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‡Mathematisches Institut, Ruprecht-Karls-Universität Heidelberg, Im Neuenheimer Feld 288,

69120, Heidelberg, Germany
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1 Introduction

In this book we explore 2-dimensional topological quantum field theories (TQFTs)
and certain algebraic structures that model them. Such algebraic structures are
called Frobenius structures for they all are generalizations of the concept of Frobenius
algebra and they are relatively simple to define and study from a mathematical
perspective, while at the same time they preserve a lot of the formal properties of
quantum field theories that appear in string theory. Let us start by describing the
simplests of cases.

A Frobenius algebra over a field k is a (non-necessarily commutative) associative
algebra A, together with a non-degenerate trace θ : A −→ k. In other words, we
have that 〈x|y〉 = θ(xy) = θ(yx) is a non-degenerate bilinear form. They have
been studied since the 1930’s – specially in representation theory – for their very
nice duality properties [BN37], [Nak39], and [Nak41]. In recent times the surprising
connection found to topological quantum field theories has made them subject of
renewed interest. In this book most Frobenius algebras will be (graded) commutative
(or super commutative).

Every finite group G provides us with the basic example, the center of the group
algebra A = C[G] with the trace θ (

∑
αgg) = a1

|G| is a Frobenius algebra.
A second important example is the Poincaré algebra associated to every compact

closed manifold M, provided by its cohomology algebra A = H∗(M) with trace

θ(w) =

∫
M
w ,

for w ∈ H∗(M).
Poincaré duality is equivalent to the assertion that this is a Frobenius algebra.
In topology this fact manifests in many ways, for instance, in the existence of

an intersection product in homology that becomes a coproduct in cohomology. The
coproduct ∆ is the composition of the Poincaré duality isomorphism D : H∗(M)

∼=−→
H∗(M) with the dual map for the ordinary cup product µ : H∗(M) ⊗ H∗(M) −→
H∗(M)

A⊗A A
∆oo

A∗ ⊗A∗
D⊗D

OO

A∗
µ∗oo

D

OO

recall here that we are working over a field k.
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If we consider the case of a non-compact manifold M, its cohomology algebra is
no longer a Frobenius algebra, but we may ask ourselves what structure remains. In
this way we arrive at the following definition:

Definition 1.1. A nearly Frobenius algebra A is an algebra together with a commu-
tative coassociative comultiplication ∆ : A −→ A⊗A such that ∆ is an A-bimodule
morphism.

What this means explicitly is that whenever ∆(b) =
∑
i bi ⊗ b ′i we have in turn

that the following equation holds: ∆(ab) =
∑
i(a ·bi)⊗ci. Also if ∆(a) =

∑
i ai⊗a ′i

then ∆(ab) =
∑
i ai⊗ (a ′i · b). We write these identities more compactly as follows:

∆(ab) = a∆(b) = ∆(a)b, (1)

and we call these equations the Abrams’ condition.
Clearly every Frobenius algebra is also a nearly Frobenius algebra. The first

important algebraic result [Abr96] is that a nearly Frobenius algebra is a Frobenius
algebra if and only if ∆ admits a co-unit (or trace). In chapter 3 of this book we
look at Frobenius algebras and nearly Frobenius algebras from the point of view of
an algebraist, and we prove this result. In particular we classify semi-simple nearly
Frobenius algebras.

For ordinary Frobenius algebras there is a striking folk theorem stating that
it is the same to have a Frobenius algebra as it is to have a (1 + 1)-dimensional
topological quantum field theory (TQFT). A TQFT [Ati88] is a rule that assigns to
every topological (real 2-dimensional) oriented surface Σ whose boundary is divided
(according to orientation) into n incoming circles and m-outgoing circles, a linear
map:

ZΣ : A⊗n −→ A⊗m

where A is a fixed (finite dimensional) vector space –the space of states of the theory.
We agree to define A⊗0 = k. As these maps ZΣ run over all surfaces Σ, they must
satisfy certain compatibility conditions, the most important of which states if we
cut up a surface Σ into two smaller surfaces Σ ′ and Σ ′′ in such a manner that the
intersection Σ ′ ∩ Σ ′′ is the same as the outgoing circles of Σ ′ and, in turn, equal to
the incoming circles of Σ ′′; we must have that the operator ZΣ is the composition of
the operators ZΣ ′ and ZΣ ′′ , as in the picture.

We will also request that reflecting a picture Σ in a mirror (changing the orien-
tation) to obtain Σ, change the operator ZΣ by dualizing it:

ZΣ̄ = Z∗Σ

7



Σ’ Σ’’

Σ

ZΣ = ZΣ ′′ ◦ ZΣ ′

Σ Σ

Finally, and without loss of generality, we will assume that the cylinder

S x I
1

corresponds to the identity operator, namely ZS1×I = idA. The structure of a TQFT
on A automatically endows A with the structure of a Frobenius algebra, where we
have the product as the operator induced by the pair of pants and the trace as the
operator induced by the right sided cap:

εμ

A⊗A µ−→ A A
ε−→ k
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It is a fun exercise to show that the following pictures imply commutativity,
associativity, identity and non-degeneracy of the trace.

=

unit axiom

=

commutativity

=

associativity

=

non-degeneracy

If, instead of using (1 + 1)-dimensional surfaces interpolating between, we use
(n + 1)-dimensional manifolds interpolating between n-dimensional manifolds we
arrive at the concept of (n+ 1)-dimensional TQFT.
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Whenever we consider a closed (n + 1)-manifold Σ (with empty boundary), we
define the number ΨΣ ∈ k = A⊗0 by observing that the linear map ZΣ : k→ k if of
the form:

ZΣ(v) = ΨΣx.

The number ΨΣ ∈ k = A⊗0 is called that partition function of the theory (evaluated
at Σ) and it is a topological invariant of Σ.

We motivate this abstract definition by the formalism of Feynman path integrals
in the first two sections of chapter 2. Sections 2.1, 2.2 and 5.1 in this book are
heuristic rather than mathematical, but the results of the rest of this work does
not depend logically on what appears there. They are included for the matter of
exposition.

In physics partition functions are thought of as containing the whole information
of a quantum field theory; however, there are more general topological quantum
field theories which do not have a partition function. We define a positive boundary
topological quantum field theory (TQFT+) just as an ordinary TQFT except that
ZΣ is possibly non-defined whenever the outgoing boundary of Σ is empty. Clearly
every TQFT is a TQFT+ but not conversely. If a Z is a TQFT+ it may not have
a partition function. In chapter 2 of this book, we prove that it is the same to have
a TQFT+ as it is to have a nearly Frobenius algebra. This fact generalizes the folk
theorem that we alluded at before. A TQFT+ is to be thought as a TQFT on a
non-compact background.

Example 1.1. There is a very beautiful example of a (n+1)-dimensional TQFT due
to Dijkgraaf and Witten [DW90, Seg99, CV]. This is a (n + 1)-dimensional TQFT
(AG, ΨG, ZG)n+1 associated to a finite group G. In this model we have:

• F(Y) = [Y, BG] = BunG(Y), where BunG(Y) is the set isomorphism classes of
G-principal bundles on Y. This is called the space of fields of this theory. In
chapter 2, we will explain in more generality what we mean by a field.

• AG(Y) = Maps(BunG(Y),C). Here we remark that BunG(Y) ∼= HomZ(π1(Y), G)/ ∼,
this last bijection being induced by the holonomy of the bundle. The symbol
∼ denotes conjugation.

• For a boundaryless Y we have ZG(Y) = |Hom(π1(Y);G)|/|G|.

• If ∂Y = Z has no output boundary then for each P ∈ BunG(Z) we have:

ΨY(P) =
∑

Q∈BunG(Y), Q|Z=P

1

|Aut(Q)|
∈ C
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Segal has shown that when the dimension of the model is 1+ 1, then we have:

• The Frobenius algebra (AG, θG) associated to (AG, ΨG, ZG)1+1 is isomorphic
to the center of the group algebra C[G], with trace

θG

(∑
g

λgg

)
=
1

|G|
λ1.

• For a boundaryless genus g Riemann surface Σ we have:

ΨΣ = Z(Σ) = |G|2g−2
∑
V

1

(dimV)2g−2

where g is the genus of Σ and V runs through irreducible representations of G.

Example 1.2. Consider any compact, closed manifold M, its cohomology AM :=

H∗(M) is a Frobenius algebra (because Poincaré duality holds). From this we con-
clude that there is a TQFT ZM associated to M. We will return later on to the
construction of this theory from a space of fields. If we consider a non-compact
manifold M, then AM is a nearly Frobenius algebra, and we can construct from this
a positive boundary TQFT.

The most fruitful method to produce examples of TQFTs in dimension 2 is to
consider moduli spaces M of maps from the surface Σ to a background manifold
X. integrating over the (virtual) fundamental class of the space M (also called
obstruction class) one gets rid of the dependance on the map and obtains a bona
fide TQFT. Orbifolds thus play a dual role in this book, for often the moduli space
M is naturally an orbifold, but also we are motivated by the physics to consider
background spaces X that are orbifolds and their virtual fundamental classes. These
are the subjects covered in chapters 5 (virtual fundamental classes) and 7 (orbifolds).

An orbifold X is a space X together with an structure that is very much like
that of a manifold, only that instead of locally looking like Rn, orbifolds locally
look like Rn/G, where G is a finite subgroup of GLn(R). In this book we will often
deal with orientable orbifolds so that we will further have G ⊂ SLn(R) for every
local group G. We will write X|V ∼= [U/G] to indicate that U → U/G ∼= V is a
local chart of X, where U ∼= Rn and G ⊂ SLn(R) is finite. An orbifold could be
of the form X = [M/G] for M a smooth manifold and G a finite group acting by
diffeomorphisms of M, and in this case we follow convention and call it a global
quotient orbifold [Moe02]. We will very often think about the case X = [M/G]. In
chapter 7 we deal with the formalism of orbifolds in a more leisurely manner.
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Topological quantum field theories in dimension 2 on compact backgrounds
[Ati88] associated to orbifolds appeared first in physics [DHVW86, DHVW85]. In
the last decade such theories have become the object of intense study in mathe-
matics, specially since the seminal paper of Chen and Ruan [CR04a]. Chen-Ruan
cohomology is the state space for a TQFT with closed strings on a compact back-
ground [JKK07]. Chen-Ruan cohomology and its variants are covered in chapter
11.

So far we have been dealing only with closed strings while physics teaches us
that introducing open strings with boundary conditions (branes) is a very fruitful
approach. A mathematical axiomatization of general 2-dimensional topological the-
ories with open strings and branes on compact backgrounds was put forward by
Moore and Segal in [MS]. In this book we introduce a generalization to the case of
non compact backgrounds. Both formalisms are dealt with in detail in chapter 4.
These structures are indistinctly called (nearly) Calabi-Yau categories or (nearly)
Frobenius structures, although we favour the latter name. From an algebraist point
of view they are categorical generalizations of Frobenius algebras. The orbifold or
equivariant formalism where we include the action of a global finite group G is
studied carefully in chapter 8.

The remaining chapters deal with important examples of nearly Frobenius struc-
tures.

There is a TQFT+ whose state space is the homology H∗(LM) of the free loop
space LM of any smooth manifold M. This theory was first introduced in [CS]
and studied from the point of view of obstruction classes in [CJ02]. Cohen and
Godin [CG04] proved that this theory is a TQFT+ (nearly Frobenius algebra). It
cannot be made into a TQFT even when M is compact. We give a new proof of
their result. We introduce string topology in chapter 6 and prove that this nearly
Frobenius algebra (TQFT+) can be extended to a full nearly Frobenius structure.
This is closely related to the result of Blumberg, Cohen and Teleman [BCT09].

Chapter 9 deals with the generalization of string topology from a background
manifold M to a background orbifold X. We prove in this chapter that orbifold
string topology [LUX08] admits the structure of a nearly G-Frobenius structure.

While, on a manifold we have that the natural circle action (rotating the loops)
of the circle S1 on LM has as its fixed points (LM)S

1
, the situation is slightly

different for an orbifold X where we have that X ⊂ I(X) = (LX)S
1
. (the localization

principle of theorem 7.37), where I(X) is the inertia orbifold of X, also called the
space of ghost loops of X. We can define a new TQFT+ by considering a sort of
string topology of ghost loops. We call such a theory virtual orbifold cohomology

12



[LUX07]. We prove in chapter 10 that virtual orbifold homology is the state space
of a full nearly G-Frobenius structure.

In chapter 11 we prove that when X is hyperkahler the virtual orbifold coho-
mology of the ghost loop orbifold I(X) is isomorphic to the Chen-Ruan theory of X

providing a link between different theories.
Discrete torsion is a beautiful degree of freedom for orbifold theories. In chapter

12 we motivate gerbes from the point of view of electromagnetic theory; then we
see discrete torsion as a particular case of a gerbe over a orbifold. Then we show
that discrete torsion provides a universal example of a G-Frobenius algebra, and
by tensoring Frobenius algebras, we can twist any G-Frobenius algebra by discrete
torsion providing an algebraic approach to this degree of freedom.

In chapter 12 everything comes together in the study of a beautiful example.
The (naive) symmetric product of a space X is defined often as the topological space
Mn/Sn := M × · · · ×M/Sn. In this book we consider instead the orbifold X :=

[Mn/Sn] := [M × · · · ×M/Sn]. The final chapter of this book is a study of the
whole theory for the orbifold X = [Mn/Sn].

The prerequisites for this book are minimal, all the necessary background should
be covered in the graduate courses in geometry, topology, and algebra for first year
graduate students. The book tries hard to be self-contained, and the distinct chap-
ters can be read mostly independently. We include seven appendices of standard
material to help the novice. We tried to make the book amenable to physicists and
we hope that it may serve as a bridge between researchers in physics and mathe-
matics.

We would like to thank all the mathematicians that influenced this work through
conversations and correspondence, in particular, Alejandro Adem, Ralph Cohen,
Dan Freed, Hugo Garćıa-Compean, Tommaso de Fernex, Samuel Gitler, André Hae-
fliger, Mariana Hain, Nigel Hitchin, Tyler Jarvis, Maxim Kontsevich, Ieke Moerdijk,
Jack Morava, Jacob Mostovoy, Thomas Nevins, Mainak Poddar, Yongbin Ruan,
Graeme Segal, Dennis Sullivan, Constantin Teleman, Ed Witten and Miguel Xi-
coténcatl were very influential in our approach to these questions.

We would also like to thank the institutions that partially funded this work. The
CONACYT partially financed the work of the first three authors and the Alexander
von Humboldt Foundation partially financed the work of the fourth author.

We dedicate this book to Anika, Ayelén, Leonardo, Karla and Luisa. May their
generation overcome the challenges we bequeath them.
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2 Classifying 2-dimensional TQFTs

2.1 Motivation

Let M be R3 the 3-dimensional euclidean space.
Given two points in M, say p and q, we would like to compute the probability

that a particle which starts in p lands in q after certain amount of time T . The
answer is, of course, zero, but we can nevertheless still ask what the probability is
that the particle will be at a distance less than ε from q.

Feynman gave a remarkable formula for the probability [Fey06]. Say that φ is the
initial probability distribution for the position of the particle at t = 0 (meaning that∫
U |φ0| is the probability that the particle is in U at t = 0). Then the probability

distribution |φT | for the position at t = T is given by the path integral :

φT (q) =

∫
Pq

φ0(γ(0))e−ih̄S(γ)Dγ (2)

where
Pq = {γ : [0, T ]→M|γ(T) = q} ⊂ Maps([0, T ],M)

p

q

and

S(γ) =
1

2

∫T
0

|γ ′(t)|2dt.

In the picture we stress the classical (Euler-Lagrange) path minimizing S.
Moreover, if we think of |φt〉 = φ(q, t) as a one parameter family of vectors

(kets) in H = Maps(M,C) (usually thought of as a Hilbert space) then we have that
the main result of Feynman in this case is that φ satisfies the Schrödinger equation.
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We can try to extract the formal structure behind formula 2 as follows:
Consider PT to be a compact 1-dimensional manifold with boundary (namely

P = [0, T ]). We define the fields on a 1-manifold Y to be

F(Y) = Maps(Y,M),

the moduli space of all maps from Y to M. We will return to the subject of mod-
uli spaces below. Moduli spaces are often orbifolds. In any case we will divide
the boundary of Y into two portions that we will call the incoming and outgoing
boundaries

∂Y = ∂0Y
∐

∂1Y.

As part of the structure we need an action map:

SY : F(Y)→ R

which in our case could be given by:

S(γ) =
1

2

∫
Y

|γ ′|2.

We have the following properties:

i) We have restriction maps (forming a correspondence)

F(Y)

π1

$$HHHHHHHHH
π0

zzvvvvvvvvv

F(∂0Y) F(∂1Y)

ii) Whenever we have Y = Y ′ ∪ Y ′′ where Y ′ ∩ Y ′′ = ∂1Y
′ = ∂0Y

′′

•0
Y ′

•T1
Y ′′

•T1+T2

then
SY(γ) = S ′Y(γ|Y ′) + S ′′Y(γ|Y ′′)

iii) We have the following pull-back diagram. The fact that this diagram is carte-
sian implies that we do have a 1-parameter action on H = Maps(M,C) =

15



Maps(F(•),C):

F(Y)

π ′

&&LLLLLLLLLL
π ′′

yyrrrrrrrrrr

F(Y ′)
π0

zzuuuuuuuuu π ′1

%%LLLLLLLLLL
F(Y ′′)

π1

%%JJJJJJJJJ
π ′′0

xxrrrrrrrrrr

F(∂0Y) F(Y ′ ∩ Y ′′) F(∂1Y
′′)

iv) The initial ket1 |φ0〉 evolves along Y according to the formula

|φT 〉 = (πT )!(π
∗
0(|φ0〉) · e−ih̄S)). (3)

We will call this the pull-push evolution formula. It is the fundamental formula
for all that follows and requires some clarification.

– |φ0〉 ∈ H can be seen as an element in Maps(F(∂0Y),C) for ∂0Y = • a
point and hence F(∂0Y) = F(•) = Maps(•,M) ∼= M.

– π∗0(|φ0〉) is an element in Maps(F(Y),C). In fact when we evaluate at
γ ∈ F(Y), we get (π∗0(|φ0〉))(γ) = φ0(γ(∂0Y)) = φ0(γ(0)).

– (π1)! : Maps(F(Y),C) → Maps(F(•),C) is the map that integrates over
the fiber of π1 : F(Y)→ F(•) (which in this example is the path space Pq
and therefore it is given by a path integral). Namely:

((π1)!(Φ))(q) =

∫
Pq

Φ(γ)Dγ

– You may want to think of the exponential term as a sort of Chern class
for a line bundle over F(Y). It causes the integral to become oscillatory,
and when h̄ approaches 0, stationary phase approximation makes the
probability that the particle travels the classical (Euler-Lagrange) path
approach to 1. Feynman designed it with this specific purpose [Fey06].

– Formula 3 is in fact exactly equivalent to formula 2.
1The word ket comes from bracket. So for a given vector space H elements |φ〉 in H itself are

called kets and elements 〈T |; in the dual space H∗ are called bras. The numerical evaluation 〈T |φ〉
ends up being a bracket. The joke is Dirac’s.
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The algebraic abstract structure that we will extract from this is the following.
Define

HY : = Maps(F(Y),C)

then we have

a) We will write H for H(•). To every 0-dimensional manifold we have
associated a vector space H.

b) To every 1-dimensional manifold (say of length T) we have associated a
linear operator

ZT : H→ H

ZT (φ0) = φT .

c) Whenever we glue 1-manifolds, we compose the corresponding linear op-
erators. Namely we have homomorphism from R to GL(H).

The field theory just described is not topological, for the operators depend on the
length T of the 1-manifold. In a topological theory the operators are independent on
the geometry of the 1-manifold and only depend on their topology (hence we only
have two operators: the one associated to the interval, and the number associated
to the circle).

Here we should mention that in string theory we usually start by assuming
that, rather than point particles interacting at singular points, we consider extended
strings as in the following picture:

a

b

c

a

b

c

Particle interaction

String interaction
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In the picture we have a particle a scattering in to a pair of particles b and c, and
the corresponding situation with a string scattering. You should think of this picture
as living inside the ambient space time M. Notice that the string interaction has no
singularity.

Traditionally one thinks of M as a smooth manifold, for example, in general
relativity. Later on we will think instead that the ambient space-time is an orbifold
X. While a (parameterized) string on a manifold can be modeled by an element of
the free loop space:

γ ∈ LM = Map(S1,M),

namely a piecewise smooth map form the circle to M; in an orbifold the definition
of a loop is more intricate, we will come on this issue later. For now let us see what
the basic formal structure is for string interactions.

2.2 Feynman’s Path Integral Heuristics.

The purpose of this section is to provide motivation to the definition of a topological
quantum field theory (TFT) in geometry and topology. The subject has a long and
very interesting history in physics before it entered the mathematician’s language,
where it was incepted primarily though the influence of E. Witten [Wit89]. It was
him who proved that the concept was very fruitful to study a host of mathematical
phenomena in geometry and topology, specifically giving remarkable applications to
knot theory.

Let us start by describing briefly what is usually meant by a quantum field
theory in physics. We start by a space-time M which is a given smooth manifold of
dimension n + 1. We are also given for every manifold M (with boundary) a space
of fields F(M). For every x ∈M, we have (complex valued) local observables of the
form Ox : F(M) −→ C, so that Ox(φ) ∈ C for every field φ ∈ F(M). The notation
Ox(φ) is meant to signify that its value depends on φx, the germ of φ around x.
The most important part of the structure is a probability measure µ on F(M) called
the Feynman measure. All the physics of a quantum system is then contained in the
expectation values 〈Ox〉, and the correlation values 〈O(1)

x1 O
(2)
x2 O

(3)
x3 · · ·O

(k)
xk 〉.

In a great majority of examples we have that

µ = e−iS(φ)Dφ,

where the action S : F(M)→ R if of the form

S(φ) =

∫
M

L(φ,Dφ)dx,
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where L : TM→ R is called the Lagrangian of the theory.
Following Atiyah [Ati88] and Segal [Seg88a],[Seg99] we will extract an algebraic

gadget out of this picture. To do this, notice that whenever we cut up a manifold
M into two submanifolds M1 and M2 with common boundary X as in the picture:

X

M

M

1

2

M

We can use the fact that S(φ) = S(φ1) + S(φ2) where φi is the restriction of φ
to Mi, and roughly write:

ZM =

∫
F(M)

e−iS(φ)Dφ =

∫
F(X)

Z1(ψ)Z2(ψ)Dψ,

where
Zi(ψ) =

∫
φi∈F(Mi), φi|X=ψ

e−iS(φi)Dφi.

