 1 we have

0 0 0 02 0 0
dri=|V Q 0|, dryt1=|0V 0% 0
o vV Q0 V2 oV Q2

We now discuss how to represent classes in Tori*(M , N) in terms of the bar
resolution. Let us start with the simplest case of Torf, L (I, ), which is well studied
in light of the classical Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence in algebraic topology
(see for example [30]). In this case, recall that for graded algebras A and B over
I there is an isomorphism of graded bimodules

Torf®8 (F, F) = Torf ,(F. F) ® Tor?  (F, F)

which is indeed also an isomorphism of coalgebras. Denoting the bar resolution
by B, this is induced by the map

B(4)® B(B) % B(4® B).

The map EZ is the shuffle map appearing in the proof of the Eilenberg—Zilber
theorem, namely

EZ((a]-++lap) ® (b1]-+-|bg)) = Y _ o]+ leo(p+q)
(p,q)—shuffie o

where
agi) ® 1 ifl <o(i) <p,
Co(i) = . .
1®boiy—p ifp+1<0(i)=<p+gq,

and a (p, q)-shuffle is a permutation o of {1, ..., p + g} such that

o(l)<o@)<---<a(p—1)<a(p)
olpt)<o(p+2)<---<o(ptqg—1) <o(p+q).
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The computation in our case is quite simple:

Tor? (F, F) = Tor! IV (F, F) @ Torf 12/ 2 (F, ).

The group Tor]F[[V]](]F, IF) is non zero only in bidegrees (0, 0) and (1, —4) (gener-

ated by the empty product [] and V respectively), while Tor™ [01/0° (F, ) is non
zero in degrees (2i, —3i) and (2i + 1, —3i — 1) for i > 0. If we define the n-tuple

0, = (0.0%.0.---,0.,0% Q) ifnisodd,
" (02.0.0%---.0.02 Q) ifniseven,

then the generator of Tor]f,[f]/ Q3 (IF, F) in homological degree n is represented
by Q,. Putting these pieces together, we see that Torf’*(IF, IF) is a copy of IF in
the cases in which (i, j) is

e (0,0);
e (2n,—3n) and 2n,—3n —2) forn > 0;
e 2n+1,-3n—1)and 2n +1,—-3n —4) forn > 0.
The generators of Tori*(F, IF) can then be described explicitly in terms of the

shuffle map. Given an ordered n-tuple (ai,...,a,) and an element b in R, we
define their shuffle as

n
sh((ai,...,an),b) = Za1|"'|ai|b|ai+1|"'|an c RO+
i=0

The representatives of the classes described above are given respectively by
o [
e 0>, and sh(Q2n—1,V);

° Q2n+1 and Sh(Q2n, V)

The following picture represents the groups for i < 7, where the top left ele-
ment has bigrading (0,0). It should make apparent the two-periodicity of the
Tor?f, L TF):
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I

F

F

For general Tori*(M , N), we can adapt this approach involving shuffle maps
by taking into account a minimal resolution of one of the two modules. Consider
the minimal free resolution

N Loqgm Dogny B2 gy B oqna

so that Torf, «(M, N) is the homology of the chain complex

1y ®dy 1y ®do

1y ®ds
«~—

M™M M2 M"3 M ...

obtained by tensoring over R with M. Our goal is to define a canonical quasi-
isomorphism {¢; } between the minimal free resolution

gt AL Loqns Logna

and the bar resolution
81 82 83
RIN«—RIRON «— RORQRQN «— -

Of course, the map
1R — RQ N
is given by

X H— 1 ® do(x).
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Suppose now inductively that we are given

@it R — R Q N.
We have d; +1(ej) = )_rjre;, where e; and e;_are the standard bases of R"+! and
R™ respectively. We then define

Qip1: R+ — RITL @ N,

ej — > 1® (rjk - ¢ile})).
This is readily checked to be a chain map, and as the complexes are acyclic in
degrees > 1 it is a quasi-isomorphism. Using this quasi-isomorphism, one can

describe elements in Torf’ . in terms of a minimal free resolution of N. Indeed, if
m = (m;) € M"* is in the kernel of 13y ® dx_;, then it corresponds to the cycle

ij Qur(ej)) e M QRREQN =M @RI N.

Let us discuss this rather abstract construction in a very concrete example.

Example 4.6. Let us generalize the description of Torgi,k (IF, ) in terms of shuffles
to Tori*(M , IF), for any R-module M. We computed above that the minimal free
resolution of IF is given by

do dy d> d3 dy
Fer R RZ=R2 = R2 ...

s

and using the description above one can write explicit representatives for all the
cyclesin Torf, (M, T) as follows. Let us denote by z the generator of I. Forn > 1,
every element of Tor,gi (M, IF) has a representative of the form

X|Sh(Qn—17 V)|Z + y|Qn|z

where d,,—1(x,y) = 0. For example:

e every element in ToriR,*(M , IF) has a representative of the form
x|V]z+y|Qlz

with Vx + Qy = 0, and such an element is zero if and only if x = Qa and
y = Va+ Q?b for some a, b;

e every element in Torgf (M, I) is represented by
alQ|V[z+alV|Q|z +a|0%|Q|z

where Qa = 0 and Va + Q?b = 0, and such an element is zero if and only
ifa= Q?xand b = Vx + Qy for some X, y;
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e every element in Torgz,*(M , IF) is represented by

x|Q?|01V]z +x|Q%|V|Qlz +x|V|0?| 0]z + y|Q|0?|Qlz,

with 02x = Vx+ Qy = 0, and such an element is zero if and only if x = Qa
andy = Va + Q?b for some a, b.