Let us denote by HX := Maps(F(X),C). Clearly HX has the structure of a vector
space, and we have that since Zi : F(X) → C, then Zi = ZMi

∈ HX for a n + 1

dimensional manifold Mi with boundary X. In other words, whenever a n + 1

dimensional manifold N has as its boundary a n dimensional manifold X we set:

ZN(ψ) =

∫
φi∈F(N), φi|X=ψ

e−iS(φi)Dφi.

X
N

19



Obtaining in this manner a vector:

ZN ∈ HX.

.
In this way a quantum field theory (of dimension n + 1) provides us with an

assignment X 7→ HX of a vector space for every n-dimensional manifold, and a
vector N 7→ ZN whenever a n+ 1 dimensional manifold has boundary ∂N = X.

We can do a little better. Consider a scattering process. Suppose now that we
think of the manifold as having an initial boundary ∂0N = X0 and a final boundary
∂1 = X1:

NX X10

Let HXi := Maps(F(Xi),C). Then we can write a linear operator of the form:

ZN : HX0 −→ HX1 ,

by the formula:

(ZN(Ψ))(ψ1) =

∫
F(X0)

K(ψ1, ψ0)Ψ(ψ0)Dψ0,

where the kernel K is given by

K(φ1, φ2) =

∫
φ∈F(N), φ|Xi=ψi

e−iS(φ)Dφ.

We should also note that (formally at least) since HX := Maps(F(X),C), then
we have that:

HX1
∐
X2 := Maps(F(X1

∐
X2),C) = Maps(F(X1),C)×Maps(F(X2),C) = HX1×HX2 .
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If, as in the picture above, X0 (resp. X1) can be written as the disjoint union of
its connected components X01

∐
X02 (resp. X11

∐
X12
∐
X13,) then the map

ZN : HX01 ×HX02 −→ HX11 ×HX12 ×HX13 ,

is actually a map

ZN : HX01 ⊗HX02 −→ HX11 ⊗HX12 ⊗HX13 ,

for the required multilinearity conditions are easy to verify.
Also easy to verify is that, whenever we glue two cobordisms N = N0 ∪ N1 as

depicted below:

N

X
X1

0

0 N1

X2

we have that
ZN = ZN1 ◦ ZN0 .

What is quite surprising at first is that for many examples, roughly speaking,
the assignments:

X 7→ HX, N 7→ ZN,

for all X and for all N, contain all the information of the field theory, namely
we can recover all correlations from those mappings. For topological field theories
and 2-dimensional conformal field theories, this is the case. This is great news
for mathematicians since the purported measure on the space of fields F(M) often
does not exists. Nevertheless the assignments do exist and provide a mathematical
definition for the field theories in question.

When the assignment N 7→ ZN depends on the metric of N we refer to the theory
as an Euclidean field theory, when it depends only on the conformal structure we
call it a conformal field theory, and when it only depends on the topology of N we
call it a topological field theory. In the last case the correlations will be independent
of the metric.
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2.3 Topological Field Theories in Dimension 1+1

Michael Atiyah in [Ati88] and [Ati90] defined nD-Topological Field Theory (nD-TFT)
ZA, using the following data:

1. A vector space ZA(Σ) associated to each (n − 1)-dimensional closed manifold
Σ.

2. A vector ZA(M) ∈ ZA(∂M) associated to each oriented n-dimensional mani-
fold M with boundary ∂M.

3. An isomorphism Z(f) : Z(Σ1) → Z(Σ2), where f : Σ1 → Σ2 is an orientation
preserving diffeomorphism.

This data is subject to the following axioms:

(i) ZA is functorial with respect to orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of Σ
and M.

(ii) ZA is involutory, i.e. ZA(Σ∗) = ZA(Σ)∗ where Σ∗ is Σ with opposite orientation
and ZA(Σ)∗ is the dual vector space of ZA(Σ).

(iii) ZA is multiplicative

ZA(Σ1 t Σ2) = ZA(Σ1)⊗ ZA(Σ2).

(iv) ZA(∅) = k, where ∅ is interpreted as the empty (n − 1)-dimensional closed
manifold.

(v) ZA(∅) = 1, where ∅ is interpreted as the empty n-dimensional manifold which
interpolates between two empty (n− 1)-dimensional closed manifolds.

(vi) If f : Σ1 → Σ2 is an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism, then Z(f) : Z(Σ1)→
Z(Σ2) is an isomorphism.

These axioms are meant to be understood as follows: The functoriality axiom
means that an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism f : Σ→ Σ ′ induces an isomor-
phism ZA(f) : ZA(Σ)→ ZA(Σ ′) and that ZA(gf) = ZA(g) ZA(f) for g : Σ ′ → Σ ′′. Also
if f extends to an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism M → M ′, with ∂M = Σ

and ∂M ′ = Σ ′, then ZA(f) takes the element ZA(M) to ZA(M ′). The multiplicative
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axiom is clear. Moreover if ∂M1 = Σ1 t Σ∗3, ∂M2 = Σ3 t Σ2 and M = M1 tΣ3M2 is
the manifold obtained by gluing together the common Σ3-component:

Σ

Σ Σ1 2

3

Then we require:
ZA(M) = 〈ZA(M1),ZA(M2)〉

where 〈 , 〉 denotes the natural pairing coming from the duality map,

ZA(Σ1)⊗ ZA(Σ3)
∗ ⊗ ZA(Σ3)⊗ ZA(Σ2)→ ZA(Σ1)⊗ ZA(Σ2)

defined by a⊗ϕ⊗b⊗c 7−→ ϕ(b)a⊗c. This is a very powerful axiom which implies
that ZA(M) can be computed (in many different ways) by “cutting M in half” along
Σ3.

2.4 Categorical Definition of a TQFT

The first step is to define an appropiate category of cobordisms that permits us to
give a functorial definition of a nD-TFT.

Definition 2.1. Let Σ0 and Σ1 two compact, connected, oriented (n−1)-manifolds,
we say that they are cobordant if there is a n-manifold M, with boundary Σ∗1 t Σ2;
in this case we say that M is a n-cobordism of Σ1 to Σ2.

If we fix a positive integer n, we can construct a category nC̃ob where the
objects are the closed smooth (n−1)-dimensional manifolds, and the morphisms are
the oriented smooth n-dimensional manifolds (n-cobordism). We need to address
whether the composition of two cobordisms of the same dimension is a smooth
manifold. Up to a smoothing process this can be arranged (see [Koc04]). Let be
nCob ′ = nC̃ob/ ∼ where ∼ is equivalence by diffeomorphisms. Let Σ be a closed
submanifold of M of codimension 1. We assume that both are oriented. At a point
x ∈ Σ, let [v1, . . . , vn−1] be a positive basis for TxΣ. A vector w ∈ TxM is called a
positive normal if [v1, . . . , vn−1, w] is a positive basis for TxM. Now suppose Σ is
a connected component of the boundary of M with an specific orientation; then it
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makes sense to ask whether the positive normal w points inward or it points outward
as compared toM. Locally the situation is the following, a vector in Rn either points
inward or outward with respect to the half-space Hn (Hn = {(x1, ..., xn) ∈ Rn : xn ≥
0)}). If a positive normal points inward we call Σ an in-boundary, and if it points
outward we call it an out-boundary. To see that this makes sense we have to check
that this does not depend on the choice of positive normal (or the choice of the
point x ∈ Σ). If some positive normal points inward, it is easy to verify that every
other positive normal at any other point y ∈ Σ points inward as well. This follows
from the fact that the normal bundle is a trivial line bundle on Σ. This in turn
is a consequence of the assumption that both M and Σ are orientable (see Hirsch
[Hir95], theorem 4.4.2). Thus the boundary of a manifold M is the union of various
in-boundaries and out-boundaries. The in-boundary of M may be empty, and the
out-boundary may also be empty. Note that if we reverse the orientation of both
M and its boundary Σ, then the notion of what is in-boundary or out-boundary
remains the same. We will denote by nCob the category nCob ′ where every object
is given an orientation (therefore any cobordism has a direction).

For the next definition we will assume that the reader is familiar with the concept
of monoidal category; if this is not the case, we refer the reader to Appendix 16.

Definition 2.2. An n-dimensional topological field theory is a symmetric monoidal
functor ZC, from (nCob,t,∅,T) to (Vectk,⊗,k,σ).

In all that follows we will further assume that the topological cylinder Σ0 :=

S1× [0, 1] seen as a cobordisms between a circle and itself gets assigned the identity
map by the functor, to wit ZC(Σ0) = id.

Proposition 2.3. Atiyah’s definition and the categorical definition of a TFT coin-
cide.

Proof. Suppose ZA is a TFT in the sense of Atiyah, then for M an oriented n-
dimensional manifold, the next isomorphism gives the correspondence

Ψ ZA(Σ1)
∗ ⊗ ZA(Σ2)

∼−→ Hom(ZA(Σ1),ZA(Σ2))

ZA(M) 7−→ ZC(M)
(4)

where ∂M = Σ∗1 t Σ2. Set ZC(M) := ZA(M); if we identify the image of the
idempotent element ZA(Σ × I) with the identity 1ZA(Σ), then we get a functor
ZC : nCob→ Vectk. This functor is well defined by the functorial and multiplicative
axioms. Moreover, the monoidal structure is given by t→ ⊗ and it is symmetrical
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since ZC(TΣ,Σ ′) = σZC(Σ),ZC(Σ ′).

Conversely, given a symmetrical monoidal functor ZC : nCob → Vectk, if Σ
is a closed (n − 1)-dimensional smooth manifold, set ZA(Σ) := ZC(Σ). For M a
n-dimensional oriented smooth manifold we take

ZA(M) = ZC(M ′)(1) ∈ ZC(ΣIn)∗ ⊗ ZC(ΣOut),

where M ′ is M reversing the orientation to the in-boundary. By hypothesis, we have
ZC(∅) = k. Moreover, the functor ZC is multiplicative and it is independent of the
cut by the correspondence 64. As consequence, the axioms (iii) and (iv) are satisfied.
Clearly ZA(∅) = 1̂⊗ 1. Axiom (v) follows from Ψ(ZA(∅)) = Ψ(1̂⊗ 1) = k. Axiom (i)
is satisfied because ZC factors through differential homotopy classes. Axiom (ii) is
proposition 2.5.

¨

Corollary 2.4. For a Topological Field Theory Z of any dimension and Σ an object
in nCob, the image of Σ under Z is a finite dimensional vector space.

Proof. Let
〈 , 〉Σ : Z(Σ)⊗ Z(Σ∗) −→ k

and
θΣ : k −→ Z(Σ∗)⊗ Z(Σ)

the maps associated to and respectively. Since Z is a TFT, then the next
diagram:

Z(Σ)

'
��

(Z(Σ)⊗ Z(Σ)∗)⊗ Z(Σ)
〈,〉Σ⊗idZ(Σ) // k⊗ Z(Σ)

'
��

Z(Σ)⊗ k
1Z(Σ)⊗θΣ // Z(Σ)⊗ (Z(Σ∗)⊗ Z(Σ))

'

OO

Z(Σ)

is the identity map. Graphically:
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then we have (〈 , 〉Σ ⊗ 1Z(Σ)) ◦ (1Z(Σ) ⊗ θΣ) = 1Z(Σ). For θΣ(1) =
∑
vj ⊗ wj and

a ∈ Z(Σ) then we have:

a
∼−→ a⊗ 1 = (〈 , 〉Σ ⊗ 1Z(Σ)) ◦ (1Z(Σ) ⊗ θΣ)(a⊗ 1)

= (〈 , 〉Σ ⊗ 1Z(Σ))(
∑

a⊗ vj ⊗wj)

=
∑
〈a, vj〉Σ ⊗wj

∼−→∑ 〈a, vj〉Σwj.

Therefore a =
∑
〈a, vj〉Σwj, and consequently {wj} generates Z(Σ), but since k is

at least a division ring, we can extract a basis from the generating set. Now since
every division ring has the property of invariance of dimension then Z(Σ) is finitely
generated with n = rank(A) ≤ | {wj} |.

¨

The simplicity of the definition may be misleading: it is remarkable how much
information a TFT encodes. For example, the fact that the theory only depends on
the topology implies that to the cobordisms

we associate the same linear transformation, which is the identity. This equivalences
are called the zig-zag identities. This simple fact implies that for any n-dimensional
TFT the vector space associated to every object of nCob inherits the structure of a
Frobenius algebra.

Proposition 2.5. Let Z be an n-dimensional TFT, and Σ an n-dimensional ori-
ented closed smooth manifold, then Z(Σ) is equipped with a nondegenerate pairing
and Z(Σ∗) ' Z(Σ)∗.

Proof. Similarly to 2.4 we have that the next diagrams:

Z(Σ)

'
��

(Z(Σ)⊗ Z(Σ∗))⊗ Z(Σ)
〈,〉Σ⊗1Z(Σ) // k⊗ Z(Σ)

'
��

Z(Σ)⊗ k
1Z(Σ)⊗θΣ // Z(Σ)⊗ (Z(Σ∗)⊗ Z(Σ))

'

OO

Z(Σ)
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and

k⊗ Z(Σ∗)
θΣ⊗1Z(Σ∗) // (Z(Σ∗)⊗ Z(Σ))⊗ Z(Σ∗)

'
��

Z(Σ∗)

Z(Σ∗)

'

OO

Z(Σ∗)⊗ (Z(Σ)⊗ Z(Σ∗))
1Z(Σ∗)⊗〈,〉Σ // Z(Σ∗)⊗ k

'

OO

are the identity maps of Z(Σ) and Z(Σ∗) respectively, i.e.

1Z(Σ) = (〈 , 〉Σ ⊗ 1Z(Σ)) ◦ (1Z(Σ) ⊗ θΣ)

and
1Z(Σ) = (1Z(Σ∗) ⊗ 〈 , 〉Σ) ◦ (θΣ ⊗ 1Z(Σ∗))

An easy algebraic exercise proves that 〈 , 〉Σ is a nondegenerate pairing and that the
map

λleft : Z(Σ∗) −→ Z(Σ)∗

y 7−→ 〈x, y〉Σ
is an isomorphism (for we can use that Z(Σ) and Z(Σ∗) are finitely generated).

¨

2.5 (1+1)-Dimensional TQFTs as Frobenius Algebras

Theorem 2.6. There is a canonical equivalence of categories

2D-TFTk ' cFAk

where cFAk is the category of commutative Frobenius algebras.

Proof. We only sketch the proof. We closely follow Moore-Segal [MS] for this. It is
easy to see that a 2D-TFT determines a Frobenius algebra. This is the vector space
A associated to the circle. The next cobordisms induce a product µ : A ⊗ A → A

and a unid u : k→ A.

A +A A A

;

ku:µ:
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The next pictures imply respectively the properties of associativity, commutativity,
unit and non-degeneracy:

 

 
 

=

=

=

=

We need to prove that when we have a commutative Frobenius algebra we can
assign a well defined functor from 2Cob to Vectk, for this first we note that the cate-
gory is generated under composition and disjoint unions by the next five elementary
cobordisms:

; ; ;;

For this fix a 2-dimensional cobordism Σ. It is not hard to associate a linear
operator to a pair consisting of a cobordism together with a decomposition on the
previous five elementary building blocks. The problem is to show that the operator
is independent of the chosen decomposition.

The basic idea of the proof is analogous to the proof of the Poincaré-Hopf theo-
rem, where one embeds the discrete space of triangulations on the continuous space
of vector fields on a manifold and moving around in the space of vector fields one
proves that the Euler characteristic does not depend on the triangulation. Now we
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will embed the discrete space of possible decompositions of Σ into the continuous
space of Morse functions on Σ.

Given a Morse function f : Σ→ R on a 2-dimensional cobordism (with the bound-
aries attaining constant values corresponding to the max and the min of the function
f, and all critical points of Morse type and taking different values) we must associate
a decomposition of Σ. This is easily achieved by cutting up sigma along f−1(t) for
one choice of t between any two consecutive critical values of f.

Moreover every decomposition in elementary cobordisms can be achieved by a
Morse function of this sort. The construction of a well defined functor is possible
because there is a path in the space of Morse functions that joins any pair of Morse
functions associated to a specific cobordism. According to Cerf’s theory [Cer70], two
Morse functions can always be connected by a good path in which every element is
a Morse function except for a finite set which belongs to one of the two following
cases:

1. The function has one degenerate critical point where in local coordinates (x, y)

it has the form ±x2 + y3.

2. Only two critical values of Morse type coincide.

It is understood that in any of the two cases the remaining critical values are
different (for the case 1, they are even different to the degenerate critical points)
and of Morse type. The invariance of the operator associated to Σ in the first case is
implied by the unit and counit axioms; for the second case we must use the identity
for the Euler number:

χ =
∑

(−1)λcλ

with cλ the number of critical points of index λ of its Morse function. Since every
elementary cobordism has at most a critical point of index 0, 1 or 2; then for the
case χ = 2 the cobordism corresponding to the two critical values has Euler number
−2, 0 or 2. When χ = 0 or 2 the only relevant possibilities are the cylinder and the
sphere while for χ = −2 it is just a torus with two holes or the sphere with four holes.
In the case (1, 1, 1) (one entry, genus one and one exit) there is nothing to check,
because, though a torus with two holes can be cut into two pair of pants by many
different isotopy classes of cuts, there is only one possible composite cobordism, and
we have only one possible composite map:

A→ A⊗A→ A.
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Note that the coproduct is just

A

λ

��

∆ // A⊗A

A∗
m∗
// A∗ ⊗A∗

λ−1⊗λ−1

OO

where λ is the corresponding Frobenius isomorphism between A and its dual. For a
commutative algebra is easy to prove that

∆(a) =
∑

aei ⊗ e#
i =

∑
ei ⊗ e#

i a

with {ei} a basis for A and # denotes the dual. For the sphere with four holes
when we have (3, 0, 1) and (1, 0, 3) these cases are covered by the associativity of
the product and coassociative of the coproduct respectively. Finally for (2, 0, 2) it is
enough to prove that it is well defined for all the possible pants decomposition; it is
known that for a compact surface (m,g, n) (meaning m input circles, genus g and n
output circles,) every pair-of-pants decomposition has 3g− 3+m+n simple closed
curves which cut the surface in 2g− 2+m+n pairs of pants, hence for this case we
have only a curve dividing in two pair of pants and then the only possibilities are:

= =

but this is clearly Abrams’ condition 1 from the introduction.

¨

Notice that to have a full proof of the theorem we need the result stating that an
almost Frobenius algebra with a count is exactly the same as a Frobenius algebra.
We will prove this result in the next chapter.

2.6 The Case of Positive Boundaries

We define the category nC̃ob
+

by considering its object to be oriented non-empty
closed smooth (n − 1)-dimensional manifolds, and the morphisms are the oriented
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smooth n-dimensional manifolds(n-cobordism). Notice we do not allow the empty
manifold to be the in-bounday nor the out-boundary. We always have components
on both sides so in the following picture the first cobordism m is allowed while the
second ε is forbidden:

εμ

Let be nCob+ = nC̃ob
+
/ ∼ where ∼ is the relation of diffeomorphism equivalence.

Definition 2.7. An n-dimensional positive boundary topological field theory (TQFT+)
is a symmetric monoidal functor ZC, from (nCob+,t,∅,T) to (Vectk,⊗,k,σ).

Theorem 2.8. There is a one-to-one correspondence between nearly Frobenius al-
gebras and (1+1)-dimensional positive boundary topological quantum field theories.

Proof. We want to show that it is the same to have a positive boundary 2-dim
TQFT (where every connected component of the 2-dim surfaces that represent the
morphisms in Cob+

2 always have non-empty input and output boundaries) as it is
to have a nearly Frobenius algebra (without units). To do this, we must consider
a surface with m > 0 incoming boundary circles, n > 0 outgoing boundary circles,
and genus g which we denote by Σm,g,n. We want to define the maps:

ΨΣm,g,n : A⊗m −→ A⊗n

and to do so we decompose the surface into three types of elementary pieces, namely
pieces that look like pair of pants, cylinders, and inverted pair of pants:

; ;

To do this, it is enough to consider a perfect Morse function over Σm,g,n, that is to
say a function f : Σm,g,n −→ R with isolated critical points x1, ..., xk ∈ Σ and a strict
inequality f(x1) < f(x2) < ... < f(xk). Moreover, we can request that f−1(0) = δinΣ

and f−1(1) = δoutΣ. Let us pick real numbers

0 = t0 < f(x1) < t1 < f(x2) < t2 < ... < f(xk) < tk.
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As all of the tk are regular values we have that f−1(tj) is a union of circles, also
f−1[tj, tj+1] has only one critical point and so f−1[tj, tj+1] is the disjoint union of
elementary pieces. Therefore the function f, together with the choice of t1, ..., tk,
gives a decomposition of Σm,g,n that (by the way) is clearly independent of the
choice of t1, ..., tk.

For a given decomposition of Σm,g,n, a convenient f realizing one such decom-
position can always be obtained from a particular embedding Jf : Σm,g,n ↪→ R3, in
such a manner that

f = π1 ◦ Jf : Σm,g,n
Jf
↪→ R3

π1
↪→ R.

For example consider the following decomposition of Σ4,2,5 obtained by an embedding
Jf:

x2

x3

x6

x7

x10

x8

x9

t1

x4

x11

x5

x1

t 7t 8t4 t6 t9 t5t2t 3t0 t 10t 11

So let us assume that we are given a decomposition of Σm,g,n in elementary pieces.
We can associate a linear mapping

Zm,g,n : A⊗m −→ A⊗n

using only the given decomposition, and the structure of nearly Frobenius algebra
(A,µ,∆) over A. Recall that the multiplication is a map µ : A −→ A ⊗ A and the
comultiplication is map ∆ : A −→ A⊗A.

Using µ and ∆ and the decomposition of Σm,g,n we can construct Zm,g,n by
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associating to every elementary piece a map as follows

7−→ µ : A⊗A −→ A

7−→ idA : A −→ A

7−→ ∆ : A −→ A⊗A

At this moment it is relevant to point at that we can identify two decomposition of
Σm,g,n that differ only by insertion or deletion of cylinders, for example nothing is
gained or lost by the following insertions:

= =

=

The five subdivision of Σ1,0,2 get the same map ∆ : A −→ A⊗A associated to them.
It is at this point that we use both the commutativity of µ and the co-commutativity
of ∆ in order to be able to uncross the cylinders in the case that they are braided.
Therefore from now on we will identify two subdivisions if they differ by the insertion
or deletion of cylinders, even when they are braided (in which case we are allowed
to unbraid them).

To construct the map Zm,g,n we use the symmetric monoidal structure ⊗ and
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the composition. For example to the following decomposition of Σ2,1,2:

Δ

μ

a

b

Id

Id

Δμ

We associate the map Z2,1,2 : A⊗2 −→ A⊗2 given as follows. Write ∆(a) =
∑
i ξi⊗ηj,

then consider the composition

Z2,1,2 : a⊗ b � ∆⊗1 / ∆(a)⊗ b � 1⊗µ / ∆(a)b =
∑
i ξi ⊗ (ηib)

� µ /
∑
i ξi(ηib)

� ∆ / ∆ (
∑
i ξiηib)

Notice that we could decompose Σ2,1,2 in a different manner:

a

b

ΔμΔμ

getting in turn:

Z ′2,1,2 : a⊗ b � µ / ab
� ∆ / ∆(ab) � µ / µ(∆(ab)) � ∆ / ∆(µ(∆(ab)))

Namely Z ′2,1,2(a⊗ b) = ∆(µ(∆(ab))).
Now the Frobenius identity:

∆(a)b = ∆(ab).

Tells us that we can always exchange a portion of the decomposition that looks like

a

b

Δ

μx

x1

2

Id

Id

a⊗ b 7−→ ∆(a)b
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for one that looks like:

a

b

Δμx x12

a⊗ b 7−→ ∆(ab)

Geometrically this has the effect of exchanging the critical points x1 and x2 permut-
ing them.

Algebraically this shows that Z2,1,2 = Z ′2,1,2 for we have

Z ′2,1,2
def
= ∆(µ(∆(ab))) =

= ∆(µ(∆(a)b))) = ∆(µ(
∑

ξi ⊗ (ηib))) =

= ∆(
∑

ξiηib) = Z2,1,2(a⊗ b)

The associativity of the product µ allows one to exchange two left-handed saddle
points of f as follows:

c

b
µx

x1

2

Id

a µ

(ab)c

is the same as

c

b
µx
x1

2

Ida

µ

a(bc)

Correspondingly, the coassociativity of ∆ also permits the exchange of critical points
but the right handed ones:

x
x1

2

Id

Δ=

Id
Δ

Δ

Δ

x2

x1
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We want to show more generally that given Σm,g,n, and a pair of pants decom-
position (and cylinders) the map Zm,g,n defined by the above procedure does not
depend on the chosen decomposition.

Let us start by pointing out that any pair of pants decomposition can be realized
by an f = π1 ◦ J for an embedding J : Σm,g,n ↪→ R3 depending on the decomposition.
Given the combinatorial data of the decomposition we obtain the embedding by
assembling back Σm,g,n on top of a flat wall out of elementary pieces that look like
straight pairs of pants and straight cylinders. All the pair of pants (left sided and
right sided) we use are of some length l = 1 but their height h is allowed to change
arbitrarily, we can stretch a pair of pants horizontally. Cylinders are all of the same
length l = 1. Starting by the combinatorial data of the decomposition we assemble a
3-dimensional model of the surface J : Σm,g,n ↪→ R3 by using the pieces we described,
adding as many cylinders as necessary. At this point we may need to slightly perturb
the embedding to make sure that the Morse function f = π1 ◦ J : Σm,g,n −→ R sat-
isfies f(xi) 6= f(xj) for every pair of critical points xi, xj. The picture below depicts
an example of such perturbation:

l =1
1/2

l =1

Perturbation

x1

x2

x3

f(  ) f(  ) f(  )x1 x2 x3

f(x1) < f(x2) < f(x3)

The previous procedure produces the embedding J : Σm,g,n ↪→ R3 that induces
the given decomposition (up to cylinders) by making a cut in between every two
consecutive critical values, f(xi) < tif(xi+1). We need the extra cylinders to con-
struct the embedding J, but the linear mapping Zm,g,n : A⊗m −→ A⊗n is unaffected
by them. We want to show that Zm,g,n is independent of the initial decomposition.
To do this let us introduce the normal embedding JNormal : Zm,g,n ↪→ R3. In the
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picture below we depict the normal embedding J : Σ4,2,5 ↪→ R3,

x2

x3

x6 x7
x10

x8

x9

t1

x4

x11

x5

x1

t 7t 8t4 t6 t9 t5t2t 3t0 t 10t 11

f(x1) < f(x2) < f(x3) < f(x4) < f(x5) < f(x6) < f(x7) < f(x8) < f(x9) < f(x10) < f(x11)

The dotted lines in the figure indicate the values at which we cut the surface. The
induced pair of pants decomposition of Σm,g,n is called the normal decomposition,
and the corresponding map is ZNormalm,g,n : A⊗m −→ A⊗n. All we need to show for
an arbitrary decomposition with associated linear map Z : A⊗m −→ A⊗n is that
ZNormalm,g,n , and this will imply the independence on the decomposition. Let us start
with an arbitrary decomposition of Σm,g,n; and construct as above its associated
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embedding J : Σm,g,n ↪→ R3 as below:

x1
x2

x3

β1

β 2
β 3

α1

α2

γ
1

γ
2

δ1

δ2

δ

x5x4

x6
x7

x10

x8

x11

x9 δ3

t 0 t 1 t 2 t 3 t 4 t 5 t 6 t 7 t 8 t 9 t 10 t 11

<

f

4

Notice that using the fact that the Euler characteristic satisfies:

• χ(A ∪ B) = χ(A) + χ(B) − χ(A ∩ B)

• χ(S1) = χ(S1 × I) = 0

• χ(Σ2,0,1) = −1

We can conclude that −χ(Σm,g,n) is the number of pairs of pants in any decomposi-
tion, and this in turn is equal to the number of critical points x1, ..., xk for any f = π1◦
J; and therefore we can conclude that the curves α1, α2, β1, β2, β3, γ1, γ2, δ1, δ2, δ3, δ4
are in one to one correspondence with the corresponding curves for the normal em-
beding JNormal. To finish the proof all we need to do is to pull one by one every one
of the curves α1, α2, β1, β2, β3, γ1, γ2, δ1, δ2, δ3, δ4 into normal form. To facilitate
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this we first may need to add as many cylinders as necessary at any given cut point
tk as in the picture below

Add 2 cylinders

Notice that s = m− 1, r = n− 1 and g are topological invariants.
As we pull the curves into normal form one at a time, and each curve has at most
one critical point we got a finite sequence of decompositions, and a finite sequence
of linear mappings

Z0 = Z,Z1, Z2, ..., ZN = ZNormalm,g,n .

To show that Zi = Zi+1 notice that the corresponding decompositions (or rather
embeddings) differ by the crossing of two critical points of f = π1 ◦ Jt (where t is the
time parameter for the time dependent embedding as we pull the curves into normal
form). But then Zi = Zi+1 is ensured by the Frobenius equation, the associativity
of µ and the coassociativity of ∆. This concludes the proof.

¨

We should point out here that the most general version of this type of clas-
sification theory is the Baez-Dolan cobordism hypothesis proved by Jacob Lurie
[BD95, Lur09].
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3 Frobenius Algebras

3.1 Frobenius Algebras

We start with the classical result of F. G. Frobenius from 1903 ([Fro03]) character-
izing the finite dimensional algebras over fields for which the left and right regular
representations are equivalent, which are called Frobenius algebras. We present the
basic characterizations of Frobenius algebras, which was established in 1937-1941 by
R. Brauer, C. Nesbitt and T. Nakayama.

Fix a field k of characteristic zero. A unital k-algebra is a k-vector space A
together with two k-linear maps

m : A⊗A→ A and u : k→ A

called multiplication and unit such that m is associative and u is the unit (u(1) =

1A).

Let A be a finite dimensional k-algebra,
{
a1, a2, . . . , an

}
is a basis of the k-vector

space A, and αijk ∈ k, i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} are the associated structure constants,
that is,

ajak =

n∑
i=1

αijkai

for all j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.
We consider the matrices

L(aj) =
(
L(aj)ik

)
=
(
αijk

)
ik
∈Mn(k), j ∈

{
1, . . . , n

}
,

R(al) =
(
R(al)ik

)
=
(
αikl

)
ik
∈Mn(k), l ∈

{
1, . . . , n

}
,

which determine k-linear maps L : A −→Mn(k) and R : A −→Mn(k), respectively.
We denote also by Rt : A −→Mn(k) the k-linear map such that Rt(a) = R(a)t, the
transpose of the matrix R(a), for any a ∈ A. The maps

L : A −→Mn(k) and Rt : A −→Mn(k)

are representations of the algebra A over k, called by Frobenius the first (left) regular
representation and the second (right) regular representation of A over k, respectively.
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Definition 3.1. A finite dimensional k-algebra A over a field k is said to be a
Frobenius algebra if the first (left) regular representation L and the second (right)
regular representation Rt of A over k are equivalent (for a chosen basis of A over k).

For a finite dimensional k-algebra A over a field k, a k-bilinear form 〈 , 〉 :

A⊗A→ k is said to be associative if 〈ab, c〉 = 〈a, bc〉 for all elements a, b, c ∈ A.
Moreover, a k-bilinear form 〈 , 〉 : A ⊗ A → k is said to be non-degenerate, if for
every nonzero element a ∈ A, the linear forms 〈a, 〉, 〈 , a〉 : A −→ k are nonzero.

We present theorems of R. Brauer, C. Nesbitt and T. Nakayama from [BN37],
[Nak39], and [Nak41] which give a criteria for a finite dimensional k-algebra A to be
a Frobenius algebra, and are independent of the choice of a basis of A.

Theorem 3.2. Let A be a finite dimensional k-algebra over a field k. The following
conditions are equivalent.

(i) A is a Frobenius algebra.

(ii) There exists a non-degenerate associative k-bilinear form 〈 , 〉 : A⊗A→ k.

(iii) There exists a k-linear form ε : A → k such that ker(ε) does not contain a
nonzero right ideal of A.

(iv) There exists an isomorphism λ : A → A∗ of right A-modules, where the dual
space A∗ is an A-module with the action (f↼ a)(b) = f(ab), for all b ∈ A.

Proof. To show the equivalence (i)⇔(ii) we observe that a matrix P =
(
pij
)
ij

de-
termines the k-bilinear form 〈 , 〉P : A ⊗ A → k such that 〈ai, aj〉P = pij for all
i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Conversely, every k-bilinear form 〈 , 〉 : A⊗A→ k is of the form
〈 , 〉 = 〈 , 〉P, where P =

(
pij
)
ij
∈Mn(k) with pij = 〈ai, aj〉 for i, j ∈ {1, 1, . . . , n}.

Let P =
(
pij
)
ij

be a matrix fromMn(k). We claim that the following equivalences
hold:

(1) The form 〈 , 〉P is associative if and only if PL(a) = Rt(a)P for all a ∈ A.

(2) The form 〈 , 〉P is non-degenerate if and only if the matrix P is invertible.

The equivalences (1) and (2) show that the conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent.
(ii)⇒(iii) Let 〈 , 〉 : A⊗A→ k be a non-degenerate associative k-bilinear form.

Define the k-linear form ε : A→ k by

ε(a) = 〈a, 1A〉 = 〈1A, a〉 for a ∈ A.
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(iii)⇒(ii) Let ε : A → k be a k-linear form such that ε(I) 6= 0 for any nonzero
right ideal of A. Define the k-bilinear form 〈 , 〉 : A⊗A→ k by

〈a, b〉 = ε(ab) for all a, b ∈ A

(iii)⇒(iv) We define the k-linear map λ : A→ A∗ such that λ(a)(b) = ε(ab) for
a, b ∈ A.

(iv)⇒(iii) Assume λ : A→ A∗ is an isomorphism of right A-modules. Define the
k-linear map ε : A→ k by ε = λ(1) ∈ A∗.

¨

Lowell Abrams in [Abr96] and Aaron D. Lauda in [Lau05] gave two additional
characterizations of Frobenius algebras. They assumed that the algebra A is com-
mutative to prove these results. We prove, in the next theorem, the same results in
the general possibly non-commutative case (see [Hai06]).

Theorem 3.3. A finite dimensional k-algebra A over a field k (possibly non-commutative)
is a Frobenius algebra if and only if it satisfies one of the next conditions

(1) There are linear maps ∆ : A → A ⊗ A and ε : A → k such that (A,∆, ε) is
a coalgebra and ∆ satisfies the Frobenius identities. Explicitly, the following
diagrams commute:
• The coalgebra axioms

A
∆ //

∆

��

A⊗A

∆⊗1
��

A⊗A
1⊗∆
// A⊗A⊗A

A⊗ k A⊗A1⊗εoo ε⊗1 // k⊗A

A

∼=

::ttttttttttt
∼=

ddJJJJJJJJJJJ
∆

OO

If we note ∆(x) =
∑
x1 ⊗ x2, then for x ∈ A the coalgebra axioms are given

by the next relations

(∆⊗ 1)(∆(x)) =
∑

x11 ⊗ x12 ⊗ x2 =
∑

x1 ⊗ x21 ⊗ x22 = (1⊗ ∆)(∆(x))

(1⊗ ε)(∆(x)) =
∑

x1ε(x2) = x =
∑

ε(x1)x2 = (ε⊗ 1)(∆(x)).

• The Frobenius identities

A⊗A m //

1⊗∆
��

A

∆

��

A⊗A m //

∆⊗1
��

A

∆

��
A⊗A⊗A

m⊗1
// A⊗A A⊗A⊗A

1⊗m
// A⊗A
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i.e.
∑
xy1 ⊗ y2 =

∑
(xy)1 ⊗ (xy)2 =

∑
x1 ⊗ x2y, for x, y ∈ A.

(2) There exists a co-pairing θ : k→ A⊗A and a linear map ε : A→ k such that
the following diagrams commute:

A
1⊗θ //

θ⊗1
��

∆
''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOO A⊗A⊗A

m⊗1
��

k θ //

θ

��
u

$$JJJJJJJJJJJJJ A⊗A

ε⊗1
��

A⊗A⊗A
1⊗m

// A⊗A A⊗A
1⊗ε

// A

Let x ∈ A, if we denote θ(1) =
∑
ξi ⊗ ξj then the Lauda condition is the

following: ∑
xξ1 ⊗ ξ2 =

∑
x1 ⊗ x2 =

∑
ξ1 ⊗ ξ2x,

and ∑
ε(ξ1)ξ2 = 1A =

∑
ξ1ε(ξ2).

Proof. (1) (⇐) We suppose that (A,m,u,∆, ε) is an algebra-coalgebra where ∆
satisfies the Frobenius identities. We define the linear map λ : A → A∗ as
λ = ε ↼, where λ(a)(b) =

(
ε ↼ a

)
(b) = ε(ab). To prove that λ is an

isomorphism we will prove that 1A ↼: A∗ → A is the inverse function, where
1A ↼ f =

∑
f(11)12 with ∆

(
1A
)

=
∑
11 ⊗ 12,

(1A ↼) ◦ (ε↼)(x) = 1A ↼ (ε↼ x) =
∑

ε(x11)12 = x1A = x,

the last identification is because ∆ satisfies the Frobenius identities, and the
other identity(
(ε↼)◦(1A ↼)(f)

)
(x) =

∑
f(11)ε(12x) = f

(∑
11ε(12x)

)
= f(x), for all x ∈ A,

as before, the last identification is because ∆ satisfies the Frobenius identities.

The last step is to prove that λ is a morphism of right A-modules, i.e. the
commutativity of the following diagram

A⊗A m //

ε↼⊗1
��

A

ε↼
��

A∗ ⊗A ↼ // A⊗A∗
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(
(ε↼) ◦m(x⊗ y)

)
(z) =

(
ε↼ (xy)

)
(z) = ε

(
(xy)z

)(
(ε↼ x)↼ y

)
(z) = (ε↼ x)(yz) = ε

(
x(yz)

)
and the commutativity is due to the associativity of the product.

(⇒) Now we suppose that
(
A,m,u, ε↼) is a Frobenius algebra,

{
e1, . . . , en

}
a basis of A and

{
e∗i
}

the dual basis. We define the coproduct ∆ : A→ A⊗A
by

∆(x) =
∑
i

xei ⊗
(
ε↼)−1(e∗i )

It is easy to prove that this coproduct is given by

A
∆op //

ε↼
��

A⊗A

A∗
m∗ // A∗ ⊗A∗

(ε↼)−1⊗(ε↼)−1

OO

• Coassociativity: (∆⊗ 1)∆(x) =
∑
i,j xeiej ⊗ (ε↼)−1

(
e∗j
)
⊗ (ε↼)−1

(
e∗i
)
,

(1⊗ ∆)∆(x) =
∑
i,j xej ⊗ (ε↼)−1

(
e∗j
)
ei ⊗ (ε↼)−1

(
e∗i
)
.

Applying the isomorphism 1⊗ (ε↼)⊗ (ε↼) we need to prove∑
i,j

xeiej ⊗ e∗j ⊗ e∗i =
∑
i,j

xej ⊗ e∗j ↼ ei ⊗ e∗i , (5)

where (ε↼)
(
(ε↼)−1

(
e∗j
)
ei
)

= e∗j ↼ ei. If we prove that
∑
i,j xzej⊗e∗j =∑

i,j xej ⊗ e∗j ↼ z, for all z ∈ A we deduce 64.∑
i,j

xzej ⊗ e∗j

 (w) =
∑

xzeje
∗
j (w) = (xz)

(∑
eje
∗
j (w)

)
= (xz)w.

∑
i,j

xej ⊗ e∗j ↼ z

 (w) =
∑

xej
(
e∗j ↼ z

)
(w) = x

(∑
eje
∗
j (zw)

)
= x(zw).

• Counit axiom:
(
ε⊗1

)
∆(x) =

∑
ε
(
xei
)
(ε↼)−1

(
e∗i
)

= (ε↼)−1
(
(
∑
ε
(
xei
)
e∗i
)

= (ε↼)−1(ε↼ x) = x.(
1 ⊗ ε

)
∆(x) =

∑
xeiε

(
(ε↼)−1

(
e∗i
))

=
∑
xei(ε ↼)(ε ↼)−1(e∗i )

(
1A
)

=

x
∑
eie
∗
i

(
1A
)

= x1A = x
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• Frobenius identities: ∆(xy) =
∑
xyei ⊗ (ε↼)−1

(
e∗i
)

= (x⊗ 1)∆(y).
On the other hand, ∆(x)(1⊗y) =

∑
xei⊗ (ε↼)−1

(
e∗i
)
y =
∑
xei⊗ (ε↼

)−1
(
e∗i ↼ y

)
.

Applying the isomorphism 1⊗ (ε↼) we need to prove that∑
xyei ⊗ e∗i =

∑
xei ⊗

(
e∗i ↼ y

)
.

That is true because(∑
xyei ⊗ e∗i

)
(z) = (xy)

(∑
eie
∗
i (z)

)
= (xy)z = x(yz) = x

(∑
eie
∗
i (yz)

)
= x
∑

ei
(
e∗i ↼ y

)
(z) =

(∑
xei ⊗

(
e∗i ↼ y

))
(z), for all z ∈ A.

(2) It is easy to see that this condition is equivalent to condition (1). Given the
coproduct ∆ : A→ A⊗A we define θ : k→ A⊗A by θ = ∆◦u. We deduce the
commutativity of the diagrams using the Frobenius identities. If we consider
the co-pairing θ : k→ A⊗A we define ∆ : A→ A⊗A as follows

∆ = (1⊗m) ◦ (θ⊗ 1) = (m⊗ 1) ◦ (1⊗ θ).

¨

Yet another characterization of Frobenius algebras is given by a relation between
the coalgebra structure and an isomorphism by the dual algebra and the coalgebra,
as the next result shows:

Theorem 3.4. A is a Frobenius algebra if and only if A is a coalgebra and there
exists an isomorphism φ : A∗ → A of right A∗-modules, where A is an A∗-module
with the action ↼: A∗ ⊗A→ A given by f↼ x =

∑
f
(
x1
)
x2.

Proof. (⇒) Let
(
A,m,u,∆, ε

)
be a Frobenius algebra, then

(
A,∆, ε

)
is a coalgebra.

We define φ = 1A ↼: A∗ → A, note that 1A ↼ is an isomorphism and the inverse
function is ε↼: A→ A∗. We only need to prove that 1A ↼ is a morphism of right
A∗-modules, that is, the next diagram commute

A∗ ⊗A∗ ∆
∗
//

1A↼⊗1
��

A∗

1A↼
��

A⊗A∗ ↼ // A
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1A ↼ ∆∗
(
f⊗ g

)
=
∑

∆∗
(
f⊗ g

)(
11
)
12 =

∑
f
(
11
)
g
(
12
)
13,(

1A ↼ f
)↼ g =

∑
f
(
11
)
12 ↼ g =

∑
f
(
11
)
g
(
12
)
13,

then 1A ↼ is a morphism of right A∗-modules.
(⇐) Let be

(
A,∆, ε

)
a coalgebra and φ : A∗ → A an isomorphism of right A∗-

modules. First, we observe that the morphisms φ : A∗ → A of right A∗-modules are
of the form φ = t↼, for some t ∈ A. To prove this, we only need to check that for
t = φ(ε) we have φ = t↼. We know that the diagram

A∗ ⊗A∗ ∆
∗
//

φ⊗1
��

A∗

φ

��
A⊗A∗ ↼ // A

commutes, then φ
(
∆∗
(
ε⊗ f

))
= φ(ε)↼ f = t↼ f, and ∆∗

(
ε⊗f

)
(x) =

∑
ε
(
x1
)
f
(
x2
)

=

f
(∑

ε
(
x1
)
x2
)

= f(x). Therefore ∆∗
(
ε⊗ f

)
= f and φ(f) = t↼ f, for all f ∈ A∗.

Then we suppose then φ = t ↼ and we define m(x ⊗ y) = xy =
∑

(t ↼
)−1(x)

(
y1
)
y2, for all x, y ∈ A. It is easy to prove that this product satisfies

A⊗A mop //

(t↼)−1⊗(t↼)−1

��

A

A∗ ⊗A∗ ∆
∗
// A∗

(t↼)−1

OO

where mop is the opposite product. Note that, as t ↼ is an isomorphism of right
A∗-modules, the inverse function (t↼)−1 satisfies that

A∗ ⊗A∗ ∆
∗
// A∗

A⊗A∗ ↼ //

(t↼)−1⊗1

OO

A

(t↼)−1

OO

(6)

commutes.