The description then can be generalized to n > 4 in a two-periodic fashion.

5. Connected sums with manifolds of simple type

In this section we study the effect on Floer homology of the connected sum with a
manifold of simple type M, or its opposite —M,,, see Definition 3.1. Of course, if
we are interested only in the information related to homology cobordism contained
in HS., we do not need to consider the additional summand J in Definition 3.1. We
know from the previous section the general recipe to compute the E? page of the
Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence, and the goal of this section is to understand
higher differentials and extensions. There are several different cases to discuss,
and our treatment will combine general results with explicit examples. Before
dwelling in our main cases of interest, let us discuss a warm up example.

Example 5.1. Suppose we have an R-module decomposition }/I\S.(Y )=M D F
without non-trivial Massey products among the two summands. We want to un-
derstand the contribution to }/I\S.(Y #Y) of Tor?}, L (I, ). The latter was described
in detail in Section 4. As d, has bidegree (-2, 1), we see that the only possible
non-trivial d, differentials are from an IF summand in bidegree (2n, —3n) to a I
summand in bidegree (2n — 2, —3n + 1) for n > 2. On the other hand, the former
is generated by

Q20 = 0°|0]--+10%|Q,

and we have that d»(Q>,) = 0. This is a direct consequence of the description of
d> in Lemma 1.4 and the fact that

(0.0%0)=(0%0.0% =0

which follows from Theorem 2.2 (see also Example 1.8). Regarding d3, the natural
generalization of Lemma 1.4 describes it in terms of four-fold Massey products;
and the products (Q, 02, 0, 0?%) = (02,0, 0% Q) = V implies that we have
the differentials

d3(Qi) = sh(Qi-4,V)

for i > 5. Graphically, we see the differentials
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F
F
E
F<« - F
F -~
F’\ \\\
\\.\ ]F
Feo--F
F -
Y\_\ \\\
\\.\ ]F
F ~+--F

repeating in a two-periodic fashion. This implies that the spectral sequence
collapses at the E* page, and (as there is no space for extensions), the final
R-module is a copy of F? in degrees 0 and —1, corresponding to the underlined
[F-summands.

Connected sum with M,;. We observe that the R-module M, has a very nice
2-step graded minimal free resolution

d d
My <~ R(4k —1) ®@ R <— R(—1)
where d, sends, in the notation introduced in Section 3,

(1,0)|—>qv_k,
0,1) —1,

and d; is given in matrix notation by the matrix

Vk
& = [ ]
Q
In particular, the E2-page of the Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence for the
connected sum Y #M; is supported on the first two columns; this implies that

there are no higher differentials, so that E* =~ E?2, and all we need to understand
is the extension problem. Recall furthermore that

Torgf*(lflg.(Y), M) = ﬁgo(Y) Qxr My,
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and, by the discussion in the previous section, Torﬁ*(lr/l'g.(Y), M) is in bijection
with elements x € ker(d;) = ker V¥ N ker Q via the assignment

x — x|VF|gv™* + x| 0]1.

Hence, we need to understand the action of R on such an element. We have the
following.

Proposition 5.2. In the setup above, we have the identity
0 - (xIVFIgv™* +x1Q|1) = (Q.x. VE)|qv™ € EGS.
If Vx # 0, we have
V- x|VEgu™* +x]0|1) = Vx|VE|gv™* + Vx|Q|1 € E,.
while if VX = 0 we have
V- xVEIguT + X101 = (V.x, Q)I1 € EGS..

This implies that the R-module structure of Y #M,;, is determined entirely by
the triple Massey products of the form (Q,x, V¥), which we have described in
Theorem 2.2 in terms of the Gysin exact triangle. Let us discuss a simple example
(see also Section 6 for more examples).

Example 5.3. Let us compute the homology of —M,#M,, using the result above.
The E? page is computed to be, graphically,

rFr ¥r - - ¥ ¥F - F F F

Above the line, we have depicted Torg{’*(—Mz, My) = (—M3) ®x My. The first
row, which is generated over R by v|gv~2 and v|1, consists of based elements.
The first two elements in the second row are z|gv=2 and g?|qv—2; we have
depicted with a dotted arrow the Massey product relating them (whose existence
follows from Lemma 3.8). The solid arrows represent the non obvious R-actions.
Under the line, we represented Tor?%*(—Mz, My), which, by the lemma above,
corresponds to ker V¥ Nker Q = {z}. It is represented by the element z|V 2|gv =2+
z|Q|1, and its image under the action of Q is

Q- (@|V2qv +2|Q|1) = (0,2, V?)|qu™? = v?|gv™2 = vlgv ™,
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as depicted by the dashed arrow. To sum up, the final result is

F F - F F F - F F F
IF7]F---\>]F @
\_/
oo > T

and in particulara = 8 =2,y = 0.
In fact, we have the following more general observation.

Corollary 5.4. The Manolescu correction terms of Y # M}, are determined the R-
module structure of HSe(—Y).

In fact, the proof of the corollary implies that one can in principle write a (not
particularly illuminating) formula for the correction terms of Y #Mj in terms of
the R-module structure of P/I\S.(—Y ). This is again a manifestation of the fact that
one can use Poincaré duality and the long exact sequence (2) to relate ITIE.(Y) and
I/{\S.(—Y), see Lemma 2.7.

Proof. We need to interpret the statement:
(a) there exists X € aS,, (Y) for whichy = (0, x, V¥) # 0 is based

purely in terms of the R-module structure of I:I\S.(—Y). Let us point out first
that, as y is defined up to the image of Q and V*, this implies that there are no
based element such that its image under Q or V* is in the same grading asy.
Now of course p«(x) = 0, so we have x = j.(x/) for X € HS.(Y). If both
0x' = Vkx’ = 0, then we would have by naturality of Massey products

y =(0.x,VF) = (0, ju(x). VF) = ji((Q. X, V),

so y would not be based. This implies that one of the two products is non-zero,
and in fact by exactness of the Gysin sequence it a non-zero element in a tower. In
fact, up to adding to x’ the element in the tower in its same degree, we have shown
that (a) implies the following:

(b) there exists X’ in I\{/Sm(Y) such that V¥x’ = 0 and Ox’ belongs to the tower.

In fact, it is easy to show that the reverse implication also holds. As this condition
might seem slightly obscure, let us point out a simple instance of it. Suppose
I/{\S.(Y) contains x withy = (Q,x,V) # 0is Q - V-based. We represent this
schematically as
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F Fy------- > Fy

B’

F

)

F Ey
F

Here, the left part of the diagram represents I:I/S.(Y), the right part of the diagram
represents Ir/I\S.(Y), and the dashed arrow is the map j.. The underlined elements
represent respectively the tower and the based elements, and the dashed arrow
represents the Massey producty = (Q, x, V). From the picture it should be clear
that the fact that V'x’ = 0 but Ox’ is a non-zero element in the tower is a non-
trivial constraint on the R-module structure of HS,(Y); this is because element
in the tower in the same degree is acted on non-trivially by V.

Finally, using that Ir\I/S'(Y) = ﬁ\S_l_. (=Y) is the dual R-module of }\I/S.(Y),
condition (b) can be rephrased purely in terms of the R-module structure of
}/IS.(—Y ). For example, in the concrete example above this corresponds to the
following: there exists an Q?V-based element in HS_i_m (—=Y) which is in the
image of V' but not in the image of Q. O

The key computations behind Proposition 5.2 are the following two general
lemmas.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose xr = xs = tx = 0 and ry + sz = 0, and consider the
element X|r|y + x|s|z € Tor?{’*. If it survives in the E°°-page, multiplication by t
sends it to (t, X, r)|y + (r, X, s)|z.

Proof. Suppose we have fixed cycles representing the homology classes x,y, z,
r, s, which we denote with the same letter. Choose chains a, b, ¢ such that

da =xr, db=xs, dc =ry+sz, Jd =1x.

Then

X|r|ly + x|s|z + aly + b|z + X|c
is a cycle in the Aqo-tensor product whose image in the E2-page is the class
x|r|y + x|s|z. By definition, the action of ¢ on it is given by the cycle

tX|rly + tx|s|z + taly + th|z + tX|c + m3(¢|x|r)|y + Ai3(t]|X]s)|zZ.
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Now, we have the identities

ad|rly +d|s|z) = tx|r|y + tX|s|z+ dr|y + d|ry + ds|z + d sz,
d(d|c) = tx|c + d|ry + d|sz,
so that summing all the three equations we see that a representative of the action
by ¢ is
(ta +dr +m3(t[x[r))]y + (15 + ds + 3 (t]x]s))|z,

hence the result. O

The second lemma is the following.
Lemma 5.6. Suppose that rx = 0. Then (r,x,r) = 0.

The proof of this lemma is a special case of a more general result involving
generalized Massey products that arise when studying higher differentials of ele-
ments which are not represented by simple tensors (see Lemma 1.4 and the fol-
lowing discussion). The simplest case is the following. Consider classes x and r, s
with xr = xs = 0, where we do not assume rs = 0. Choose chains a, b, ¢ such
that

da =xr, db=xs, 0c=vrs-+sr.

Then the following expression
as + br + xc + m3(x|s|r) + m3(x|r|s) (14)

is a cycle, and we define its homology class to be the generalized Massey product
(x|r, s). We then have the following.

Lemma 5.7. Given classes x,r and s as above, we have (x|r,s) = (r,X, s).

For example, for —M, the identity

(z|Q.V)=(0.z.V) =¢*
holds, see Lemma 3.8.