• Unit axiom: We will prove that t = t↼ ε is the unit.

xt =
∑

(t↼)−1(x)
(
t1
)
t2 = t↼ (t↼)−1(x) =

(
(t↼) ◦ (t↼)−1

)
(x) = x

tx =
∑

(t↼)−1(t)
(
x1
)
x2 =

∑
ε(x1)x2 = x,
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• Frobenius identities: (x⊗ 1)∆(y) = ∆(xy) = ∆(x)(1⊗ y).

∆(xy) =
∑

(t↼)−1(x)
(
y1
)
y2 ⊗ y3,

(x⊗ 1)∆(y) =
∑

xy1 ⊗ y2 =
∑

(t↼)−1(x)
(
y1
)
y2 ⊗ y3,

∆(x)(1⊗ y) =
∑

xi ⊗ x2y =
∑

x1 ⊗ (t↼)−1
(
x2
)(
y1
)
y2.

Then ∆(xy) = (x⊗ 1)∆(y).
Note that, if we prove that

∑
(t ↼)−1

(
x2
)
(y)x1 =

∑
(t ↼)−1(x)

(
y1
)
y2, then

we conclude that ∆(xy) = ∆(x)(1⊗ y).
As 6 commutes we have that

(
(t↼)−1(x↼ f)

)
(y) = ∆∗

(
(t ↼)−1(x) ⊗ f

)
(y),

for all y ∈ A∗. Then

f
(∑

(t↼)−1
(
x2
)
(y)x1

)
=
∑

f(x1)(t↼)−1
(
x2
)
(y)

= (t↼)−1
(∑

f(x1)x2

)
(y)

=
(
(t↼)−1(x↼ f)

)
(y)

= ∆∗
(
(t↼)−1(x)⊗ f

)
(y)

=
∑

(t↼)−1(x)(y1)f(y2)

= f
(∑

(t↼)−1(x)
(
y1
)
y2

)
for all f ∈ A∗, and

∑
(t↼)−1

(
x2
)
(y)x1 =

∑
(t↼)−1(x)

(
y1
)
y2.

• Associativity: (xy)z =
∑

(t ↼)−1(x)(y1)(t ↼)−1(y2)(z1)z2 = z ↼ (t ↼
)−1
(
y↼ (t↼)−1(x)

)
, using that 6 commutes we have

(xy)z = z↼ ∆∗
(
(t↼)−1(y)⊗ (t↼)−1(x)

)
=
∑

∆∗
(
(t↼)−1(y)⊗ (t↼)−1(x)

)
(z1)z2

=
∑

(t↼)−1(y)(z1)(t↼)−1(x)(z2)z3

= x(yz).

¨

Definition 3.5. A Frobenius algebra homomorphism φ :
(
A, ε

)
−→ (

A ′, ε ′
)

between
two Frobenius algebras is an algebra homomorphism which is at the same time a
coalgebra homomorphism. In particular it preserves the Frobenius form, in the sense
that ε = φ ◦ ε ′.
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Let FAk denotes the category of Frobenius algebras, and let cFAk denotes the
full subcategory of all commutative Frobenius algebras.

Lemma 3.6. If a k-algebra homomorphism φ, between two Frobenius algebras
(
A, ε

)
and

(
A ′, ε ′

)
, is compatible with the forms in the sense that the diagram

A
φ //

ε
��>>>>>>> A ′

ε ′��~~~~~~~~

k

commutes, then φ is injective.

Proof. The kernel of φ is an ideal and it is clearly contained in ker(ε). But ker(ε)
contains no nontrivial ideals, so ker(φ) = 0 and thus φ is injective.

¨

Lemma 3.7. A Frobenius algebra homomorphism φ : A→ A ′ is always invertible.
In other words, the category FAk is a groupoid and similarly is cFAk.

Proof. Since φ is comultiplicative and respects the counits ε and ε ′ (as well as the
units η and η ′), the dual map φ∗ : A ′∗ → A∗ is multiplicative and respects the
units and counits. But by the preceding lemma an immediate consequence is that
φ∗ is injective. Since A is a finite-dimensional vector space, then φ is surjective. We
already know it is injective, hence it is invertible.

¨

Remark 3.8. Notice that for a fixed algebra structure on A, the set of all compatible
Frobenius algebra structures on A is determined by one, that is, two traces on A
will differ only by an invertible element of the algebra A.

Example 3.1. Let A = k, and ε : A→ k be the identity map of k. Clearly there are
no ideals in the kernel of this map, so we have a Frobenius algebra.

Example 3.2. The field of complex numbers C is a Frobenius algebra over R: an
obvious Frobenius form is taking the real part

C→ R
a+ ib 7→ a.
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Example 3.3. Let A be a skew-field (also called division algebra) of finite dimension
over k. Similarly as for a field, a skew-field has no nontrivial left ideals (or right
ideals), any nonzero linear form A → k will make A into a Frobenius algebra over
k, for example the quaternions H form a Frobenius algebra over R.

Example 3.4. Let A be the space Matn(k) of all n × n matrices over k, this is a
Frobenius algebra with the usual trace map

Tr : Matn(k)→ k

(aij) 7→∑
i

aii

To see that the bilinear pairing resulting from Tr is nondegenerate, take the linear
basis of Matn(k) consisting of Eij with only one nonzero entry eij = 1. Clearly Eji
is the dual basis element to Eij under this pairing. Note that this is a symmetric
Frobenius algebra since two matrix products AB and BA have the same trace. If we
twist the Frobenius form by multiplication with a noncentral invertible matrix we
obtain a nonsymmetric Frobenius algebra.

For example consider Mat2(R) =

{(
a b

c d

)
: a, b, c, d ∈ R

}
with the usual trace

map
Tr : Map2(R) −→ R(

a b

c d

)
7−→ a+ d

We can twist and then take as the Frobenius form the composition

Mat2(R) −→ Mat2(R)
Tr−→ R(

a b

c d

)
7−→ (

a b

c d

)(
0 1

1 0

)
7−→ b+ c

,

the composition is not central, for if we take A =

(
1 0

0 2

)
and B =

(
1 1

0 0

)
then

AB =

(
1 1

0 0

)
and BA =

(
1 2

0 0

)
.

Example 3.5. Let G = {e, g1, . . . , gn} be a finite group, the group algebra A := C[G]

is defined as the set of formal linear combinations
∑n
i=0 cigi, where ci ∈ C, with

multiplication given by the multiplication of G. It can be made into a Frobenius
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algebra by taking the Frobenius form to be the functional

ε : CG −→ C
e 7−→ 1

gi 7−→ 0 for i 6= 0.

Indeed, the corresponding pairing g⊗h 7→ ε(gh) is nondegenerate since g⊗h 7→ 1

if and only if h = g−1.

Example 3.6. Assume the group field is k = C. Let G be a finite group of order n. A
class function on G is a function G→ C which is constant on each conjugacy class;
the class functions form a ring denoted A := R(G). In particular, the characters
(traces of representations) are class functions, and in fact every class function is a
linear combination of characters. There is a bilinear pairing on R(G) defined by

〈φ,ψ〉 :=
1

n

∑
t∈G

φ(t)ψ
(
t−1
)
.

The characters form an orthonormal basis of R(G)with respect to this bilinear pair-
ing, so in particular the pairing is nondegenerate and provides a Frobenius algebra
structure on R(G).

Example 3.7. Let M be a compact, closed, connected, oriented manifold of finite
dimension n. Let us consider the singular cohomology of M and write A := H∗(M).
We can define a counit map ε : H∗(M)→ k by

ε(ϕ) = ϕ
(
[M]

)
=

∫
M
ϕ,

where [M] is the fundamental class of M in homology. This map induces the pairing

〈 , 〉 : H∗(M)⊗H∗(M)→ k

defined by 〈ϕ,ψ〉 = ε
(
ϕ ^ ψ

)
=
(
ϕ ^ ψ

)(
[M]

)
= ϕ

(
[M] _ ψ

)
. Remember that

we have the next isomorphism induced by Poincaré duality

Φ : Hn−k(M)
h→ Homk(Hn−k(M), k)

D∗→ Homk(Hk(M), k)

where h is the map induced by the evaluation of cochains on chains, and D∗ is
the dual of Poincaré duality. Then Φ(ϕ)(ψ) = ϕ

(
[M] _ ψ

)
, this proves that the

pairing is nondegenerate.
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3.2 Nearly Frobenius Algebras

In this section we focus on one of the central objects of study in this book. That
is the structure of nearly Frobenius algebra.

Definition 3.9. An algebra A with product m : A ⊗ A → A is a nearly Frobenius
algebra if there exists a coproduct ∆ : A→ A⊗A that makes the following diagrams
commutative:

1. The coalgebra axioms

A
∆ //

∆

��

A⊗A

∆⊗1
��

A⊗A
1⊗∆

// A⊗A⊗A

If we note ∆(x) =
∑
x1 ⊗ x2, then for x ∈ A the coalgebra axioms are given

by the next relations

(∆⊗ 1)
(
∆(x)

)
=
∑

x11 ⊗ x12 ⊗ x2 =
∑

x1 ⊗ x21 ⊗ x22 = (1⊗ ∆)
(
∆(x)

)
,

(1⊗ ε)
(
∆(x)

)
=
∑

x1ε(x2) = x =
∑

ε(x1)x2 = (ε⊗ 1)
(
∆(x)

)
.

2. The Frobenius identities

A⊗A m //

∆⊗1
��

A

∆

��
A⊗A⊗A

1⊗m
// A⊗A

A⊗A
1⊗∆

��

m // A

∆
��

A⊗A⊗A
m⊗1

// A⊗A

i.e.
∑
xy1 ⊗ y2 =

∑
(xy)1 ⊗ (xy)2 =

∑
x1 ⊗ x2y, for all x, y ∈ A.

Lemma 3.10. Let A be a k-algebra and ∆ : A→ A⊗A a k-linear map such that

∆(x) = (x⊗ 1)∆(1) = ∆(1)(1⊗ x)

for all x ∈ A. Then ∆ is an A-bimodule morphism.

Proof. The linear map ∆ is an A-bimodule morphism if ∆ ◦m = (1⊗m) ◦ (∆⊗ 1)
and ∆ ◦m = (m⊗ 1) ◦ (1⊗ ∆). Let x, y ∈ A then

(1⊗m) ◦ (∆⊗ 1)(x⊗y) = ∆(x)(1⊗y) = ∆(1)(1⊗ x)(1⊗y) = ∆(1)(1⊗ xy) = ∆(xy)

(m⊗ 1) ◦ (1⊗∆)(x⊗y) = (x⊗ 1)∆(y) = (x⊗ 1)(y⊗ 1)∆(1) = (xy⊗ 1)∆(1) = ∆(xy)
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¨

Example 3.8. Every Frobenius algebra is also a nearly Frobenius algebra, but a
nearly Frobenius algebra is a Frobenius algebra only when we have a compatible
counit.

Example 3.9. Let A be the truncated polynomial algebra in one variable k[x]/xn+1.
We will determine all the nearly-Frobenius structures on A.

We consider the canonical basis B = {1, x, . . . , xn} of A. Then the general ex-
pression of a k-linear map ∆ : A→ A⊗A in the value 1 is

∆(1) =

n∑
i,j=1

aijx
i ⊗ xj.

This map is an A-bimodule morphism if

∆(xk) = (xk ⊗ 1)∆(1) = ∆(1)(1⊗ xk), ∀ k ∈ {0, . . . , n}. (7)

The equation (7) when k = 1 is

n∑
i,j=1

aijx
i+1 ⊗ xj =

n∑
ij,=1

aijx
i ⊗ xj+1.

This happens if a0j−1 = 0, j = 1, . . . , n; ai−10 = 0, i = 1, . . . , n and aij−1 = ai−1j in
other case. Then

∆(1) =

n∑
k=0

akn

 ∑
i+j=n+k

xi ⊗ xj


We denote ak = akn. Applying the lemma 3.10 we need to prove that ∆(xk) =(
xk ⊗ 1

)
∆(1) = ∆(1)

(
1⊗ xk

)
to conclude that ∆ is an A-bimodule morphism.

∆(1)
(
1⊗ xl

)
=

n∑
k=0

ak

 ∑
i+j=n+k

xi ⊗ xj
(1⊗ xl) =

n∑
k=0

ak

 ∑
i+j=n+k

xi ⊗ xj+l


=

n∑
k=0

ak

( ∑
i+m=n+k+l

xi ⊗ xm
)

=

n∑
k=0

ak

( ∑
r+m=n+k

xr+l ⊗ xm
)

=
(
xl ⊗ 1

) n∑
k=0

ak

( ∑
r+m=n+k

xr ⊗ xm
)

=
(
xl ⊗ 1

)
∆(1).
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Finally, we need to check the coassociativity axiom: Let xl ∈ A with l ≥ 0.

(
∆⊗ 1

)(
∆
(
xl
))

=
(
∆⊗ 1

) n∑
k=0

ak

 ∑
i+j=n+k+l

xi ⊗ xj
 =

n∑
k=0

ak

 ∑
i+j=n+k+l

∆
(
xi
)
⊗ xj


=

n∑
k,m=0

akam

 ∑
i+j=n+k+l

∑
r+s=n+m+i

xr ⊗ xs ⊗ xj


=

n∑
k,m=0

akam

 ∑
r+s+j=2n+m+k+l

xr ⊗ xs ⊗ xj


(
1⊗ ∆

)(
∆
(
xl
))

=
(
1⊗ ∆)

 n∑
k=0

ak

 ∑
i+j=n+k+l

xi ⊗ xj
 =

n∑
k=0

ak

 ∑
i+j=n+k+l

xi ⊗ ∆
(
xj
)

=

n∑
k,m=0

akam

 ∑
i+j=n+k+l

∑
r+s=n+m+j

xi ⊗ xr ⊗ xs


=

n∑
k,m=0

akam

 ∑
r+s+j=2n+m+k+l

xr ⊗ xs ⊗ xj
.

Then the pair
(
A,∆

)
is a nearly-Frobenius algebra. In particular we have that the

coproduct ∆ is a linear combination of the coproducts ∆k defined by

∆k
(
xl
)

=
∑

i+j=n+k+l

xi ⊗ xj, for k ∈ {0, . . . , n}

that is ∆ =

n∑
k=0

ak∆k where ak ∈ k for all k ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Note that ∆0 is the Frobenis coproduct of A where the trace map ε : A → C
is given by ε

(
xi
)

= δi,n. The other coproducts, ∆k k 6= 0, do not come from a
Frobenius algebra structure. That is, it does not exist a trace map ε : A → A ⊗ A
such that

(
A,∆k, ε

)
is a Frobenius algebra for k = 1, . . . , n.

m(ε⊗ 1)
(
∆k
(
xl
))

=
∑

i+j=n+k+l

ε
(
xi
)
xj,

with j > l, so m(ε⊗ 1)∆k
(
xl
)
6= xl.

Example 3.10. Let A be the algebra C
[[
x, x−1

]]
of formal Laurent series. Consider

the coproducts given by:
∆j
(
xi
)

=
∑

k+l=i+j

xk ⊗ xl.
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These coproducts define nearly Frobenius structures that do not come from a Frobe-
nius structure.

Example 3.11. The Poincaré algebra A := H∗(M) of a non-compact manifold M is
a nearly Frobenius algebra. Consider the diagram:

M
∆ //

∆
��

M×M
1×∆
��

M×M
∆×1
//M×M×M

Using transversality we have that:

(∆× 1)∗(1× ∆)! = ∆!∆∗,

where ∆∗ : H∗(M) ⊗ H∗(M) = H∗(M ×M) → H∗(M) is the map induced by the
diagonal map in cohomology, and ∆! : H∗(M)→ H∗(M)⊗H∗(M) is the Gysin map
of the diagonal map. Therefore(

∆∗ ⊗ 1
)(
1⊗ ∆!

)
= ∆!∆∗.

Then H∗(M) is an algebra with a coproduct which is a module homomorphism.
For non-compact manifolds we can not assume the existence of a fundamental class
in homology, so we can not integrate and we do not have a trace in cohomology.

An interesting family of examples of nearly-Frobenius algebras is the produced
by quivers. In [AGL], Artenstein, Lanzilotta and the first author studied the nearly-
Frobenius structures that admit these objects. We describe briefly these results (see
[ASS06]).

Definition 3.11. A quiver Q =
(
Q0, Q1, s, t

)
is a quadruple consisting of two sets:

Q0 (whose elements are called points, or vertices) and Q1 (whose elements are called
arrows), and two maps s, t : Q1 → Q0 which associate to each arrow α ∈ Q1 its
source s(α) ∈ Q0 and its target t(α) ∈ Q0, respectively.

An arrow α ∈ Q1 of source a = s(α) and target b = t(α) is usually denoted by
α : a → b. A quiver Q =

(
Q0, Q1, s, t

)
is usually denoted briefly by Q = (Q0, Q1)

or even simply by Q. Thus, a quiver is nothing but an oriented graph without any
restriction as to the number of arrows between two points, to the existence of loops
or oriented cycles.
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Definition 3.12. Let Q =
(
Q0, Q1, s, t

)
be a quiver and a, b ∈ Q0. A path of length

l ≥ 1 with source a and target b (or, more briefly, from a to b) is a sequence(
a|α1, α2, . . . , αl|b

)
,

where αk ∈ Q1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ l, and we have s
(
α1
)

= a, t
(
αk
)

= s
(
αk+1

)
for each

1 ≤ k < l, and finally t
(
αl
)

= b. Such a path is denoted briefly by α1α2 . . . αl.

Definition 3.13. Let Q be a quiver. The path algebra kQ is the k-algebra whose
underlying k-vector space has as its basis the set of all paths

(
a|α1, α2, . . . , αl|b

)
of

length l ≥ 0 in Q and such that the product of two basis vectors
(
a|α1, α2, . . . , αl|b

)
and

(
c|β1, β2, . . . , βk|d

)
of kQ is defined by(

a|α1, α2, . . . , αl|b
)(
c|β1, β2, . . . , βk|d

)
= δbc

(
a|α1, . . . , αl, β1, . . . , βk|d),

where δbc denotes the Kronecker delta. In other words, the product of two paths
α1 . . . αl and β1 . . . βk is equal to zero if t

(
αl
)
6= s
(
β1
)

and is equal to the composed
path α1 . . . αlβ1 . . . βk if t

(
αl
)

= s
(
β1
)
. The product of basis elements is then

extended to arbitrary elements of kQ by distributivity.

Example 3.12. If Q is the following quiver:

1 2
α

3

α

4

α

nn-1
2 α1 3 n-1

Then the path algebra A = kQ

kQ = 〈e1, e2, . . . , en, αi . . . αi+j : i = 1, . . . , n, j ≥ 0〉.

admits a unique nearly-Frobenius structure, where the coproduct is defines as follows

∆(e1) = aα1 . . . αn−1 ⊗ e1,
∆(en) = aen ⊗ α1 . . . αn−1,

∆(ei) = aαi . . . αn−1 ⊗ α1 . . . αi−1,
∆(αi . . . αj) = aαi . . . αn−1 ⊗ α1 . . . αj,

where a ∈ k.

Theorem 3.14. Let A = kQ with Q a finite, connected quiver with no oriented
cycles. Then A has a nearly-Frobenius structure if and only if Q = An with all the
arrows in Q having the same orientation.
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If we introduce relations in the quiver Q then the nearly-Frobenius structures
over Q are very interesting.

Proposition 3.15. The path algebra associated to the quiver

2 31
QR : 0

ααα1 2 m

m

β1 βn
mm+1 +n

with the relation αmβ1 = 0, admits mn+2 independent nearly-Frobenius structures,
these are

∆
(
e1
)

= aα1 . . . αm ⊗ e1 ∆
(
em+1

)
= bβ2 . . . βn ⊗ β1

...
...

∆
(
ei
)

= aαi . . . αm ⊗ α1 . . . αi−1 ∆
(
em+i

)
= bβi+1 . . . βn ⊗ β1 . . . βi

...
...

∆
(
em
)

= aαm ⊗ α1 . . . αm−1 ∆
(
em+n

)
= bem+n ⊗ β1 . . . βn

∆
(
αi . . . αj

)
= aαi . . . αm ⊗ α1 . . . αj ∆

(
βi . . . βj

)
= bβi . . . βn ⊗ β1 . . . βj

∆
(
e0
)

= ae0 ⊗ α1 . . . αm + bβ1 . . . βn ⊗ e0 +

m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

cijβ1 . . . βj ⊗ αi . . . αm

where a, b, cij ∈ k.

Theorem 3.16. The path algebra A associated to the cyclic quiver Q

1

2

3 n

n

n +1

n +2

n +3

n +n +1

n +... +n

m

n +n

α

α

α α

1

1

2

2

3

3

n

1

1

1
11

1

1 1

α

α

α α

α

α

2

2

2

1

1

1 2
2

21 2
3

n

m1

m
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with m maximal paths of length ni, i = 1, . . . ,m admits R nearly-Frobenius struc-
tures, where

R = m+

m∑
i=1

nini+1

whit nm+1 = m1.

The next results construct nearly-Frobenius structures in tensor algebras and
quotient algebras.

Theorem 3.17. If
(
A,∆1

)
and

(
B,∆2

)
are nearly-Frobenius algebras then

(
A⊗B,∆

)
is a nearly-Frobenius algebra where

∆ = (1⊗ τ⊗ 1) ◦
(
∆1 ⊗ ∆2

)
, with τ is the transposition.

Proof. The map ∆ is coassociative because the external diagram is commutative
since the internal diagrams commute:

A⊗ B
∆1⊗∆2 //

∆1⊗∆2

��

A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B 1⊗τ⊗1 //

∆1⊗1⊗∆2⊗1

��

(A⊗ B)⊗ (A⊗ B)

∆1⊗∆2⊗1⊗1

��
A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B

1⊗∆1⊗1⊗∆2//

1⊗τ⊗1

��

A⊗A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B⊗ B 1⊗τ⊗1 //

1⊗τ⊗1

��

A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B⊗A⊗ B

1τ⊗1⊗1⊗1

��
A⊗ B⊗ B⊗A⊗ B

1⊗1⊗1⊗∆1⊗∆2
// A⊗ B⊗A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B

1⊗1⊗1⊗1⊗τ⊗1
// A⊗ B⊗A⊗ B⊗A⊗ B

The linear map ∆ satisfies the Frobenius identities because the next external diagram
is commutative using that the internal diagrams commute:

(A⊗ B)⊗ (A⊗ B)
1⊗τ⊗1 //

∆1⊗∆2⊗1

��

A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B
m1⊗m2 //

∆1⊗1⊗∆2⊗1

��

(A⊗ B)

∆1⊗∆2

��
A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B⊗A⊗ B 1⊗τ⊗1 //

1⊗τ⊗1⊗1

��

A⊗A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B⊗ B
1⊗m1⊗1⊗m2 //

1⊗τ⊗1⊗1

��

A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B

1τ⊗1

��
A⊗ B⊗A⊗ B⊗A⊗ B

1⊗1⊗τ⊗1
// A⊗ B⊗A⊗A⊗ B⊗ B

1⊗m1⊗m2
// A⊗ B⊗A⊗ B
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¨

Let be
(
A,∆

)
a nearly-Frobenius algebra.