Proof. Letus first spell out some details implicit in the construction of the A -bi-
module structure in [23]. Suppose the family of metrics and perturbations has been
chosen so that the A,-module structure {7, } is defined (this takes as input an em-
bedded ball in Y). The As-bimodule structure takes as input a second embedded
ball, disjoint from the first. Then, by suitably pulling back via a family of iso-
topies (as in the construction of [23]) the metric used to define {r,} for our new
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data (defined by the second embedded ball), we see that we can assume that our
multiplication satisfies 15,1 (d|y) = m1,2(y|d) for all choices of d € CJ(S3) and
y € CJ(Y). Notice that this does not imply that the multiplication x5 on CJ (S3)
is commutative at the chain level (rather than just commutative up to homotopy),
as the data on S3 has been fixed a priori. The implication for our purposes is that,
once this choice of data is made, we have that (r, x, s) is represented by

as + rb 4+ ms(r|x|s),

where we are using the notation introduced above. To show that this cycle is
cobordant to the one in equation (14), let us consider a family of metrics and
perturbations on the manifold with cylindrical ends

(I x Y \ (int D* 1T int D*))*

parameterized by a hexagon as in Figure 2, and consider the chain obtained by
taking fibered products on the incoming end with x,r and s. We provide a
sketchy description of the metrics and perturbations involved - the details of the
construction are very similar to those in [23]. The thick edges of the hexagon
H correspond to stretching along the three pairs of hypersurfaces on the right of
the figure, and taking fibered products one obtains the chains 3 (x|r|s), #13(X|s|r)
and 71, » (r|x|s) respectively. The top thin edge corresponds to a metric in which
the top hypersurface is stretched to infinity, and we perform a chain homotopy
realizing the commutativity of u, on CJ(83); the corresponding chain is c¢. The
bottom thin lines correspond to a chain homotopy between 11, ; and r1; » with
one of the diagonal hypersurfaces stretched to infinity; as discussed above we can
choose such a chain homotopy to be induced by an isotopy of metrics, so that
the chains in consideration will just be I x (xr)s and I x (xs)r, hence they are
zero in our chain complex (as they are small, see Section 1). The boundary of the
hexagon can be filled with a family of metrics and perturbations of the manifold
with cylindrical ends, as the corresponding space is contractible; taking the fibered
product with the moduli spaces parameterized by HH, we obtain a chain whose
boundary (from the discussion above) is 713 (X|r|s) + 73 (X|s|r) + A2 2(7|X|s) +Xc
and the result follows. O

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Given the lemmas above, Proposition 5.2 follows im-
mediately, with the additional observation for the last point that when V'x = 0,
x|Vk|qv™* + x| Q|1 is also represented by x|V |gv~! 4+ x| 0|1, as they differ by the
boundary of x|V [Vk~1|gv=F, O
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x(rs) x(sr)

(xr)s (xs)r

(rx)s r(xs)

Figure 2. On the left, the hexagon H parameterizing the family of metrics and perturbations,
where we have denoted the strata corresponding to each corner. On the right, we have
depicted three hypersurfaces in a doubly punctured I x Y; the top one is a copy of S
while the diagonal ones are copy of Y. Each pair determines a one parameter family of
metrics and perturbations defining higher compositions r3 or #i2 ».

Connected sums with —M»,;. We now discuss the effect of connected sums
with manifolds of type — M, i.e. manifolds obtained by manifolds of type M,y
by reversing the orientation (see Section 3). Of course, the correction terms of
Y# — M are determined by the correction terms of —(Y# — M,) = —Y#M»y,
so that Corollary 5.4 implies in turn that they are determined entirely by the
module structure of I:I\S.(Y). We will explain this fact by a direct inspection of
the Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence.

For simplicity, we will start with the case k = 1, in whichcase —M, = F@® N,
as R-modules. A convenient projective resolution for the trivial module I was
defined in Section 4. The module N also admits a simple two-periodic projective
resolution

ML rer L reR L reREReR L

where, in matrix notation, for i > 0 we have

[Q 0] s
if i is even,
Vv Q2

[QZ 0] if i is odd.
V.0

Here dy sends (1,0) to v and (0, 1) to g2.
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As usual Torg%*(M ,N2) = M ®x N,. Then the general description of gener-

ators of Tori-R*, as given in Section 4, specializes to our case as follows. Define

b, = (02.0.---.0.0% ifnisodd,
" (0,0%,---,0,0% ifniseven.

Lemma5.8. Letn > 1. Then every element of Torfi (M, N>) has a representative
of the form

XlQn|v + x[sh(Q,-1, V)|6]2 + Y|Qn|q2

where d,,(x,y) = 0.

The elements in Torf’ (M, IF) were described in detail in Example 4.6. Con-
sider first an element in Torgf*, which has the form

a=alQ|V[z+alV|Q|z+b|Q?Qlz

where Qa = 0 and Va+ Q?b = 0. Such an element is zero if and only ifa = 0?x
and b = Vx + Qy. Given elements a, b satisfying Qa = 0 and Va + 0%b = 0,
we can define their generalized triple Massey product ¢ (a, b) in the same way as
equation (14). More explicitly, suppose we have chosen chain representatives, and
choose chains r, s such that 3r = Qa and ds = Va + Q2?b. Then ¢(a,b) is the
class of

Vr+ Qs+ m3(Q|Vl]a) + m3(V|Qla) + ri3(Q|Q3|b).

To see that this is a cycle, recall that the product of Q and Q2 is zero at the chain
level. Then the differential on the E2-page is identified with

dr (@) = ¢(a.b)|z + a|((Q. V]z)) + b|(0>, 0. 2)
= ¢(a,b)|z + a|v + b|g>.

where in the last row we used Lemmas 3.8 and 5.7. This easily generalizes to the
case of elements in Tor?f, » With n even. Specializing the discussion of Section 4,
a general element is of the form

a = a|sh(Qn—1.V)|z + b|Qnz

where Qa = 0 and Va + Q0?b = 0, and such an element is zero if and only if
a= Q0%xandb = Vx + Qy. Its differential is then given by
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dr(e) = (a, Q, 0%)[sh(Qp—3.V)|z + ¢(a,b)|Qy—sz

- (15)
+ a|Qn—2|v + alsh(Qn—3, V)|¢* + b|Qn_2|q>.

The key observation to have in mind is that this differential naturally decomposes
in two parts: the one in the first row, which defines an element in Torff_zj* (M. I),
and the one in the second row in Torff_zj* (M, N»). In fact, the latter is the element
corresponding to the pair (a, b) from Lemma 5.8.

An analogous description holds to the odd case too (provided of course
that n > 3). For the sake of clarity, we first write down explicitly the case of
Tor_zf*(M , ). An element in this group has the form

B =xI0%0|V|z+x|0°|V|Q|z+x|V|0?|Qlz +y|0|0%Qlz

where 02x = 0 and Vx+ Qy = 0. Such an element is zero if and only if x = Qa
andy = Va + 0?b. To a pair x,y like this we can assign a generalized triple
Massey product as in equation (14). We then have (using again the computation
in Lemma 3.8)

d2(B) = (x. 0%, O)|VIz + ¥y (x.¥)| 01z + x| Q*|v + x|V |¢* + y|Qlq*.

In the general case for n odd, we have that the general element of Torfi* (M, ) is

:3 = X|Sh(Qn—lv V)|Z + len|Z,

where x and y are as above. We then have

d>(B) = (x, 0%, Q)Ish(Qn—3, V)|z + ¥ (X, ¥)| Qn—2]2

~ (16)
+ X|Qn—2|v + X|Sh(Qn—3a V)|C]2 + y|Qn—2|q2-

Again, the first row is an element in Tor,gf_z,*(M ,IF), and the second row is the
element in Torff_zj* (M, N,) corresponding to the pair (X, y).
With this discussion in hand, we are ready to prove the following.

Proposition 5.9. The Eilenberg—Moore spectral sequence for the connected sum
with —M, collapses at the E3-page. Furthermore, EP, = 0fori = 2, and all
elements in ET%, have the form X|V'|z + y|Q|z for pairs X,y of elements in M
such that VX + Qy = 0. The action of V and Q on such an element are given
respectively by x|v and y|q>.

From this, it is clear as mentioned in the introduction that the correction terms
of Y# — M, are determined entirely by the module structure of Y.
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Proof. SetM = Ir/I\S.(Y). Let us consider first the part in degree 2n of the E2-page,
i.e.
Tory, (M. —M3) = Tory, (M., Nz) & Tory, (M, F).

For n > 1, both summands can be identified with

_ [0 0], o o0
W—ker[v Q]/lm[v Q2j|

where we think the matrices as acting on M 2. Because of two periodicity, the part
in even grading of the (E?, d») page can be rewritten as the complex

d2 d2 d2 d2 d2 d2
> WeW —-WwWeW —-WeW —..- —>WeW —WaeW.
When thought of as a 2-by-2 matrix, d, is upper triangular, and by (15) above we

see that it has to be of the form

|4 Idw
welt ]

Imposing d7 = 0 we also obtain 4> = 0 and A = B, so that

A ldw
a=[y "]

We want to show that d is exact. Suppose d»(x,y) = 0. Hence, Ax = y and
Ay = 0. Then
A IdW 0 X
d 0, - =
o= 5= [
and the result follows.
The analogous argument holds for the odd part, as for eachn > 1

T0r§n+1,*(M’ _M2) = Torgzn-l—l,*(M’ N2) @ Torgzn-l—l,*(IF’ IF)

each of the summands on the right can be identified with
W' = ker ¢ 0 /im Q* 0
N Vv 02 |Z20)

and d» has an analogous shape, see equation (16). Finally, the R-module structure
can be easily computed using Lemma 3.8 and 5.5. |
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The general case of M5, can be derived with few modifications, so that the ana-
logue of Proposition 5.9 also holds. Let us discuss the key modifications involved.
Recall that as R-modules, Moy = Nox @ F[V]/V*. The module F[V]/ V¥ has
minimal free resolution

d d d d d
FV/VEF <R RORE RPR—— RPR < -
where in matrix notation
dl = |:Vk Q:| ’

and for i > 2 we have

o 07 ...
Vk 02 if i is even,

20
[Q } if i is odd,
vk Q0

while N, has minimal projective resolution

d d d d d
Nk L REREL RGREZ RPRE RPR .

where for i > 1 we have

[Q 0]
if i is even,

5 Vk Q2
i 5 0
|:Qk j| if i is odd.
Ve Q

Here dy sends (1,0) to v” and (0, 1) to g2. The result then follows from the
identities from Section 3, (V",z, Q) = v" and (z, Q, Q%) = ¢?, in the same
way as for —M,.