Definition 3.18. A linear subspace J in A is called a nearly-Frobenius ideal if

(a) J is an ideal of A and

(b) ∆(J) ⊂ J⊗A+A⊗ J.

Proposition 3.19. Let be
(
A,∆

)
a nearly-Frobenius algebra, J a nearly-Frobenius

ideal and p : A → A/J the natural projection. Then A/J admits a unique nearly-
Frobenius structure such that p is a coalgebra morphism.

Proof. Since (p ⊗ p)∆(J) ⊂ (p ⊗ p)
(
J ⊗ A + A ⊗ J

)
= 0, by the universal property

of the factor vector space it follows that there exists a unique morphism of vector
spaces

∃! ∆ : A/J→ A/J⊗A/J

for which the diagram

A
p //

∆

��

A/J

∆⊗∆
��

A
p⊗p

// A/J⊗A/J

is commutative. This map is defined by ∆(a) =
∑
a1 ⊗ a2 where a = p(a), i.e.

∆ = (p⊗ p) ◦ ∆.
The fact that

(
∆⊗ 1

)
∆(a) =

(
1⊗∆

)
∆(a) =

∑
a1⊗a2⊗a3 follows immediately

from the commutativity of the diagram.
The last step is to prove that the coproduct is a bimodule morphism:

A/J⊗A/J m //

∆⊗1
��

A/J

∆
��

A/J⊗A/J⊗A/J
1⊗m
// A/J⊗A/J

A/J⊗A/J m //

1⊗∆
��

A/J

∆
��

A/J⊗A/J⊗A/J
m⊗1
// A/J⊗A/J

First note that ∆(a) =
∑
a1 ⊗ a2, ∆(b) =

∑
b1 ⊗ b2.

∆m(a ⊗ b) = ∆(p(ab)) = (p ⊗ p)∆(ab) = (p ⊗ p)
(
(1 ⊗ m)(∆ ⊗ 1)(a ⊗ b)

)
= (p⊗ p)

(∑
a1 ⊗ a2b

)
=
∑
a1 ⊗ a2b.
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On the other hand
(1⊗m)(∆⊗ 1)(a⊗ b) = (1⊗m)

(∑
a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ b

)
=
∑
a1 ⊗ a2b. Then the first

diagram is commutative.

¨

3.3 The Moduli Space of nearly Frobenius Structures of a Fixed
Algebra A

Theorem 3.20. Let A be a fixed k-algebra. Then the set of nearly Frobenius co-
products of A making it into a nearly Frobenius algebra is a k-vector space.

Proof. Let be B = {ei}i∈I a basis as k-vector space of A and ∆1 and ∆2 two nearly
Frobenius coproducts.

The product eiej can be expressed as
∑
k c
k
ijek, the value of the coproduct ∆1

on 1 as
∑
i,j dijei ⊗ ej and ∆2(1) =

∑
i,j aijei ⊗ ej.

Now, we consider the linear map ∆ = α∆1 + β∆2 : A → A ⊗ A, with α,β ∈ k.
First we prove that this map is an A-bimodule morphism.

(m⊗ 1)(1⊗ ∆) = (m⊗ 1)
(
1⊗ (α∆1 + β∆2)

)
= α(m⊗ 1)(1⊗ ∆1) + β(m⊗ 1)(1⊗ ∆2)
= α∆1m+ β∆2m = ∆m.

In the same way (1⊗m)(∆⊗ 1) = ∆m.
To prove the coassociativity, first we note that ∆1(ek) =

(
ek ⊗ 1

)
∆1(1) =

∆1(1)
(
1⊗ ek

)
is equivalent to say that∑

l

dijc
l
jk =

∑
l

djlc
i
kj (8)

and ∆2(ek) =
(
ek ⊗ 1

)
∆2(1) = ∆2(1)

(
1⊗ ek

)
is equivalent to say that∑

l

aijc
l
jk =

∑
l

ajlc
i
kj. (9)

The coassociativity condition is

(∆⊗ 1)∆ = (1⊗ ∆)∆

using the definition of ∆ this is equivalent to say(
(∆2 ⊗ 1)∆1 − (1⊗ ∆1)∆2

)
+
(
(∆1 ⊗ 1)∆2 − (1⊗ ∆2)∆1

)
= 0.
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Note that if we prove that (∆2 ⊗ 1)∆1(1) − (1⊗∆1)∆2(1) = 0 then we can conclude
that the map (∆2 ⊗ 1)∆1 − (1⊗ ∆1)∆2 = 0. This is because

(∆2 ⊗ 1)∆1(x) − (1⊗ ∆1)∆2(x) = (∆2 ⊗ 1)∆1(1)(1⊗ x) − (1⊗ ∆1)∆2(1)(1⊗ x)
=

(
(∆2 ⊗ 1)∆1(1) − (1⊗ ∆1)∆2(1)

)
(1⊗ x) = 0.

(∆2 ⊗ 1)∆1(1) =
∑
j,k,l

(∑
i,l

dijaklc
m
li

)
ek ⊗ em ⊗ ej

and

(1⊗ ∆1)∆2(1) =
∑
j,k,l

(∑
i,l

dmlakic
j
li

)
ek ⊗ em ⊗ ej

Using the equations 8 and 9 we see that∑
i,l

dmlakic
j
li =
∑
i,l

dijaklc
m
li .

If we change ∆1 with ∆2 we conclude that (∆1 ⊗ 1)∆2 − (1⊗ ∆2)∆1 = 0.

¨

Definition 3.21. The Frobenius space associated to an algebra A is the vector of
all the possible co-products ∆ that make it into a nearly Frobenius algebra. Its
dimension over k is called the Frobenius dimension of A.

3.4 Semisimple Algebras

In this section we study the particular case of semi-simple algebras.

Example 3.13. We consider a non-commutative field k.
The linear map ∆ : k→ k satisfies the Frobenius identities, then

∆(x) = ∆(1)(1⊗ x) = (x⊗ 1)∆(1), ∀ x ∈ k.

If we define ∆(1) = a1⊗ 1 = a⊗ 1, with a ∈ k then

∆(x) = a⊗ x = ax⊗ 1 = xa⊗ 1⇔ ax = xa⇔ a ∈ Z(k).

Finally, we need to prove that this coproduct is coassociative:

(∆⊗ 1)∆(x) = ∆(1)⊗ ax = a⊗ 1⊗ ax = a2x⊗ 1⊗ 1
(1⊗ ∆)∆(x) = ax⊗ ∆(1) = ax⊗ a⊗ 1 = axa⊗ 1⊗ 1
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As a ∈ Z(k) we have that a2x = axa, then (∆⊗ 1)∆(x) = (1⊗ ∆)∆(x), ∀x ∈ k.
Therefore the algebra k is a nearly-Frobenius algebra and we have as much nearly-
Frobenius structures as elements in the center of k.
Note that these structures come from Frobenius structures, the trace map ε : k→ k
is ε(1) = 1.
Example 3.14. Let be A the matrix algebra Mn×n(k), with k a commutative field.
We consider the canonical basis of A,

{
Eij : i, j = 1, . . . , n

}
, where Eij =

(
ekl
)
kl

with

ekl =

{
1 if k = i, l = j

0 in other case
.

First note that EijEkl =

{
Eil if j = k

0 in other case
. In particular EiiEij = Eij and

EijEjj = Eij, then

∆
(
Eij
)

= ∆
(
Eij
)(
1⊗ Ejj

)
=
(
Eii ⊗ 1

)
∆
(
Eij
)

and
∆
(
Eij
)

= ∆
(
Eii
)(
1⊗ Eij

)
=
(
Eij ⊗ 1

)
∆
(
Ejj
)
.

The last equations imply that

∆
(
Eij
)

=

n∑
k,l=1

a
ij
klEik ⊗ Elj =

n∑
k,l=1

aiiklEik ⊗ Elj =

n∑
k,l=1

a
jj
klEik ⊗ Elj,

then aijkl = aiikl = a
jj
kl, for all k, l = 1 . . . , n. As a consequence we have that

∆
(
Eij
)

=

n∑
k,l=1

aklEik ⊗ Elj, ∀ i, j.

Finally we need to check that this coproduct is coassociative:

(∆⊗ 1)∆
(
Eij
)

=

n∑
k,l=1

akl∆
(
Eik
)
⊗ Elj =

n∑
k,l=1

n∑
r,s=1

aklarsEir ⊗ Esk ⊗ Elj

(1⊗ ∆)∆
(
Eij
)

=

n∑
r,s=1

arsEir ⊗ ∆
(
Esj
)

=

n∑
r,s=1

n∑
k,l=1

arsaklEir ⊗ Esk ⊗ Elj

As k is commutative we have that (∆⊗ 1)∆
(
Eij
)

= (1⊗ ∆)∆
(
Eij
)
.

Note that Mn×n(k) admits n×n independent coproducts, one for each akl, that
is

∆
(
Eij
)

=

n∑
k,l=1

akl∆kl
(
Eij
)
, where ∆kl

(
Eij
)

= Eik ⊗ Elj.
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Example 3.15. Let G be a cyclic finite group. The group k[G] is a nearly-Frobenius
algebra. A basis, as vector space, of k[G] is

{
gi : i = 1, . . . , n

}
where |G| = n. As

before, if we determine the value of the coproduct in the unit of the group we have
the value over all element of the algebra.

A general expression of ∆(1) is

∆(1) =

n∑
i,j=1

αijg
i ⊗ gj.

Using that ∆
(
gk
)

= ∆(1)
(
1⊗ gk

)
=
(
gk ⊗ 1

)
∆(1) we have that

n∑
i,j1

αijg
k+i ⊗ gj =

n∑
i,j=1

αijg
i ⊗ gj+k.

then αi−kj = αij−k, also α1j−1 = αnj and αin = αi−11. This permit us to express
the coproduct as

∆(1) =

n∑
i=2

αi

{
i−1∑
k=1

gk ⊗ gi−k +

n∑
k=i

gk ⊗ gn+i−k

}
.

This implies that

∆
(
gk
)

= ∆(1)
(
1⊗ gk

)
=

n∑
i=2

αi

{
i−1∑
k=1

gk+l ⊗ gi−k +

n∑
k=i

gk+l ⊗ gn+i−k

}
∆
(
gk
)

=
(
gk ⊗ 1

)
∆(1)

=

n∑
i=2

αi

{
i−1∑
k=1

gk ⊗ gi+l−k +

n∑
k=i

gk ⊗ gn+i+l−k

}
.

These expressions of ∆
(
gk
)

coincide by a simple change of variables. An a similar
reasoning permit us to prove the coassociativity of the coproduct.

Theorem 3.22. 1. Let A be a k-algebra. Then, A is a nearly-Frobenius algebra
if and only if Aop is a nearly-Frobenius algebra.

2. Let A1, . . . , An be k-algebras and A = A1×A2×· · ·×An. Then A is a nearly-
Frobenius algebra if and only if A1, . . . , An are nearly-Frobenius algebras.
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Proof. 1. The opposite algebra Aop of the algebra A is the algebra with the
same set of elements and the same addition but with multiplication ∗ given by
a ∗ b = ba for a and b in A.

We define the coproduct ∆op : Aop → Aop ⊗ Aop as τ ◦ ∆, where ∆ is the
coproduct in A and τ is the transposition. It is clear that ∆op is coassociative
because ∆ is coassociative. We need to check that ∆op is morphism of Aop-
bimodule.

∆op(a∗b) = ∆op(ba) = τ
(
∆(ba)

)
=
∑

a2⊗ba1 =
∑

a2⊗a1∗b =
(
1⊗∗

)(
∆op(a)⊗b

)
∆op(a∗b) = ∆op(ba) = τ

(
∆(ba)

)
=
∑

b2a⊗b1 =
∑

a∗b2⊗b1 =
(
∗⊗1

)(
a⊗∆op(b)

)
2. First, we suppose that A1, . . . , An are nearly-Frobenius algebras and ∆1 . . . , ∆n

are the associated coproducts.

Note that a direct product for a finite index is identical to the direct sum. We

can suppose that A = A1 ⊕ · · · ⊕An in Vectk and let qi : Ai → n⊕
i=1

Ai be the

canonical injections. Then there exists a unique morphism ∆ in Vectk such
that the diagram

Aj
qj //

∆j

��

n⊕
i=1

Ai

∆

��

Aj ⊗Aj qj⊗qj
//
( n⊕
i=1

Ai
)
⊗
( n⊕
i=1

Ai
)

commute.
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The coassociativity is a consequence of the commutativity of the cube

A⊗A⊗A A⊗A∆⊗1oo

Ai ⊗Ai ⊗Ai

qi⊗qi⊗qi
77nnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Ai ⊗Ai
∆i⊗1oo

qi⊗qi
99sssssssssss

A⊗A

1⊗∆

OO

A
∆oo

∆

OO

Ai ⊗Ai

1⊗∆i

OO

qi⊗qi

77nnnnnnnnnnnnnn
Ai

∆i

OO

∆i
oo

qi

99sssssssssssss

To prove the Frobenius identities, first we note that the diagram

A
pi //

∆
��

Ai

∆i
��

A⊗A
pi⊗pi

// Ai ⊗Ai

commute, where pj :

n⊕
i=1

Ai → Aj is the canonical projection. This implies

that the next cube commute.

A⊗A m //

pi⊗pi

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

∆⊗1

��

A

∆

��

pi
yysssssssssssss

Ai ⊗Ai
mi //

∆i⊗1

��

Ai

∆i

��

A⊗A⊗A 1⊗m //

pi⊗pi⊗pi

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnnn
A⊗A

pi⊗pi

yysssssssssss

Ai ⊗Ai ⊗Ai
1⊗mi // Ai ⊗Ai

Then (A,∆) is a nearly-Frobenius algebra.
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Now, we suppose that A =

n⊕
i=1

Ai is a nearly-Frobenius algebra and ∆ : A →
A⊗A is the associated coproduct.

We define the linear map ∆i : Ai → Ai ⊗Ai as the composition

Ai
qi // A

∆ // A⊗A
pi⊗pi // Ai ⊗Ai

By the universal property of the coproduct A =

n⊕
i=1

Ai we have that the next

diagram is commutative

Ai
qi //

∆i
��

A

∆
��

Ai ⊗Ai qi⊗qi
// A⊗A

Then ∆(x1, . . . , xn) =
∑n
i=1

(
qi ⊗ qi

)
∆i(xi). It can be checked immediately

looking at this expression that
(
Ai, ∆i

)
is a nearly-Frobenius algebra.

¨

Corollary 3.23. If char(k) does not divide the order of G, then k[G] is a nearly-
Frobenius algebra.

Proof. Applying the Maschke’s theorem we have that k[G] is semisimple, then it
is a product of simple algebras Mni×ni(k). Therefore, by the Theorem 3.22, we
conclude that k[G] is a nearly-Frobenius algebra. Even more we can determine all
the nearly-Frobenius structures that it admits.

¨

From what we have seen we conclude that in the case of semi-simple algebras
the Frobenius space of A is a vector space of dimension equal to the dimension of A,
and that it has a one dimensional subspace (minus the origin) of bona fide Frobenius
structures.
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4 (Non-compact) Calabi-Yau Categories

A 2-dimensional open-closed topological field theory (2D O-C TFT) is a general-
ization of a 2D TFT. Now the category of cobordism is modified in the sense the
boundary objects are compact, oriented, one-manifolds, X, together with a labeling
of the components of the boundary, ∂X, by objects of a C-linear category B, see
figure 1. You can think of such objects as labels, or colors. So now the bound-
ary of a surface is coloured by objects of B, and the color black. The morphisms
generalize the usual notion of a cobordism between manifolds with boundary, but
with the additional data of the labeling category B. A cobordism ΣX1,X2 between
two objects X1 and X2 is an oriented surface Σ, whose boundary is partitioned into
three parts: the incoming boundary ∂inΣ which is identified with X1, the outgoing
boundary ∂outΣ which is identified with X2, and the remaining part of the boundary
is referred as the “free part” ∂freeΣ whose path components are labeled by objects
of B. Note that ∂freeΣ is a cobordism between ∂X1 and ∂X2, which preserves the
labeling, see figure 2.

a

1

2

3

4

a

a
a

Figure 1: A one manifold with labels ai ∈ Obj(B).

A monoidal functor from this category to the category of complex vector spaces
will be called a (1+1)-dimensional open-closed topological fiel theory. We write A for
the vector space associated to the standard circle S1, and Oab = Hom(a, b) for the
vector space associated to the interval [0, 1], with ends labeled by a, b ∈ Obj(B).

You may imagine that such a bordism represents the evolution of closed and open
strings in time, and that the labels are boundary conditions on the open strings.

66



a

b

c
c

a

b

d
d

Figure 2: An open-closed cobordism.

4.1 Algebraic Structure of the Moore-Segal Formalism for Com-
pact Backgrounds.

Recall that an ordinary closed string TFT is the same as a Frobenius algebra. Moore
and Segal [MS] consider 2D O-C TFTs and prove that to have such a theory is
the same as to have a Calabi-Yau category also called a Frobenius structure whose
definition is as follows:

A Frobenius structure consists of the following algebraic data:

1. (A, ·, ∆A, 1A) is a commutative Frobenius algebra.

2. A C-linear category B, where Oab = Hom(a, b) for a, b ∈ B.

2a. With associative linear maps ηbac and units ua

ηbac : Oab ⊗ Obc → Oac, (10)

ua : C→ Oaa. (11)

2b. The spaces Oaa have nondegenerate traces

Θa : Oaa → C. (12)

In particular, each Oaa is not necessarily a commutative Frobenius algebra.

2c. Moreover,

Oab ⊗ Oba
ηbaa−→ Oaa

Θa−→ C

Oba ⊗ Oab
ηabb−→ Obb

Θb−→ C
(13)
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are perfect pairings with

Θa(ψ1ψ2) = Θb(ψ2ψ1) (14)

for ψ1 ∈ Oab, and ψ2 ∈ Oba.

3. There are linear maps

ιa : A→ Oaa, ιa : Oaa → A (15)

such that

3a. ιa is an algebra homomorphism

ιa(φ1φ2) = ιa(φ1)ιa(φ2), (16)

3b. the identity is preserved
ιa(1A) = 1a. (17)

3c. Moreover, ιa is central in the sense that

ιa(φ)ψ = ψιb(φ), (18)

for all φ ∈ A and ψ ∈ Oab.

3d. ιa and ιa are adjoint

ΘA(ιa(ψ)φ) = Θa(ψιa(φ)).

3e. The “Cardy conditions”. Define the map

πab := ηabb ◦ τ ◦ ∆baa : Oaa → Obb,

where τ : Oab ⊗ Oba → Oba ⊗ Oab is the transposition map. We require the
“Cardy condition”:

πab = ιb ◦ ιa. (19)
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++A k AA A A A A Ak

; ; ;

Figure 3: Four diagrams defining the Frobenius structure.

4.2 Topological Interpretation

For the case of a closed 2D TFT the Frobenius structure is provided by the
diagrams in Fig. 3. The consistency conditions follow from Fig. 4. In the open
case, entirely analogous considerations lead to the construction of a non necessarily
commutative Frobenius algebra in the open sector. The basic data are summarized
in Fig. 5. The fact that the traces are dual pairings follows from Fig. 6. The
new ingredients in the open-closed theory are the open to closed and closed to
open transitions. in 2D TFT these are the maps ιa, ιa. they are represented by
Fig. 7. There are five new consistency conditions associated with the open-closed
transitions. They are illustrated in Fig. 8 to Fig 13.

Theorem 4.1. There is a one-to-one correspondence between (1+1)-dimensional
Open-Closed Topological Field Theories and Frobenius structures.

The proof of this theorem is a slightly more elaborate than that of the theorem
relating commutative Frobenius algebras with TQFTs, but the basic ideas are all
the same. The interested reader can find a full account of this proof in [MS].

4.3 Example: Representations of a Finite Group G

A simple example of an open-closed TFT is the associated to a finite group G.
Where the category B is the category Rep(G) of finite representations of G. If
E ∈ Obj

(
Rep(G)

)
the trace θE : OEE → C takes ψ : E→ E to 1

|G| tr(ψ).
The algebra A is the center of the group algebra C[G] such that

ιE : Z
(
C[G]

)→ OEE,∑
g

αgg 7→∑
g

αgρg
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=
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=
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=
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=
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Φ

Φ

Φ

ΦΦ Φ

Φ

Φ

Φ

Φ

Φ

Φ

Φ

Φ

Φ Φ

Figure 4: Associativity, commutativity, Abrams condition and unit constraints in
the closed case.

ιE : OEE → Z
(
C[G]

)
,

ψ : E→ E 7→∑
g

tr
(
ψg|E

)
g
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Id:
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)(Σ :
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a

b

c
+

O
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O

O

O

a

a

a

a
a

a

a
b

b

b b

b b

b cc

c

a

a

a

a

k

kF aa

a a F

a

a

a ab bO

Figure 5: Basic data for the open theory.

=

a a

a

a

b b

b

b

Figure 6: Assuming that the strip corresponds to the identity morphism we must
have perfect pairings.

a

a

a

a Oaa A

ιa: A Oaa

ιa:

Figure 7: Two ways of representing open to closed and closed to open transitions.
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ι ι

a
a a

a1Φ 1Φ

2Φ2Φ

a 1 2( )Φ Φa1 2( )Φ Φ)ιa(

Figure 8: ιa is a homomorphism.

=

A

a

a

a

a
ιa( )1 =1a

Figure 9: ιa preserves the identity.

=
Φ

Φ

Γ

Φ

Γ

ιa( )Γ = Γ Φιa( )

Figure 10: ιa maps into the center of Oaa.

=
Φ

Φ

Γ

Φ

Γ

ιa( )Γ = Γ Φιa( )

a

a

a

a

θθ a( ))(A

Figure 11: ιa is the adjoint of ιa.

and the trace

θ
Z
(

C[G]
) : Z

(
C[G]

)→ C∑
g

αgg 7→ α1

|G|
.
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πOaa: O bb

b

b

a

a

Figure 12: The double-twist diagram defines the map πab : Oaa → Obb.

= = =
ba

aaaa
aa
aa

b
b

b
b

b
b

b

a
a

a

Figure 13: The Cardy-condition is expressing the factorization of the double-twist
diagram in the closed string channel.