The odd case. We have seen in the previous section that connected sums with
manifolds of type 4= M,y are rather simple to understand. We will discuss the case
in which n = 2k + 1 is odd. Let us first discuss a suitable minimal projective
resolution.

Mk 41 ﬂﬂ%@ﬂzﬁﬂz@ﬂzﬁﬂz@ﬂzﬁy@yﬂ...
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where
i 0
VkQ+1 Q2vk:| ifi= L
B 0
d;i = 0 j| if i is odd > 3,
LV 02
K% 0} s
if i is even,
LV 0

and do maps (1, 0) to v and (0, 1) to gv~*. The computation of the E2 page, from
the general description of Section 4, is the following.

Lemma 5.10. Let m be odd. generators of Tor,j,i’*(M , M1) have representatives
of the form

X|Qm|v + XSh(Qm—ly V)lg + Y|Qm|Q~

where Qx = Vx+QZ2y = 0. Let m be even. Then the generators of Toty, «(M, N1)
have representatives of the form

Xlém|v + X| Sh(Qm—l’ V)lq + lemlq

where Q?x = Vx + Qy = 0. The description ofTorf’*(M, M5y 41) in the case
k > 1 is analogous.

The description of the E°° page is not as straightforward as in the even case.
While the differential on E? can be described as in the even case in terms of
certain generalized Massey products, the spectral sequence does not collapse at
the E3-page in general. On the other hand, because the relation

<QVi, Q2Vj, QVk, Q2Vl> — V1+i+j+k+l

holds, it can be shown that the spectral sequence collapses at the E* page (see
also Example 5.1). Rather than discussing the quite involved general theory, let
us work out in detail a specific example that enlightens the key aspects of the
computation.

Example 5.11. Let us revisit the example of the connected sum M#M; discussed
in [23] from our new perspective. The E? page of the Eilenberg—Moore spectral
sequence is depicted below. Here, starting from the left the i th column represents



360 F. Lin

Torff*, with the element on the top left having bidegree (0, 2). The picture repeats
two-periodically to the right as in Example 5.1:

SSElES
=
=

The first column in Torg%* is generated by the based elements

qlg, qlv, vlv,

while the additional summand @1 is generated by ¢|v + v|g. The elements of the
higher Tor?f* groups can be described thanks to Lemma 5.10. In particular, the
generators of the top summand of each of the first three columns are given by

q10%lg. 0q|Q10%q. q|0*10|Q%q.

The differential d, (described in Lemma 1.4) vanishes thanks to our description of
the Massey products (-, 02, Q) and (-, @, Q?) in Theorem 2.2. On the other hand,
the differential d3 is non-trivial. In the picture, the top dotted arrows represents
d3(q10°%1010%19) = (¢, 0*. 0. 0l +q{Q?. 0. 0%.q) = vlg +qlv
where the Massey product (g, 02, Q, Q%) = v is computed as in Remark 2.4.
Similarly, the other two dotted arrows represent
d3(0q|Q10%1Q10%9) = v|Qlg + 0q|VIg + Qq|Qlv.
d3(q10%1010%1010%1q) = v|Q1Q%lq +q|V|Q%Iq + q1Q*|VIg + q10*Q]v,

and in general the whole two-periodic tail cancels out in this fashion as in Exam-
ple 5.1. This implies that of the Tor??* fori > 1 only the two underlined summands
survive to the £°° page. There is only one non trivial extension, namely

0-(0q|010%|q) = vlq,
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which can be again computed thanks to Theorem 2.2. The final result is therefore
graphically depicted as

sothate =2and =y = 0.

Example 5.12. Consider the connected sum of two manifolds of simple type M.
The computation of the E? page is showed below. The group Torg%* is as usual
the tensor product M3 ® x M3; the first column consists of based elements and is
generated over R by

qv_1|qv_1, qv_1|v, v|v

lying in degrees respectively —10, —3 and 4, while the summands @I are unbased
and are represented by gv ™! |v 4 v|gv~! and its image under V respectively. Again
there is a two-periodic infinite tail as in the case of Torf’ L (I, I); its top generator
in each of the first three columns is given respectively by

q10*Vigv™', 04q|0|0*VIgv~', ¢|0?*0]0*V|qv~".

The main difference in this case is the presence of the extra summand G =~ F,
which is represented by gv=!|Q2?V|qv~1, and corresponds to

_ 0 0
0,gv™1) € ker |:V2 02y |
(see Figure 3.)

From this description, we readily recover the E°°-page as in Example 5.11.

In particular E7; vanishes for i > 3, and of TorX,, i > 1, only the underlined

Jk i,%°
summands survive. The only non-trivial extension is given as in Example 5.11 by

0 -(0q|010°VIgv™") = v?qv~" = vlq.
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Bl F

Figure 3

The Floer homology of M;#M3 then looks like the following:

T TN T

F . . . F . . IF\_?]F . Eo\_?]F\_?]F
G _F _E

Therefore,x = 6,8 =2andy = 0.