The next step is to verify the axioms.

1.
(
Z
(
C[G]

)
, θ
Z
(

C[G]
), 1

Z
(

C[G]
)) is a Frobenius algebra.

Let I ⊂ ker
(
θ
Z
(

C[G]
)) be an ideal of Z

(
C[G]

)
, and

∑
g αgg ∈ I. Then

θ
Z
(

C[G]
)(∑

g αgg
)

= α1
|G| = 0, hence α1 = 0. If h ∈ G we have

∑
g αggh

−1 ∈

I,thus θ
Z
(

C[G]
)(∑

g αggh
−1
)

= αh
|G| = 0. For this reason αh = 0 for any h ∈ G.

Then I = {0}.

2a. Notation Oij = Hom(Ei, Ej) =

{
C IdEi if i = j,

0 in other case.
Then Oij ⊗ Ojk → Oik is zero except for i = j = k. In this case

Oii ⊗ Oii → Oii

λ Id⊗µ Id 7→ λµ Id

2b. The trace θi : Oii → C is nondegenerate. Note that if ψ ∈ Oii then there
exists λ ∈ C such that ψ = λ Idi, hence ker(θi) = {0}.
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2c. First, suppose that i 6= j then

Oij⊗Oji → Oii
θi−→ C,

Oji⊗Oij → Ojj
θj−→ C

we have θi(ψφ) = 0 = θj(φψ).

If i = j then Oii ⊗ Oii → Oii
θi−→ C. In this case ψ = λ Id and φ = µ Id, hence

ψφ = φψ, and as a consequence θi(ψφ) = θi(φψ).

3a. ιE is an algebra homomorphism.

ιE
(
(
∑
g

αgg)(
∑
h

βhh)
)

= ιE
(∑

αgβhgh
)

=
∑

αgβhρgh

ιE
(∑
g

αgg
)
ιE
(∑
h

βhh
)

=
∑
g

αgρg
∑
h

αhρh =
∑

αgβhρgρh

This expressions are the same because ρ is a group homomorphism.

3b. The identity is preserved by definition (ιE(e) = IdE).

3c. The linear map ιE is central i.e. ιE
(∑

g αgg
)
ψ = ψιF

(∑
g αgg

)
with ψ ∈ OEF.

If ψ ∈ Oij, then ψ = 0 for i 6= j or ψ = λ Idi for i = j.
If i 6= j the statement is true. Now we see the case i = j, but since we have
ψ = λ Id then it follows.

3d. The linear maps ιE and ιE are adjoint, i.e. θ
Z
(

C[G]
)(ιE(ψ)φ

)
= θE

(
ψιE(φ)

)
.

θE
(
ψιE(φ)

)
= θE

(
ψ
∑
g

αgρg
)

= θE
(∑
g

αgψρg
)

=
1

|G|
tr
(∑
g

αgψρg
)

=
1

|G|

∑
g

αg tr
(
ψρg

)
θ
Z
(

C[G]
)(ιE(ψ)φ

)
= θ

Z
(

C[G]
)(∑

g

αgι
E(ψ)g

)
= θ

Z
(

C[G]
)(∑

g

αg tr(ψρg)
)

=
1

|G|

∑
g

αg tr
(
ψρg

)
3e. First

Oii //

πij

((
Oij ⊗ Oji

τ // Oji ⊗ Oij // Ojj
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If i 6= j then πij = 0. If i = j we have

Oii → Oii ⊗ Oii → Oii ⊗ Oii → Oii

λ Id 7→ λ Id⊗ |G|

ni
Id 7→ |G|

ni
Id⊗λ Id 7→ |G|

ni
λ Id

Then πii(λ Id) =
|G|
ni
λ, where ni = dimEi.

Now we need to study ιiιj.
The map ιi : Oii → Z

(
C[G]

)
takes λ Id to

∑
g tr
(
λρg

)
g = λ

∑
g χi(g)g and

ιj : Z
(
C[G]

) → Ojj takes
∑
g αgg to

∑
g αgρg. Consequently ιiιj

(
λ Id

)
=

λ
∑
g χi(g)ρg : Ej → Ej.

For the map ρg : Ej → Ej, with Ej an irreducible representation, there exists
µ ∈ C such that ρg = µ Idi. Hence tr

(
ρg
)

= µ dimEj, so µ = 1
nj
χj(g). For

this ιiιj
(
λ Id

)
= λ
∑
g χi(g)

1
nj
χj(g) Idj = λ

nj

∑
g χi(g)χj(g) Idj = λ

nj
δi∗j|G| Idj.

Using that the representations are real, we have that χi(g) = χi(g), then
δi∗j = δij and the maps coincide.

4.4 2D Open-Closed TFT with Positive Boundary

In a 2D open-closedTFT we have a family of maps ∆cab : Oab → Oac⊗Ocb, which
are called coproducts, with a, b, c ∈ B. These are defined by the commutativity of
the square

Oab
∆cab //

Φab

��

Oac ⊗ Ocb

O∗ba ηc∗ba

// O∗bc ⊗ O∗ca τ
// O∗ca ⊗ O∗bc

Φ−1
ac⊗Φ−1

cb

OO

where Φab : Oab → O∗bc is Φab(x)(y) = Θa(xy), for x ∈ Oab and y ∈ Oba.

a

b

c

a

b cΔab
c
:=

It is clear that ∆cab is a linear map.
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Remark 4.2. The spaces Oab are of finite dimension with bilinear maps

ηcab : Oac ⊗ Ocb → Oab.

In the case a = b = c, ηaaa is an associative product.
These maps satisfy the next commutative diagram

Oab ⊗ Obc ⊗ Ocd
ηbac⊗1 //

1⊗ηcbd
��

Oac ⊗ Ocd

ηcad

��
Oad ⊗ Obd

ηbad

// Oad

Lemma 4.3. The maps ∆cab are coassociative, i.e. the next diagram commutes

Oab
∆dab //

∆cab

��

Oad ⊗ Odb

∆cad⊗1
��

Oac ⊗ Ocb
1⊗∆dcb

// Oac ⊗ Ocd ⊗ Odb

for all a, b, c, d ∈ B.

Proof. Note that in the next diagram we need to prove that the external diagram
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commutes.

O∗bd ⊗ O∗da

O∗da ⊗ O∗bd

Oad ⊗ Odb

O∗da ⊗ Odb

O∗dc ⊗ O∗ca ⊗ Odb

O∗ca ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ Odb

Oac ⊗ Ocd ⊗ Odb

Oac ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ O∗bd

Oac ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc

Oac ⊗ O∗bc

Oac ⊗ Ocb

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bc

O∗bc ⊗ O∗ca

O∗ba

Oab

O∗ba

O∗dc ⊗ O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd

O∗ca ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ O∗bd

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc

?>=<89:;1

?>=<89:;2 ?>=<89:;3

?>=<89:;4 ?>=<89:;5

τ
**TTTTTTTT

Φ−1
ad⊗Φ

−1
db

""DDDDDDDDDDDDD

Φad⊗1

��1
11111111111111

ηc∗da⊗1

��.
..........

τ⊗1

�������������

Φ−1
ac⊗Φ−1

cb⊗1

��
















1⊗τ

44jjjjjjjj

1⊗Φ−1
cd⊗Φ

−1
db

<<zzzzzzzzzzzzz

1⊗ηd∗bc
**TTTTTTTT

1⊗Φcb
""DDDDDDDDDDDDD

Φ−1
ac⊗Φ−1

bc

��1
11111111111111

τ

��.
..........

ηc∗ba

�������������

Φab

��
















Φab

<<zzzzzzzzzzzzz

ηd∗ba 44jjjjjjjjjjj

ηc∗da⊗1
∗

�������������������������������

τ⊗1

��

1⊗τ

��

1⊗1⊗Φ−1
db //

Φ−1
ac⊗1⊗1

��

1⊗τ

$$JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

1⊗ηd∗bc

99rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

1

RR

Note that ?>=<89:;1 commutes trivially. The diagram ?>=<89:;2 can be divided into four com-
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mutative diagrams

O∗ba
ηd∗ba //

ηc∗ba
��

O∗bd ⊗ O∗da
τ //

1⊗ηc∗da
��

O∗da ⊗ O∗bd

ηc∗da⊗1
��

O∗bc ⊗ O∗ca

τ

��

ηd∗bc⊗1
// O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ O∗ca

τ

��

τ // O∗dc ⊗ O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd

τ⊗1
��

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bc
1⊗ηd∗bc
// O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc 1⊗τ

// O∗ca ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ O∗bd

The diagram ?>=<89:;3 is the following

O∗da ⊗ O∗bd
Φ−1
ad⊗Φ

−1
db//

ηc∗da⊗1
��

Oad ⊗ Odb
Φad⊗1 // O∗da ⊗ Odb

ηc∗da⊗1
��

O∗dc ⊗ O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd

τ⊗1
��

O∗dc ⊗ O∗ca ⊗ Odb

τ⊗1
��

O∗ca ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ O∗bd
1⊗Φ−1

db

// O∗ca ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ Odb

and it commutes naturally. Now we check that the diagram ?>=<89:;4 commutes

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bc
1⊗ηd∗bc //

Φ−1
ac⊗Φ−1

cb

��

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc
1⊗τ //

1 ))SSSSSSSSSSSSSS
O∗ca ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ O∗bd

1⊗τ
��

Oac ⊗ Ocb

1⊗Φcb
��

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc

Φ−1
ac⊗1uukkkkkkkkkkkkkk

Oac ⊗ O∗bc
1⊗ηd∗bc

// Oac ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc

It commutes naturally. Finally, it remains to prove that the diagram ?>=<89:;5 commutes.

Then the external diagram commutes. The diagram ?>=<89:;5 can be divided into the
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next diagrams.

O∗ca ⊗ O∗dcO
∗
bd

1⊗Φ−1
db //

1⊗τ

�� Φ−1
ac⊗1

  AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Φ−1
ac⊗Φ−1

cd⊗Φ
−1
db

$$

O∗ca ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ Odb

Φ−1
ac⊗Φ−1

cd⊗1

��

O∗ca ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc

Φ−1
ac⊗1

��
Oac ⊗ O∗bd ⊗ O∗dc 1⊗τ

// Oac ⊗ O∗dc ⊗ O∗bd
1⊗Φ−1⊗Φ−1

// Oac ⊗ Ocd ⊗ Odb

It is clear that they are commutative, and the coproducts are coassociative.

¨

Lemma 4.4. Given the maps Θa : Oaa → k, we have that the triangles

Oab
∆bab //

∼=

��

Oab ⊗ Obb

1⊗Θbxxqqqqqqqqqqqq

Oab ⊗ k

Oab
∆aab //

∼=

��

Oaa ⊗ Oab

Θa⊗1xxqqqqqqqqqqqq

k⊗ Oab

commute.

Proof. Note the identity Θa = u∗a ◦Φa. It is clear that the next diagram commutes,

Oab
Φab //

∼=

��

O∗ba
ηb∗ba // O∗bb ⊗ O∗ba

τ

��
O∗ba ⊗ O∗bb

Φ−1
ab⊗1vvlllllllllllll

Φ−1
ab⊗u

∗
b

rrffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff

Φ−1
ab⊗Φ

−1
bb

��
Oab ⊗ C Oab ⊗ O∗bb1⊗u∗b

oo Oab ⊗ Obb1⊗Φb
oo

the reason is that the identity ηbba ◦ (ub⊗1) = 1 implies that (u∗b⊗1)◦ηb∗ba = 1 then

(Φ−1
ab ⊗ u

∗
b) ◦ τ ◦ ηb∗ba = τ ◦ (1⊗Φ−1

ab) ◦ (u∗b ⊗ 1) ◦ ηb∗ba = τ ◦ (1⊗Φ−1
ab)

This proves the lemma.
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¨

Consider the maps

ηcab : Oab → Hom(Oca,Ocb) ∼= Ocb ⊗ O∗ca,

x 7→ ·x : Oca → Ocb, product by the right of x

ξcab : Oab → Hom(Obc,Oac) ∼= Oac ⊗ O∗bc,

x 7→ x· : Obc → Oac, product by the left of x

It is not difficult to prove that the next diagrams commute

Oab
Φab //

∆cab

��

O∗ba

ηc∗ba
��

Φ−1
ab // Oab

ηcab
��

Oac ⊗ Ocb
(Φcb⊗Φac)◦τ

// O∗bc ⊗ O∗ca
Φ−1
cb⊗1

// Ocb ⊗ O∗ca

Oab
Φab //

∆cab

��

O∗ba

ηc∗ba
��

Oab

ξcab
��

Φaboo

Oac ⊗ Ocb
(Φcb⊗Φac)◦τ

// O∗bc ⊗ O∗ca Oac ⊗ O∗bcτ◦(Φac⊗1)
oo

Proposition 4.5. The coproduct ∆cab is a morphism of Oda×Obe-bimodules for all
d, e, i.e. the squares

Oda ⊗ Oab
ηadb //

1⊗∆cab
��

Odb

∆cdb

��
Oda ⊗ Oac ⊗ Ocb ηadc⊗1

// Odc ⊗ Ocb

Oab ⊗ Obe
ηbae //

∆cab⊗1
��

Oab

∆cae

��
Oac ⊗ Ocb ⊗ Obe

1⊗ηbce
// Oac ⊗ Oce

commute.
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Proof. Consider the diagram

Oda ⊗ Oac ⊗ Ocb

Oda ⊗ Oab

Oda ⊗ Oac ⊗ O∗bc

Odc ⊗ O∗bc Odc ⊗ O∗bc

Odc ⊗ O∗bc

Odb

Odc ⊗ Ocb

?>=<89:;1 ?>=<89:;2
?>=<89:;3?>=<89:;4

?>=<89:;5
1⊗1⊗Φcb
oo

ηadc⊗1
∗

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

1⊗ξcab

wwooooooooooooooooooo

1⊗∆cab

��

ηaab //

ηadc⊗1
∗
//

1⊗1∗
//

∆cdb

��

ξcdb

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

1⊗Φcb
//

1⊗Φcb

��
1⊗1∗

wwoooooooooooooooooo

If we prove that the external diagram, and the diagrams ?>=<89:;2 , ?>=<89:;3 , ?>=<89:;4 , ?>=<89:;5 commute

then the diagram ?>=<89:;1 commutes. Note that the diagramas ?>=<89:;2 and ?>=<89:;5 commute

using the last statement. Clearly the diagrams ?>=<89:;3 and ?>=<89:;4 commute, and finally

the external diagram commutes by definition of ξcab.
We use the next diagram to prove that the other diagram commutes.

Oab ⊗ Obe
ηbab //

∆cab⊗1
��

τ◦(ηcab⊗1)

uujjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjj
Oae

∆cae

��

τ◦ηcae

((PPPPPPPPPPPPPPP

O∗ca ⊗ Ocb ⊗ Obe

1∗⊗ηbce ))TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT
Oac ⊗ Ocb ⊗ ObeΦac⊗1⊗1

oo
1⊗ηbce

// Oac ⊗ Oce
Φac⊗1 //

Φac⊗1
��

O∗ca ⊗ Oce

1∗⊗1
vvnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

O∗ca ⊗ Oce
1∗⊗1

// O∗ca ⊗ Oce

¨

Applying the Proposition 4.5 we have that the cobordisms of the figure 14 coin-
cide.

Lemma 4.6.

a

a
b
b

c
c

= =

a

b

b

a

a
a
c

c

c

c

c
c

a
a

b

b
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Figure 14: Abrams condition.

Proof.

a

a

b
b

c
=

a

b

b

a

a
a
c

c

c

c

c

a

a

b

b

=

a

a

c

c

b

b

c

c

a

a

b

b

c

c b
b

a
a
c
c

a

a
c

c
bb

b
a
=

b

=

b b
aa

c

cb
b

a

a

c

=
a
c

b

b

b

b

=

b
b

a

a

c

b
a

= =

a

c

a

b
c
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hence

a

a

b
bc

c =

a

b

b

a
a

a
c

c

c

c

c
c

a
a

b

b =
a

a

c

c

b

b
c

c

a

a

b

b

c

c

¨

Remark 4.7. Let Θab : C→ Oab ⊗ Oba defined by

Θab = ∆baa ◦ ua,

where ua : C→ Oaa is the unit. Then Θab(1) = ΣiΨi ⊗ Ψi, where {Ψi} is a basis of
Oab, and {Ψi} is the dual basis of Oba, i.e.

〈
Ψi, Ψ

j
〉

= δij.

Proof. Let be Θab(1) = Σi,jβijΨi ⊗ Ψj, where βij ∈ C.

Ψk

Ψk

a

a

a

b

b

a
b

b

Ψk

a
b

=
b
a

Then we have (1⊗Θb)◦ (1⊗ηabb)(ΣijβijΨi⊗Ψj⊗Ψk) = (1⊗Θb)(ΣijβijΨi⊗ΨjΨk) =

ΣijβijΘb(Ψ
jΨk)Ψi = ΣiβikΨi = Ψk and hence βij = δij.

¨

Proposition 4.8. We can modify the axiom 2 in the definition of Frobenius struc-
ture as follows (see Section 4.1): there exist a family of coassociative linear maps
∆cab : Oab → Oac ⊗ Ocb which are Oaa × Obb-bimodule morphisms and linear maps
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Θa : Oaa → C such that

Oab
∆bab //

∼=
��

Oab ⊗ Obb

1⊗Θbxxppppppppppp

Oab ⊗ k

Oab
∆aab //

∼=

��

Oaa ⊗ Oab

Θa⊗1xxqqqqqqqqqqqq

k⊗ Oab

commute.

Proof. We only need to prove that the trace Θa : Oaa → C is non-degenerate. For
this we consider the next commutative diagram

Oaa ⊗ Oaa ⊗ Oaa
1⊗ηaaa

))RRRRRRRRRRRRR

C⊗ Oaa
ua⊗1// Oaa ⊗ Oaa

ηaaa ))RRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

∆aaa⊗1
55lllllllllllll

Oaa ⊗ Oaa
1⊗Θa // Oaa ⊗ C

Oaa

∆aaa

55lllllllllllllll

This implies the next property

1⊗ x 7→ 1a ⊗ x 7→ (
∑
i

ui ⊗ ei)⊗ x 7→∑
i

ui ⊗ eix 7→∑
i

Θa(eix)ui = x

where {ei} is a basis of Oaa. Hence {ui} is also a basis of Oaa.
If we take x = uj, then Θa(eiuj) = δij. We suppose y =

∑
i αiei with the property

that Θa(yx) = 0 for all x ∈ Oaa. Therefore, if we take x = uj hence
∑
i αiΘa(eiuj) =

αj = 0 for all j. This proves that y = 0 and consequently the trace is non-degenerate.

¨

Definition 4.9. We define a positive (outgoing) boundary open-closed topological field
theory (2D OC-TFT+) just as we defined a 2D OC-TFT with the difference that
the morphisms have at least one outgoing boundary. In particular there is no linear
form associated to the surfaces illustrated in the Figure 15. Namely, we no longer
have traces. Now, we describe the algebraic axioms of this theory.

A positive boundary 2D open-closed TFT is given by the following algebraic
data:

84



a

a
;

Figure 15: Traces in the open theory and closed theory.

1. (A, ∆A, 1A) is a commutative non compact Frobenius algebra.

2 Oab is a collection of vector spaces for a, b ∈ B.

2a. There is a family of associative linear maps

ηbac : Oab ⊗ Obc → Oac (20)

2b. There is a family of co-associative linear maps

∆cab : Oab → Oac ⊗ Ocb.

2c. Moreover, ∆cab is a morphism of Oda × Obe-bimodule, i.e. the diagrams0

Oda ⊗ Oab
ηadb //

1⊗∆cab
��

Odb

∆cdb

��
Oda ⊗ Oac ⊗ Ocbηadc⊗1

// Odc ⊗ Ocb

Oab ⊗ Obb
ηbae //

∆cab⊗1
��

Oae

∆cae

��
Oac ⊗ Ocb ⊗ Obe

1⊗ηbce
// Oac ⊗ Oce

commute.

3. There are linear maps:

ιa : A→ Oaa, ι
a : Oaa → A (21)

such that

3a. ιa is an algebra homomorphism

ιa(φ1φ2) = ιa(φ1)ιa(φ2) (22)

3b. The identity is preserved
ιa(1A) = 1a (23)
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3c. Moreover, ιa is central in the sense that

ιa(φ)ψ = ψιb(φ) (24)

for all φ ∈ A and ψ ∈ Oab.

3d. The “Cardy conditions”. For this we define the map πab : Oaa → Obb as
follows. Since Oab and Oba are in duality (using θa or θb), if we let ψµ be a
basis for Oba then there is a dual basis ψµ for Oab. Then we set

πab(ψ) =
∑
µ

ψµψψ
µ, (25)

and the “Cardy condition” is

πab = ιb ◦ ιa. (26)

Remark 4.10. This algebraic construction is equivalent to the categorical one in the
2D open-closed TFT case, with the restriction that it does not contain traces for
the closed and the open part.
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5 Virtual Fundamental Classes

5.1 Motivation

One of the most fruitful ways of constructing examples of TQFTs is by the
method of the virtual fundamental classes on moduli spaces (of fields).

Moduli spaces often do not quite have a fundamental class (that we will require
to do the integration). The problem is that roughly speaking M is given as the
intersection of two submanifolds (equations) N1 and N2 of a larger manifold V

(taking only two is possible by using the diagonal map trick, namely N1∩ . . .∩Nr =

(N1×· · ·×Nr)∩4(Vr)). Often this intersection is not transversal. Therefore rather
than a tangent we have a virtual tangent bundle (in K-theory)

[TM]virt = [TN1]|M + [TN2]|M − [TV]|M

whose orientation (in cohomology, K-theory, complex cobordism) is called the virtual
fundamental class [M]virt. This is closely related to the theory of derived manifolds
and could be reinterpreted in the language of [Spi10] but as it is not strictly necessary,
we prefer to work in a more traditional topological language.

The basic example is afforded to us by Poincaré duality. This model written
(HM, ZM)1+1 ∼= (AM, θM) depends only of a fixed oriented compact closed smooth
manifold M and lives in dimension 1+1. Let Maps�(Y,M) be the space of constant
maps from Y to M. Clearly if Y is connected (and non-empty), Maps�(Y,M) ∼= M

and in fact this last homeomorphism is given by the map

evy : Maps�(Y,M)→M

that evaluates at y ∈ Y. For Z ⊂ Y we will write evZ : Maps�(Y,M)→ Maps�(Z,M)

to be the restriction map defined by evZ(f) = f|Z.
In this theory the fields are

F(Y) = Maps�(Y,M),

namely the moduli space of constant maps from Y to M. We consider Y to be
(1+ 1)-dimensional. Notice that

Maps�(Y,M) = M×M× · · · ×M

where the product contains as many copies of M as connected components has Y.
Consider now the situation in which Y = P a 2-dimensional pair-of-pants (a 2-sphere
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with three small discs removed) with two incoming boundary components and one
outgoing, and M is an oriented compact closed smooth manifold. Let a,b and c be
three boundary components P each one diffeomorphic to S1.

F(Y)

π1

$$HHHHHHHHH
π0

zzvvvvvvvvv

F(∂0Y) F(∂1Y)

that is to say

Maps�(P,M)

eva×evb

ttiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii
evc

((QQQQQQQQQQQQ

Maps�(S1,M)×Maps�(S1,M) Maps�(S1,M)

(27)

which becomes thus
M

=

  BBBBBBBB
4

zzvvvvvvvvv

M×M M

and indeed, since that is a smooth correspondence of degree −d we have that

4! = evc ◦ (eva × evb)! : H∗(M)⊗H∗(M)→ H∗−d(M)

is the induced homomorphism of degree −d in homology. Namely, the Feynman
evolution for a pair of pants in this field theory is simply the intersection product in
homology.

We could have used the space 8 consisting of the wedge of two copies of S1

instead of P (they are after all homotopy equivalent, we can define evc by choosing
a quotient map c → 8 identifying two points of c). Notice that by using pairs-of-
pants we can recover any compact oriented 2-dimensional cobordism Y which is not
boundaryless. In fact by using correspondences we can recover ΨMY for all Y that
has at least one outgoing boundary component. In a sense correspondences encode
a big portion of Poincaré duality this way, the so-called positive boundary sector of
the TQFT.

For this model we have,

• AM = H(•) = H∗(M) (the homology of M which is graded).
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• The mapping associated to the pair of pants

AM ⊗AM → AM (28)

is the intersection product on the homology of the manifold (and is of degree
−d).

• The trace is defined as θM : AM = H∗(M) → H∗(•) ∼= C via the pushforward
map associated to the canonical map p : M → •, i.e. θM(x) := p∗(x) The
nondegeneracy of the trace is a consequence of Poincaré duality.

It may be instructive to see how the Pontrjagin-Thom construction and the
Thom isomorphism can be used to induce the map (28). That basic idea is to use
the diagonal map

4 : M→M×M.

m 7→ (m,m)

The product on AM is precisely the Gysin map 4! which can be defined using
integration over the fiber, or as follows. It is not hard to verify that the normal
bundle ν of M = 4(M) in M ×M is isomorphic to the tangent bundle TM of M.
Let us write Mε a small neighborhood of M in M×M, and MTM the Thom space
on TM. Then we have a natural map

M×M −→M×M/(M×M−Mε) = MTM

which by the use of the Thom isomorphism induces

4! : H∗(M)⊗H∗(M) −→ H∗−d(M)

as desired.

Example 5.1. This is a famous example due to Chas and Sullivan [CS]. Following
Cohen and Jones [CJ02] we do something rather drastic now and let the maps roam
free, namely we write the correspondence (27) but with the whole mapping spaces
rather than just the constant maps.

Maps(8,M)

eva×evb

sshhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh
evc

))RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

(LM)2 = Maps(S1,M)×Maps(S1,M) Maps(S1,M) = LM

(29)
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which is a degree −d smooth correspondence. We must replace the pair of pants P
for the figure eight space 8 in order to ensure that Maps(8,M) → LM × LM is a
finite codimension embedding. This in turns implies the existence of the Gysin map

(eva × evb)! : H∗(LM× LM)→ H∗−d(Maps(8,M)).

The induced map in homology

• : H∗(LM)⊗H∗(LM)→ H∗−d(LM)

is called the Chas-Sullivan product on the homology of the free loop space of M.
From the functoriality of correspondences it is not hard to verify that the product
is associative.

Chas and Sullivan proved more, by defining a degree one map ∆ : H∗(LM) →
H∗+1(LM) given by ∆(σ) = ρ∗(θ ⊗ σ) where ρ : S1 × LM → LM is the evaluation
map and θ is the generator of H1(S1,Z), they proved that (H∗(M), •, ∆) is a Batalin-
Vilkovisky algebra, namely

• (H∗−d(M), •) is a graded commutative algebra.

• ∆2 = 0

• The bracket {α,β} = (−1)|α|∆(α • β) − (−1)|α|∆(α) • β − α • ∆(β) makes
H∗−d(M) into a graded Gerstenhaber algebra (namely it is a Lie bracket which
is a derivation on each variable).

This statement amounts essentially to the construction of ΨLM
Y for all positive

boundary genus zero (1 + 1)-dimensional cobordisms Y due to a theorem of Get-
zler (cf. [Get94]). The case of positive genus has been studied by Cohen and Godin
[CG04].

Example 5.2. The Gromov-Witten invariants introduced by Ruan in [Rua96] can be
understood in terms of a field theory [PSS96]. Now we consider a Riemmann surface
Y = Σg of genus g with k marked points. These marked points will take the place
of ∂0Y and for simplicity we will not consider outgoing boundary for now.

a
a
a
a

1

2

3

4

Σ
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In this (1+1)-dimensional quantum field theory we start by considering a fixed sym-
plectic manifold (M,ω). The space of fields is given (roughly speaking) by the space
of J-holomorphic maps on the class β ∈ H2(M),

F(Y) = MΣ = Holβ(Σ,M) = {f ∈ Hol(Σ,M)|f∗[Σ] = β},

If we denote by evi : MΣ → M the evaluation map at ai ∈ Σ, then we have the
correspondence diagram

MΣ

×ievixxqqqqqqqqqqq

$$IIIIIIIII

Mk = F(qiai) F(∅) = •

Given k cohomology classes u1, . . . , uk ∈ H∗(M) we can let them evolve accord-
ing to Feynman’s pull-push formalism to obtain the corresponding Gromov-Witten
invariant

Φg,β,k(u1, . . . , uk) =

∫
MΣ

ev∗1u1 ∧ . . .∧ ev∗kuk

Here we should mention two important technical points regarding the moduli space
MΣ. Firstly Kontsevich [Kon95] discovered that the most convenient space for defin-
ing this field theory is the moduli space of stable maps (where at most ordinary
double points are allowed, and with finite automorphism groups). The moduli space
turns out to be an orbifold, not a manifold. We will return to the definition of an
orbifold later.

The corrected formula for the Gromov-Witten invariants is then

Φg,β,k(u1, . . . , uk) =

∫
[MΣ]virt

ev∗1u1 ∧ . . .∧ ev∗kuk.

Example 5.3. Floer theory is also a quantum field theory. Now we consider Y = Σg,k
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to be a genus g Riemann surface with k small discs removed.

The fields are again holomorphic mappings F(Y) = MΣ.

MΣ

×ievizzuuuuuuuuu

''NNNNNNNNNNNN

F(∅) = • (LM)k = F(∂1Σ)

In this case rather than simply considering the homology of LM we consider
its semi-infinite (co)homology. This means that we consider the homology of cycles
that are half-dimensional in LM. The semi-infinite (co)homology Hsi

∗ (LM) is also
known as the Floer (co)homology HF∗(M).

5.2 The Calculus of Obstruction Classes

We need the technical machinery of obstruction classes for our computations of
virtual fundamental classes. The technical details of such theory are found in the
last appendix of this book.
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6 String Topology

String topology is the study of the topological properties of the free loop space
LM of a smooth manifold M by the use of methods originating in quantum field
string theories and in classical algebraic topology. Here LM is by definition the
space Maps(S1;M) of piecewise smooth maps from the unit circle S1 to M. This
study was initiated by Chas and Sullivan in their seminal paper [CS] where they
defined a remarkable product ◦ on the homology H∗(LM) of the loop space of a
smooth manifold. As we will see, string topology provides us with a family of TFTs,
one for for each manifold M.

Let M be a smooth, orientable manifold of dimension n. The space of free loop
space is

LM = {α : S1 →M}

where every loop is assumed piecewise smooth.
Chas and Sullivan in [CS] proved the next result.

Theorem 6.1 (Chas and Sullivan, 1999). Let M be a compact, closed, smooth,
orientable manifold of dimension d. There is a commutative and associative product

Hp(LM)⊗Hq(LM)→ Hp+q−d(LM)

• making H∗(LM) := H∗+d(LM) an associtive, commutative graded algebra and

• compatible with the intersection product on H∗(M), i.e., the following diagram
commutes.

Hp(LM)⊗Hq(LM) //

ev∗⊗ ev∗
��

Hp+q−d(LM)

ev∗
��

HpM⊗HqM // Hp+q−dM

In this section we present a generalization of this result whenM is not necessarily
compact. Moreover, we will prove that H∗(LM) is a nearly Frobenius algebra. In
particular, using the folk theorem we have an example of a 2D-TFT with positive
boundary. In the next chapter, we will give an extension of the string theory that
permits us to give a new example of 2D Open-Closed TFT with positive boundary.
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6.1 Algebraic Structure

The Loop product: Following Cohen and Jones the Chas-Sullivan “loop product”
in the homology (over a field k of zero characteristic) of the free loop space of a
closed oriented d-manifold,

µ : Hp(LM)⊗Hq(LM)→ Hp+q−d(LM)

is defined as follows.
Let Map(8,M) be the mapping space from the figure 8 (i.e the wedge of two

circles) to the manifold M. Chose a basis point in the circle, notice that Map(8,M)

can be viewed as the subspace of LM × LM consisting of those pair of loops that
agree at the basepoint. In other words, there is a pullback square

Map(8,M)
e //

ev

��

LM× LM

ev× ev

��
M

∆
//M×M,

(30)

where ev : LM → M is the fibration given by evaluating a loop at the basepoint.
The map ev : Map(8,M)→M evaluates the map at the crossing point on the figure
8. Since ev× ev is a fibre bundle, e : Map(8,M) ↪→ LM × LM can be viewed as a
codimension d embedding, with normal bundle ev∗(ν∆) ∼= ev∗(TM).

The existence of this pullback diagram of fiber bundles, means that there is
a natural tubular neighborhood of the embedding e : Map(8,M) → LM × LM.
Namely, the inverse image of a tubular neighborhood of the diagonal embedding
∆ : M → M ×M. That is, ηe = (ev× ev)−1(η∆). Because ev is a locally trivial
fibration, the tubular neighborhood ηe is homeomorphic to the total space of the
normal bundle ev∗(TM). This induces a homeomorphism of the quotient space to
the Thom space,

(LM× LM)/((LM× LM) − ηe) ∼= (Map(8,M))ev∗(TM).

Combining this homeomorphism with the projection onto this quotient space,
defines a Thom-collapse map

τe : LM× LM→ (Map(8,M))ev∗(TM).

For notation, we refer the Thom space of the pullback bundle ev∗(TM) →
Map(8,M) as Map(8,M)TM.
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There is a functorial construction in homology which goes in the wrong direction.
This is called the Gysin map or Umkher map, see [CK09]. We define an umkehr
map,

e! : H∗(LM× LM)
τe−→ H∗(Map(8,M)TM)

∩u−→ H∗−d(Map(8,M))

where u ∈ Hd(Map(8,M)TM) is the Thom class.
Chas and Sullivan also observed that given a map from the figure 8 to M then

one obtains a loop in M by starting at the intersection point, traversing the top loop
of the 8, and then traversing the bottom loop, this defines a map

ρ : Map(8,M)→ LM.

Definition 6.2. We consider the next diagram

Map(8,M)

e

wwoooooooooooo
ρ

%%LLLLLLLLLL

LM× LM LM

where e is defined in Diagram (30). The loop product in the homology of the loop
space is the composition

η : H∗(LM)⊗H∗(LM)→ H∗(LM× LM)
e!−→ H∗−d(Map(8,M))

ρ∗−→ H∗−d(LM)

The Loop coproduct: Notice that Map(8,M) can be viewed as the subspace
of LM consisting of loops that agree at 0 and at 1

2 . In other words, there is a
pullback square

Map(8,M)
ρ //

ev0

��

LM

ev0× ev 1
2

��
M

∆
//M×M

where ev0× ev 1
2

: LM→M×M is the map given by evaluating a loop at 0 and 1
2 .

Then we can define the umkehr map

ρ! : H∗(LM)
τρ−→ H∗(Map(8,M)TM)

∩u−→ H∗−d(Map(8,M)).

Definition 6.3. The loop coproduct for the homology of the loop space is the com-
position

∆ : H∗+d(LM)
ρ!−→ H∗(Map(8,M))

e∗−→ H∗(LM× LM) ∼= H∗(LM)⊗H∗(LM).

95



The unit and counit: Consider the disk D as a cobordism with zero incoming
boundary component and one outgoing boundary component (see Figure 16). The
restriction map to the zero incoming boundary is the map

ρin : Map(D,M)→ Map(∅,M) = point.

Notice that the disc D is homotopy equivalent to a point, then the smooth mapping

Figure 16: The disc D

space Map(D,M) is homotopy equivalent to the manifold M. The umkehr map in
this setting is

(ρin)! : H∗(point)→ H∗+d(M),

which is defined by sending the generator to [M] ∈ Hd(M). The restriction to the
outgoing boundary component is the map

ρout : M ' Map(D,M)→ LM,

which is given by ι : M ↪→ LM. Thus the unit is given by

u : (ρout)∗ ◦ (ρin)! = ι∗ ◦ (ρin)! : H∗(point)→ H∗+d(M)→ H∗+d(LM),

which sends the generator to the image of the fundamental class.

The reason of the nonexistence of a counit in the Frobenius structure is formally
the same to the existence of a unit. Namely, for this operation one must considerD as
a cobordism with one incoming boundary, and zero outgoing boundary components.
In this setting the role of the restriction maps ρin and ρout are reversed, and one
obtains the diagram

Map(∅,M)

‖
��

Map(D,M)
ρoutoo ρin //

‖
��

LM

‖
��

point Mε
oo

ι
// LM

where ε : M→ point is the constant map. Now notice that in this case the embed-
ding Map(D,M) ↪→ LM is of infinite codimension, and to our knowledge there is no
way to define the umkher map. Ando and Morava [AM01] have given an argument
that says that if one has a theory where this umkehr map exists, one would need
that the Euler class of the normal bundle e(ν(ι)) ∈ H∗(M) is invertible.
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6.2 Verification of the nearly Frobenius Algebra Axioms

We will use the Proposition 22.6 to prove of the next theorem.

Theorem 6.4. H∗(LM) is a nearly Frobenius algebra.

Proof. 1. Associativity of the loop product

=

(1) (2)

The loop product is defined by the next diagram.

Map(8,M)

e

wwooooooooooo
ρ

%%KKKKKKKKKK

LM× LM LM

The associativity of the product is represented by the next two diagrams

(1)

Map( ,M)
j

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmm
i

''OOOOOOOOOOO
ψ

��

ϕ

}}

Map(8,M)× LM

ρ×1 ))RRRRRRRRRRRRR
e×1

uujjjjjjjjjjjjjjj
Map(8,M)

ρ

%%LLLLLLLLLL

e
wwnnnnnnnnnnnn

LM× LM× LM LM× LM LM

(2)

Map( ,M)
j ′

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmm
i

''OOOOOOOOOOO
ψ

��

ϕ

}}

LM×Map(8,M)

1×ρ ))RRRRRRRRRRRRRR
1×e

uujjjjjjjjjjjjjjj
Map(8,M)

ρ

%%LLLLLLLLLL

e
wwnnnnnnnnnnnn

LM× LM× LM LM× LM LM
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We will use Quillen’s result to prove this property.

ϕ∗(TM) = κ∗ ev∗(TM) //___ Map( ,M)

i
��

ev∗(TM) //______ Map(8,M)
e //

ev

��

LM× LM

ev0× ev0
��

TM //__________ M
∆ //M×M

where ϕ = ev ◦κ and ev∗(TM) is the normal bundle of i.

ev∗(TM) //___ Map( ,M)

ev

��

j //Map(8,M)× LM

ev× ev

��
TM //______ M

∆ //M×M

(1) We have that 0 → ev∗(TM) → ϕ∗(TM) → F1 → 0 is an exact sequence.
Note that ϕ = ev, then F1 = 0. Similarly, for (2) we have F2 = 0, then
e(F1) = e(F2).

2. Coassociativity of the coproduct

=

(1) (2)

(1)

Map( ,M)

i

wwooooooooooo

j ′ ((QQQQQQQQQQQQQ
ϕ

  

ψ

��

Map(8,M)

e
''PPPPPPPPPPPP

ρ
yyrrrrrrrrrr

LM×Map(8,M)

1×e ))TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT

1×ρuullllllllllllll

LM LM× LM LM× LM× LM
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(2)

Map( ,M)

i

wwooooooooooo

j ((QQQQQQQQQQQQQ
ϕ

  

ψ

��

Map(8,M)

e
''PPPPPPPPPPPP

ρ

yyrrrrrrrrrr
Map(8,M)× LM

e×1 ))SSSSSSSSSSSSSSS

ρ×1uulllllllllllll

LM LM× LM LM× LM× LM

(1) In the first case we have:

ev∗(TM) //___ Map( ,M)

ev

��

i //Map(8,M)

ev 1
2
× ev0

��
TM //______ M

∆ //M×M

and

j ′∗(ev× ev)∗(TM) //____ Map( ,M)

j ′

��
LM×Map(8,M)

ev× ev

��

1×e // LM× LM
ev× ev× ev 1

2
��

TM //_________ M×M 1×∆ //M×M×M

Then, we have the next short exact sequence 0→ ev∗(TM)→ r∗2(ev× ev)∗(TM)→
F1 → 0. We conclude that F1 = 0 since ev∗(TM) = r∗2(ev× ev)∗(TM).

(2) In the other case there are the diagrams

ev∗(TM) //___ Map( ,M)

ev

��

i //Map(8,M)

ev0× ev 1
2

��
TM //______ M

∆ //M×M
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and

j∗(ev× ev)∗(TM) //____ Map( ,M)

j2
��

Map(8,M)× LM

ev× ev

��

e×1 // LM× LM
ev× ev 1

2
× ev

��
TM //_________ M×M ∆×1 //M×M×M

Then we have the exact sequence 0→ ev∗(TM)→ j∗2(ev× ev)∗(TM)→ F2 → 0.
Since ev∗(TM) = j∗2(ev× ev)∗(TM) then F2 = 0.

3. Abrams condition

=

(1) (2)

(1)

Map( ,M)

i

wwooooooooooo
i

''OOOOOOOOOOO
ϕ

��

ψ

��

Map(8,M)

ρ
''PPPPPPPPPPPP

e
wwoooooooooooo

Map(8,M)

ρ
''OOOOOOOOOOOO

e
wwnnnnnnnnnnnn

LM× LM LM LM× LM

(2)

Map( ,M)
j ′

uukkkkkkkkkkkkkk
j

))SSSSSSSSSSSSSS
ϕ

  

ψ

~~

LM×Map(8,M)

1×e ))TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT

1×ρuulllllllllllll
Map(8,M)× LM

ρ×1 ))RRRRRRRRRRRRR

e×1uujjjjjjjjjjjjjjj

LM× LM LM× LM× LM LM× LM
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In the first diagram we have

i∗ ev∗(TM) //___ Map( ,M)

κ ′

��
ev∗(TM) //____ Map(8,M) //

ev

��

LM

ev× ev 1
2

��
TM //_______ M

∆ //M×M

and
ev∗(TM) //___ Map( ,M)

ev

��

i //Map(8,M)

ev× ev 1
2
× ev

��
TM //______ M

∆ //M×M

Then we have the exact sequence 0 → ev∗(TM) → κ ′∗ ev∗(TM) → F1 → 0.

Since ev ◦κ ′ = ev then F1 = 0.

For the second diagram

j∗(ev× ev)∗(TM) //____ Map( ,M)

j

��
(ev× ev)∗(TM) //___ Map(8,M)× LM

ρ×1 //

ev× ev

��

LM× LM× LM

ev× ev× ev

��
TM //_________ M×M ∆×1 //M×M×M

and

ev∗(TM) //___ Map( ,M)

ev

��

j ′ // LM×Map(8,M)

ev× ev

��
TM //______ M

∆ //M×M

Therefore we have the exact sequence 0 → ev∗(TM) → j∗(ev× ev)∗(TM) →
F2 → 0. Note that ev∗(TM) = j∗(ev× ev)∗(TM), then F2 = 0.
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4. Unit axiom

=

(1) (2)

LM
ε0×id

wwoooooooooooo
k

''PPPPPPPPPPPP
ϕ

��

ψ

��

M× LM

r×1 ''NNNNNNNNNNNN

ρin×1xxppppppppppp
Map(8,M)

ρout
%%KKKKKKKKKK

ρinwwoooooooooooo

pt× LM LM× LM LM

LM
id

{{wwwwwwww
id

##GGGGGGGG
ϕ ′

��

ψ





LM

id ##GGGGGGGG

id{{wwwwwwww
LM

id ##GGGGGGGG

id{{wwwwwwww

LM LM LM

First, we note that ϕ and ϕ ′ are homotopic maps, then ϕ∗ = ϕ ′∗.
In (1) we have

ev∗(TM) //___ LM
ε0×id//

ev

��

M× LM

id×ev

��
TM //____ M

∆ //M×M
and

ev∗(TM) //_____ LM

k
��

Map(8,M) //

ev

��

LM× LM

ev× ev

��
TM //______ M

∆ //M×M
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Then F1 = 0. In the second diagram is trivial to prove that F2 = 0.

¨

From this we can conclude that string topology defines a TQFT+, this has been
proved by different methods in [CG04]

6.3 String Topology as a non-Compact Calabi-Yau Category

Let B be the category of D-branes, the objects of this category are a collection
of submanifolds of M,

Obj(B) = {Di ⊂M : submanifold of M}.

Now we consider the path spaces, see Figure 17,

PM(Di, Dj) = {γ : [0, 1]→M picewise smooth : γ(0) ∈ Di, γ(1) ∈ Dj}

Then, the morphisms of the category B are

HomB(Di, Dj) = H∗(PM(Di, Dj)),

for Di, Dj ∈ Obj(B).

j

iD

Dγ

γ

γ

(0)

(1)

Figure 17: Space PM(Di, Dj).

We have already endowed the free loop space (H*(LM), ∆, u) with the structure
of a nearly Frobenius algebra. In waht follows we will describe the other structural
maps.