Remark 5.13. Recall that for the usual monopole Floer homology we have that

ﬁl\\/l. (Y()#Yl , 50#51) = TOI'],E,[E] (I‘/IM.(YO, 50), Imo (Yl s 51))(1),
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see [23]. Hence the usual monopole Floer homology of M3#M3 is given by
(FIU] @ F[UI/U(5) ® F[U]/U3(10)) @ (F[U]/U3(5))®2.

The first summand is related via the Gysin exact triangle to the first two rows of
our final result, while the second summand to the third row. This last computation
implies the existence of some Massey products relating the three I summands in
the third row of HS,.

6. Connected sums with more summands

In this final section we discuss the proof of Theorems 1 and 2; the key point behind
them is to understand connected sums involving multiple manifolds of simple type
(possibly with both orientations). Let us begin by discussing the correction terms
of connected sums with a given orientation.

Proposition 6.1. Consider for n1 > ny > ny > 1 a connected sum of the form
Y=Y1+Yo+---+ ¥

where Y; has simple type M,;. Then, if ) n; is even, we have y(Y) = 0 and

(n1 +na,mnp) if n1, ny are both even,
(n1 +n—1,n1—1) ifnyisodd and n, is even,
(a(Y),B(Y)) = L .

(ny+ny—1,ny) if ny is even and n» is odd,

(ny +na,ny—1) if n1,ny are both odd.
In other words, a and B are the largest even numbers smaller or equal than n,
and ny +ny respectively. Similarly, if Y n; is odd, we have y(Y) = 1 and « and 8
are the largest odd numbers smaller than n1 + n, and ny respectively.

Proof. This can be computed inductively in the number of summands, using
the description of connected sums with manifolds of simple type discussed in
Section 5. Let us start by considering the Floer homology of a connected sum
My, #M>y, for ki > k,. Recall that we have the identification
Torgz,*(MZ*kl ’ M;kz) = M2*k1 ®:R M2*k2'
The latter can be written as a direct sum of two R-modules, one of which is
FlV] @ F[V](4k1 — 1) @ F[[V][(4(k1 + k2) —2)

17
@ FIV]/VFItk(d(ky + ko) —3) @ F[V]/ V*2(4(ky + ko) — 4), (an
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where the action of Q is not trivial from one summand to the one next to it on the
right when there are two IF summands that differ in degree by one, and the other
is F[V]/ V*2(4k, — 1). The group Tory', is isomorphic to F[V']/ V¥2(4k, —4). In
the case where k1 =2 and k, = 1, Torgi,k can be graphically described as follows:

F . . F F . . F F . Fo F F

\>]F F \>]F \>]F

F

Here the first three rows represent Tor(jf’* (the first two rows being the summand
in equation (17)) while the forth row represents Tor:ﬁ*. For clarity, we have only
depicted the R-actions between elements of different rows. There are no trivial
R-extensions, so that

Ol(Ykl#Ykz) = 2k1 =+ 2k2, IB(Ykl#Ykz) = 2k1, V(Ykl#Ykz) =0,

The general case of a connected sum with all even summands now follows from
this basic computation inductively by taking sums in decreasing order. Notice
that there are no non-trivial Massey products of the form (V*3 x, Q) in the Floer
homology of the connected sum. This implies that when taking a connected sum
with Y5, again only Torg%* has to be taken account when computing correction
terms. From here, a simple computation of the effect of tensoring with My,
implies the claim; in particular, under the assumption k1 > k, > k3, the correction
terms of the result are not affected. Finally, the general case in which also odd
summands are involved, the strategy is the same and the only complication is that
one should also keep track of some non-trivial extensions as in Example 5.12. O

With this computation in mind, we can now prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. As in the proof of the analogous result in [34], we need to
show that a unique factorization property holds. Suppose we have a relation in the
homology cobordism group of the form

[Yn1] +eeet [Ynk] = [le] +eeet [le]

where ny > .-+ > ny and my > --- > m; where [Yy,] and [Y},, ] have simple type
M,; and M, ; respectively. Then we also have a relation of the form

[Ynl] +eeet [Ynk] + [Yl] = [Ym1] +eeet [sz] + [Yl]
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where Y; has simple type M;, and the sum of the indices has changed parity.
Comparing this with the computation of the correction terms in Proposition 6.1,
we conclude that n; = m, and the conclusion follows by induction. O

Before proving Theorem 2, let us discuss some examples of connected sums
where manifolds with both orientations appear.

Example 6.2. Consider M = M #M;, whose relevant part of the homology was
computed in Example 5.11 to be

Here the dotted line represents the triple Massey product (-, Q, Q?), which is
determined by inspecting the Gysin exact sequence as in Proposition 2.5. Consider
now M’ = — (M #M,)#M,. Using the description for connected sums with M,
of Section 5, we see that the relevant part of its Floer homology is given by

F, - F F F
\_? \_)
F \;FO

where the element in degree 2 is the tensor product of the element of degree zero
in the homology of —(M#M;) and gv™'. In particular, it comes with a non trivial
Massey product onto the generator in degree 0, as depicted by the dotted arrow. M
and M’ can be distinguished up to homology cobordism just by looking at Massey
products. Of course, in this case we already know that they cannot be homology
cobordant because M; and M, are linearly independent.

Example 6.3. Let us discuss a slightly more involved example, namely M # —
Ms# — M3. To compute this we will regroup it as My# — (M3#M3). The relevant
part of M3#M; was described in Example 5.12, so that by Poincaré duality (as in
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the proof of Corollary 5.4) the relevant part of —(M3#M3) is

F F IF F IF F F F
~—~ ~—~ ol ~—~
Fg - - - F - « F F-n

Here the elements in the top row are based, while the elements in the bottom row
are not. Denote by x the element in degree zero in the bottom row. We have
highlighted with a dotted line the Massey product (Q, V2x, V) = v3, which will
be needed later. As in the proof of Corollary 5.4, this corresponds to the non-
trivial Q-action into the tower in the HS-to Floer homology of M;#M3;. When
connecting sum with My, Torﬁ* corresponds to the elements in ker V2 N ker Q,
i.e. Vx and V2x. Therefore, they give rise to the two elements

Vx|V2gv™2 + Vx|0|l, V2x|V2|qv™2 + V2x|Q|1. (18)
The action of V' sends the first element to the second, and by Proposition 5.2
the second element is mapped via the action of Q to v3|qgv™2 € Torgz,*. The

computation of the module structure of the connected sum is then readily obtained
from that of Torgz,*, i.e. the tensor product. The relevant part of the final result is

where the underlined IF summands correspond to the classes (18) from Tor:IR,*. We
have in this case

Again, the relevant Massey products can be inferred from both the tensor product
formula or the Gysin exact triangle with

F[[U]] @ (F[IUN/U*)7 @ (FIUN/ U7 @ (FIUN/U?)2

see also Example 3.9.

Going one step forward, we have the following computation.
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Proposition 6.4. Consider integers a > b > ¢ > d > 1, and assume that the
inequality a < b+c+d holds. Then the manifold Y = —Myp— Mp.— M4+ M>,
has

a(Y) =2a —2b,

B(Y)=2a—2b—2c,

y(Y)=2a—-2b—2c—2d,

and of course §(Y') = 0.

Proof. Following the examples above, we start by computing the Floer homology
of My, + M. + M»4, whose relevant part is

F..-F .  .FF --FF . .TFyFTF

d copies ¢ copies b copies

Here the first row corresponds to the based elements, the second row is generated
as an R-module by the leftmost element, and we have only depicted the non-trivial
Q-actions from the first row to the second row. As in the examples above, the
relevant part of —M,p — M>. — M, 4 consists then of the based part

Fp -+ F - Fop F o FF . Fpye FFE ... FFF

b copies ¢ copies
together with an R-summand (which we will denote by L) of the form
Fg - F - .-FF - FF . -FFTF --- FF F

R
b copies ¢ copies d copies

corresponding to the dual of the bottom row of the picture for M,y + My + M>4.
Furthermore, if x is one of the underlined elements, the Massey product (Q, x, V'¥)
is a V-based element provided k is large enough so that V¥x = 0 (this again
follows as in the proof of Corollary 5.4, and corresponds via the dualities to the
arrows in the picture for M,y + My + M, 4). More precisely, if y is the rightmost
underlined summand (Q,y, V¥) = v2+etk=1 provided k > d + 1.

We now need to compute the connected sum of this with M,,. The based
elements in Tor?i* are given by v2+¢|1 (which is V-based), qv?|1 and v2+¢|qv—¢
(which are Q - V-based) and ¢2|1 and qv®?|qv=® (which are Q - V-based). As in
the previous examples, the extensions on the E°°-page can only introduce new



368 F. Lin

V-based elements, so we obtain right away the claimed computations of & and .
Recall that an element in Torff* has the form

x|V qv™ +x|0|1

where V4x = Ox = 0. Furthermore, V¢ maps it to (V¢|x|Q)|1. Now, exactly the
rightmost a —d > 0 underlined summands of L satisfy V¢x = Ox = 0. Denoting
by z the one with highest degree (i.e. the (a — d)-th from the right), we have

Ve (@Vilquv +2|Q|1) = v THL,
where we use that a < b + ¢ + d. From this, the computation of y follows. [

Proof of Theorem 2. The construction in the previous proposition provides us
with examples with «, 8 and y even and § = 0 where « > 0 > y and

a—p=p—y

the last inequality corresponding to the assumption ¢ > d. Given the formula
provided there, it is straightforward to check that for any choice of «, 8 and y
satisfying these constraints, one can find @, b, ¢, d such —M,p — M. — Mg + M>,
has the desired correction terms. The case in which the reverse inequality « — 8 <
B — y holds is obtained by considering the manifolds with opposite orientation
My + My + Myy3 — M>,. The case in which § = 0 and «, § and y are odd is
treated in the same spirit by taking sums —M, — My — Mg + M>;, with some of the
indices e, f, g odd; the details of the computation are analogous to the even case
(and the various examples in this section) and are left to the reader. Finally, the
case of general § is obtained by taking further connected sums with the Poincaré
homology sphere X(2, 3,5): as }/I\S.(Z (2,3,5)) = R(-3) (see [24]), we have

HS.(Z(2,3,5)#Y) = HS.(Y)(-2),

so that all four correction terms are shifted down by —1. O
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