Consider the path space

PM(D1, D2, D3) =

{
α : [0, 1]→M : α(0) ∈ D1, α

(
1

2

)
∈ D2, α(1) ∈ D3

}
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D

3

2

1D

Dγ

γ

γ

(0)

/21(   )

(1)

Now we consider the next diagram

PM(D1, D2, D3)
i213

((RRRRRRRRRRRRR
j12×j23

ttiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3) PM(D1, D3)

where i213 : PM(D1, D2, D3)→ PM(D1, D2) is the natural inclusion, j12 : PM(D1, D2, D3)→
PM(D1, D2) is defined by j12(α)(t) := α( t2), and j23 : PM(D1, D2, D3)→ PM(D2, D3)

is defined by j23(α)(t) := α(1+t2 ).
The main idea to defining the product is to construct the umkehr map

(j12 × j23)! : H∗(PM(D1, D2))⊗H∗(PM(D2, D3))→ H∗(PM(D1, D2, D3))

and we define the product η213 as the composition

η213 = (i213)∗ ◦ (j12 × j23)! : H∗(PM(D1, D2))⊗H∗(PM(D2, D3))→ H∗(PM(D1, D3)).

Now we observe that there is a pullback diagram of fibrations,

PM(D1, D2, D3)
j12×j23 //

ev1
2

��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)

ev1×ev0
��

D2 ∆
// D2 ×D2

,

this let us define the umkehr map (j12 × j23)!.

As before we can consider the diagram

PM(D1, D2, D3)
i213

vvlllllllllllll
j12×j23

**UUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUU

PM(D1, D3) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)
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Then, we define a coproduct

∆213 : H∗(PM(D1, D3))→ H∗(PM(D1, D2))⊗H∗(PM(D2, D3))

as the composition (j12 × j23)∗ ◦ (i213)! : H∗(PM(D1, D3))→ H∗(PM(D1, D2, D3))→
H∗(PM(D1, D2))⊗H∗(PM(D2, D3)).

We can define the umkehr map (i213)! because we have a pullback diagram of fibra-
tions,

PM(D1, D2, D3)
i213 //

ev1
2

��

PM(D1, D3)

ev1
2
×ev1

2

��
D2 ∆

//M×M

For the unit we consider the diagram

D

r

����������
i

$$JJJJJJJJJJ

pt PM(D,D)

where r : D→ pt is the constant map and i : D→ PM(D,D) is the inclusion. This
diagram defines the unit

uD : H∗(pt)→ H∗(PM(D,D))

as uD := i∗ ◦ r!, where r! : H∗(pt)→ H∗(D) sends the generator to the fundamental
class [D].

To finish the construction we need to define the connection maps. Consider
the open-closed cobordism i between an interval, whose boundary is labeled by a
D-brane D, and a circle. This cobordism is pictured in the Figure 18. As in the

D

Figure 18: The cobordism i.

previous cases, we consider the space,

LD(M) = {β ∈ LM : β(0) ∈ D}
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and the diagram

LM
iD

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnn
jD

))RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

LM PM(D,D)

We define the map ιD by the composition,

ιD = (iD)∗ ◦ (jD)! : H∗(PM(D,D))→ H∗(LD(M))→ H∗(LM).

For defining the umkehr map we observe that there is a pullback square

LD(M)
jD //

ev0

��

PM(D,D)

ev0×ev1
��

D
∆

// D×D

Finally we define the map ιD = (jD)∗ ◦ (iD)! : H∗(LM) → H∗(PM(D,D)) →
H∗(PM(D,D)), where the umkehr map (iD)! can be defined because the existence
of a pullback square,

LD(M)
jD //

ev0

��

LM

ev0×ev0
��

D
∆

//M×M

Theorem 6.5. (H∗(LM),B) is a 2D open-closed TFT with positive boundary.

Proof. We only need to prove the open axioms since we have given already a proof
for the closed axioms. We will use Proposition 22.6.

1. Abrams condition.
This condition is represented in the next figure.
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D

2
3

43

4

= 2 =
3

(1) (2) (3)D

D

D

D

D

D

D

D

D

D

D

2

4

1

1 1

For this we just meed to prove that the maps for (1) and (2) are the same. The
same applies for the the maps for (2) and (3). The next diagrams represent
these composition maps.
(1)

PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i4123×i
12
34

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

i3412×i
1
234

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

ξ1

��

η1

��

PM(D1, D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

j12×j23×1

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

i213×1

wwppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppp
PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3, D4)

1×i324

''NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

1×j23×j34

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

PM(D1, D3)× PM(D3, D4) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D4)

(2)

PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i2134

yyssssssssssssssssssssss

i3124

%%KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK

ξ2

��

η2

��

PM(D1, D3, D4)

i314

%%KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK

j13×j34

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq
PM(D1, D2, D4)

j12×j24

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

i214

yyssssssssssssssssssssss

PM(D1, D3)× PM(D3, D4) PM(D1, D4) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D4)

First, we note that ξ1 = ξ2, η1 = η2 and that the squares are pullback squares.
To prove that the composition maps coincide we only need to check that the
Euler class of each square coincides.
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(1) In the first diagram we have the next constructions

(i3412 × i1234)∗(ev× ev 1
2
)∗(TD3) //_______ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i3412×i
1
234

��
PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3, D4)

1×j23×j34//

ev× ev 1
2

��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

ev× ev× ev

��
TD3 //________________ D2 ×D3

1×∆ // D2 ×D3 ×D3

and

(ev 1
3
× ev 2

3
)∗(TD3) //_____ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

ev 1
3
× ev 2

3

��

i4123×i
12
34 // PM(D1, D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

ev 1
2
× ev× ev

��
TD3 //___________ D2 ×D3

1×∆ // D2 ×D3 ×D3

Note that (ev 1
3
× ev 2

3
)∗(TD3) = (i3412 × i1234)∗(ev× ev 1

2
)∗(TD3). Then

0→ (ev 1
3
× ev 2

3
)∗(TD3)→ r∗2(ev× ev 1

2
)(TD3)→ F1 → 0,

is exact where F1 = 0.

(2) In the second case we have

(i3124)
∗ ev∗1

2

(ν2) //___ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i3124
��

PM(D1, D2, D4)

ev 1
2
��

i214 // PM(D1, D4)

ev 1
2
× ev 1

2
��

ν2 //__________ D2
∆ //M×M

and
ev∗1

2

(ν2) //___ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)
i2134 //

ev 1
3

��

PM(D1, D3, D4)

ev 1
3
× ev 1

3

��
ν2 //________ D2

∆ //M×M

As (ev 1
3
)∗(ν2) = (i3124)

∗(ev 1
2
)∗(ν2), then F2 = 0.
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2. Associativity of the product.

=

(1) (2)

D1

2D

3D

4D

D1
2D

3D

4D

(1)

PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i4123×i
12
34

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

i2134

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

ξ

��

η

��

PM(D1, D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

i213×1

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

j12×j23×1

uukkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk
PM(D1, D3, D4)

i314

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGG

j13×j34

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4) PM(D1, D3)× PM(D3, D4) PM(D1, D4)

(2)

PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i3412×i
1
234

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

i3124

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

ξ

��

η

��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3, D4)

1×i324

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

1×j23×j34

uukkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk
PM(D1, D2, D4)

i214

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGG

j12×j24

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D4) PM(D1, D4)

First, we note that the external maps coincide.
In the diagram (1) we have

ev∗2
3

(TD3) //_____ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)
i4123×i

12
34 //

ev 2
3

��

PM(D1, D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

ev× ev

��
TD3 //__________ D3

∆ // D3 ×D3
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and

(i2134)
∗ ev∗2

3

(TD3) //_____ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i2134

��
PM(D1, D3, D4)

j13×j34 //

ev 1
2

��

PM(D1, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

ev× ev

��
TD3 //____________ D3

∆ // D3 ×D3

Note that ev 1
2
◦i2134 = ev 2

3
, then ev∗2

3

(TD3) = (ev 1
2
◦i2134)∗(TD3), and as a

consequence F1 = 0.

In the second diagram we have

ev∗1
3

(TD2) //______ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)
i3412×i

1
234 //

ev 1
3

��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3, D4)

ev× ev

��
TD2 //____________ D2

∆ // D2 ×D2

and

(i3124)
∗ ev∗1

2

(TD2) //___ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i3124
��

PM(D1, D2, D4) //

ev 1
2
��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D4)

ev× ev

��
TD2 //__________ D2

∆ // D2 ×D2

We note that ev 1
3

= ev 1
2
◦i3124. Then ev∗1

3

(TD2) = (ev 1
2
◦i3124)∗(TD2) and F2 =

0.

3. Coassociativity of the coproduct.
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=

(1) (2)

D1

2D

3D

4D

D1

2D

3D

4D

(1)

PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i1234

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

i3124

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

ξ

��

η

��

PM(D1, D2, D4)

j12×j24

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

i214

{{wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww
PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3, D4)

1×j23×j34

))SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS

1×i324

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

PM(D1, D4) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D4) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

(2)

PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

j1

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

j2

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

ξ

��

η

��

PM(D1, D3, D4)

j13×j34

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

i314

{{wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww
PM(D1, D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

j12×j23×1

))SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS

i213×1

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

PM(D1, D4) PM(D1, D3)× PM(D3, D4) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

In the first case we have

ev∗2
3

(µ) //___ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)
i3124 //

ev 2
3

��

PM(D1, D2, D3)

ev 2
3
× ev 2

3

��
µ //________ D3

∆ //M×M
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and

(i1234)
∗(ev× ev 1

2
)∗(µ) //______ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i1234
��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D3, D4)
1×i324 //

ev× ev 1
2
��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D4)

ev× ev 1
2
× ev 1

2
��

µ //_____________ D2 ×D3
1×∆ // D2 ×M×M

Then the sequence 0 → ev∗2
3

(µ) → i∗2(ev× ev 1
2
)∗(µ) → F1 → 0 is exact, with

(i1234)
∗(ev× ev 1

2
)∗(µ) = ev∗2

3

(µ). And for that reason we conclude F1 = 0.

In the second case, there is the diagram

ev∗1
3

(ν) //___ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)
i2134 //

ev 1
3

��

PM(D1, D3, D4)

ev 1
3
× ev 1

3

��
ν //________ D2

∆ //M×M

and

(i4123)
∗(ev 1

2
× ev)∗(ν) //______ PM(D1, D2, D3, D4)

i4123
��

PM(D1, D2, D3)× PM(D3, D4)
i213×1 //

ev 1
2
× ev

��

PM(D1, D3)× PM(D3, D4)

ev 1
2
× ev 1

2
× ev

��
ν //_____________ D2 ×D3

1×∆ //M×M×D3,

therefore ev∗1
3

(ν) = (i4123)
∗(ev 1

2
× ev)∗(ν). Consequently F2 = 0.

4. Cardy condition

=

(1) (2)

D1 2D

D1

D1

D1

2D

2D

2D
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Consider

LM(D1, D2) =

{
α : S1 →M : α(0) ∈ D1 and α

(
1

2

)
∈ D2

}
(1)

LM(D1, D2)

i2

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

i1

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

ξ

��

η

��

PM(D1, D2, D1)

τ◦(j12×j21)

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

i211

{{wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww
PM(D2, D1, D2)

i122

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGG

j21×j12

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

PM(D1, D1) PM(D2, D1)× PM(D1, D2) PM(D2, D2)

where τ is the transposition map.

(2)

LM(D1, D2)

j1

xxppppppppppp
j2

''NNNNNNNNNNN
ξ

��

η

��

LD1(M)

iD1 ''NNNNNNNNNNN

jD1wwppppppppppp
LD2(M)

jD2 ''NNNNNNNNNNN

iD2xxppppppppppp

PM(D1, D1) LM PM(D2, D2)

Note that the next diagram is a pullback square

LM(D1, D2)
i2 //

i1

��

PM(D2, D1, D2)

j21×j12

��
PM(D1, D2, D1)

τ◦(j12×j21)
// PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D2)
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Then, for the first case

ev∗(TD1) //___ LM(D1, D2)
i1 //

ev

��

PM(D1, D2, D1)

ev0× ev1
��

TD1 //______ D1 ∆
// D1 ×D1

and

(i2)
∗ ev∗(TD1) //______ LM(D1, D2)

i2

��
PM(D2, D1, D2)

τ◦(j21×j12) //

ev

��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D1)

ev× ev

��
TD1 //__________ D1 ∆

// D1 ×D1

The next equality holds ev∗(TD1) = (ev ◦i2)∗(TD1). And we conclude F1 = 0.

In the second case

ev∗(ζ) //___ LM(D1, D2)
j1 //

ev

��

LD1(M)

ev 1
2
× ev 1

2
��

ζ //______ D2 ∆
//M×M

and
j∗2 ev∗(ζ) //___ LM(D1, D2)

j2
��

LD2(M)
iD2 //

ev

��

LM

ev× ev

��
ζ //_______ D2 ∆

//M×M

In the same way ev∗(ζ) = (ev ◦j2)∗(ζ), then F2 = 0.
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5. Unit axiom

2D

D1

2D

=
D1

2D

(1) (2)

(1)

PM(D1, D2)

1×ε1

xxpppppppppppppppppppppppp

i

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

ξ

��

η

��

PM(D1, D2)×D2

1×ι

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

1×r

yyttttttttttttttttttttt
PM(D1, D2, D2)

i212

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGG

j12×j22

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

PM(D1, D2)× pt PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D2) PM(D1, D2)

First, we note that the next diagram is a pullback square.

PM(D1, D2)
i //

1×ε1
��

PM(D1, D2, D2)

j12×j22
��

PM(D1, D2)×D2
1×ι
// PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D2)

(2)

PM(D1, D2)

id

||zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz

id

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD

id

��

id

��

PM(D1, D2)

id

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD

id

||zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz
PM(D1, D2)

id

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD

id

||zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz

PM(D1, D2) PM(D1, D2) PM(D1, D2)
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It is clear that for the second diagram we have F2 = 0. Basically we have
η = id and ξ ' id, then ξ∗ = id∗. In the first diagram the umkher map
(1× ε1)! due to the next square

ev∗(TD2) //___ PM(D1, D2)
1×ε1//

ev

��

PM(D1, D2)×D2
ev×id
��

TD2 //______ D2
∆ // D2 ×D2

and

i∗ ev∗1
2

(TD2) //______ PM(D1, D2)

i

��
PM(D1, D2, D2)

j12×j22 //

ev 1
2

��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D2)

ev× ev

��
TD2 //__________ D2 ∆

// D2 ×D2

Since (ev 1
2
◦i)∗(TD2) = ev∗(TD2), then F1 = 0.

6. ιD is morphism of algebras

=

(1) (2)

D

D

D

D

Let be
MapD(8,M) = {α : 8→M : α(0) ∈ D}
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(1)

MapD(8,M)

i

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

j

##FFFFFFFFFFFFFF

ξ

��

η

		

Map(8,M)

ρ

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

e

{{vvvvvvvvvvvvvvv
LD(M)

jD

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDD

iD

{{xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

LM× LM LM PM(D,D)

(2)

MapD(8,M)

i1×i1

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

j1

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

ξ

��

η

��

LD(M)× LD(M)

jD×jD
''PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPP

iD×iD
yysssssssssssssssss

PM(D,D,D)

i111
$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII

j11×j11
wwooooooooooooooooooo

LM× LM PM(D,D)× PM(D,D) PM(D,D)

In the first diagram there is the square

ev∗(ρ) //___ MapD(8,M)
i //

ev

��

Map(8,M)

ev× ev

��
ρ //_______ D

∆
//M×M

and
j∗ ev∗(ρ) //___ MapD(8,M)

j
��

LD(M)
iD //

ev

��

LM

ev× ev

��
ρ //_______ D

∆
//M×M

Clearly ev∗(ρ) = j∗ ev∗(ρ). Then F1 = 0.

117



On the other hand in (2) we have

ev∗(TD) //___ MapD(8,M) //

ev

��

LD(M)× LD(M)

ev× ev

��
TD //_______ D

∆ // D×D

and

j ′∗ ev∗1
2

(TD) //_____ MapD(8,M)

j1

��
PM(D,D,D)

ev 1
2

��

j11×j11 // PM(D,D)× PM(D,D)

ev1× ev0
��

TD //_________ D
∆ // D×D

As before, j∗1 ev∗(TD) = ev∗(TD). Consequently F2 = 0.

7. ι is a central morphism

=

(1) (2)

D1

D1 D1

D1

2D2D

2D 2D

2D

(1)

LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)

i

wwoooooooooooooooooooooooooo

j

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

ξ

��

η

��

LD1(M)× PM(D1, D2)

jD1×1

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

iD1×1

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq
PM(D1, D1, D2)

i112

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGG

j11×j12

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

LM× PM(D1, D2) PM(D1, D1)× PM(D1, D2) PM(D1, D2)
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(2)

PM(D1, D2)ε1×ε0LD2(M)

τ◦i ′

wwoooooooooooooooooooooooooo

j ′

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

ξ ′

��

η ′

��

LD2(M)× PM(D1, D2)

τ◦(jD2×1)

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

iD2×1

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq
PM(D1, D2, D2)

i212

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGG

j12×j22

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

LM× PM(D1, D2) PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D2) PM(D1, D2)

Note that in the last case we have that the pullback spaces are different. For
this particular case we use the corollary 22.7, for this, we first need to prove
that LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2) and LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2) are homotopically
equivalent spaces. For this we construct the maps.

We define the map

ϕ : ϕ : LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2) −→ PM(D1, D2)ε1×ε0LD2(T)
(α,β) 7−→ (β,β ∗ α ∗ β),

and in the same way define

ψ : PM(D1, D2)ε1×ε0LD2(T) −→ LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)

(γ, δ) 7−→ (γ ∗ δγ, γ).

See these maps in Figure 19.

Now we check that these maps determine a homotopy equivalence.

ψ ◦ϕ(α,β) = ψ(β,β ∗ α ∗ β)= (α,α ∗ α ∗ β ∗ α ∗ α) ' (α,β)

ϕ ◦ψ(γ, δ) = ϕ(γ ∗ δ ∗ γ, γ) = (γ, γ ∗ γ ∗ δ ∗ γ ∗ γ) ' (γ, δ).

Finally we need to check that the external maps are homotopic.

η ′ ◦ϕ(α,β) = η ′(β,β ∗ α ∗ β) (β ∗ α ∗ β,β) ' (α,β)

η(α,β) = (α,β)

ξ ′ ◦ϕ(α,β) = ξ ′(β,β ∗ α ∗ β)= β ∗ β ∗ α ∗ β ' α ∗ β
ξ(α,β) = (α ∗ β)

η ◦ψ(γ, δ) = η(γ ∗ δ ∗ γ, γ) = (γ ∗ δ ∗ γ, γ) ' (δ, γ)

η ′(γ, δ) = (δ, γ)

ξ ◦ψ(γ, δ) = ξ(γ ∗ δ ∗ γ, γ) = γ ∗ δ ∗ γ ∗ γ ' γ ∗ δ
ξ ′(γ, δ) = γ ∗ δ
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(α,β) (β, β∗α∗β)
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γ

(γ,δ) ( γ∗δ∗γ, γ)

Figure 19: The map ϕ : LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)→ LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)

Then, we can use Corollary 22.7. It remains to calculate the Euler classes.

In the first diagram we have

ev∗∞(TD1) //___ LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)
i //

ev∞
��

LD1 × PM(D1, D2)

ε1×ε0
��

TD1 //__________ D1 ∆
// D1 ×D1

and

j∗ ev∗1
2

(TD1) //___ LD1(T)ε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)

j

��
PM(D1, D1, D2)

j11×j12 //

ev 1
2
��

PM(D1, D1)× PM(D1, D2)

ε1×ε0
��

TD1 //__________ D1 ∆
// D1 ×D1

Note that j∗ ev∗1
2

(TD1) = ev∗∞(TD1). Then F1 = 0.
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In the second diagram there is the square

ev∗∞(TD2) //_____ PM(D1, D2)ε1×ε0LD2(M)
τ◦i ′ //

ev∞
��

LD2(M)× PM(D1, D2)

ε0×ε1

��
TD2 //____________ D2 ∆

// D2 ×D2

and

j ′∗ ev∗1
2

(TD2) //___ PM(D1, D2)ε1×ε0LD2(M)

j ′

��
PM(D1, D2, D2)

j12×j22 //

ev 1
2
��

PM(D1, D2)× PM(D2, D2)

ε1×ε0
��

TD2 //__________ D2 ∆
// D2 ×D2

Clearly j ′∗ ev∗1
2

(TD2) and ev∗∞(TD2) coincide, then F2 = 0.

Finally, we need to determine that νϕ = 0. For this we will construct the next
homotopy.

H : I× (LD1Mε1×ε0PM(D1, D2) −→ LMε1×εPM(D1, D2)× I
(s, (α,β)) 7−→ (βs ∗ α ∗ βs, β, s)

where the map ε : I × PM(D1, D2) → M is given by ε(s, β) := β(s), and the
curve βs : I→M is βs(t) = β(st) for all t, s ∈ I.
Note that H(0, (α,β)) = (α,β) and H(1, (α,β)) = (β ∗α ∗β,β) = τ ◦ϕ(α,β).
Now we need to prove that these spaces of infinite dimension have a smooth
structure i.e. a infinite dimensional manifold; see [KM91]. The space W :=

LMε1×εPM(D1, D2)× I is determined by the next pullback square.

W = LMε1×εPM(D1, D2)× I //

ε×1
��

LM× PM(D1, D2)× I

ε0×ε×1
��

M× I
∆×1

//M×M× I

Then W is a infinite dimensional manifold. In the other hand, the next pull-
back square give us that the spaces Zs := LD1Mε1×εsPM(D1, D2) are sub-
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manifolds of W of codimension one.

Zs = LD1Mε1×εsPM(D1, D2)× {s} //

ε∞×s
��

LMε1×εPM(D1, D2)× I

ε∞×1
��

M× {s}
� � //M× I

In particular we have the next situation

Z0 = LD1Mε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)

Id

��

Z0 = LD1Mε1×ε0PM(D1, D2)

ϕ

��

H
'

+3

Z0 = LD1Mε1×ε0PM(D1, D2) Z1 = PM(D1, D2)ε1×ε0LD2M

Then νϕ = 0 and e(νϕ) = 1.

¨

This result holds as well at the chain level (cf. [BCT09]).
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7 Orbifolds and their Mapping Spaces

7.1 Orbifolds

The notion of orbifold was first introduced by Satake in his seminal paper [Sat56].
In this 1956 paper Satake defines for the very first time the concept of an orbifold
by means of orbifold atlases whose charts Satake calls local uniformizing systems.
The name that orbifolds take in this early work are V−manifolds. Quite remarkably
he already works with a version of Čech groups. He goes on to prove the De Rham
theorem and Poincaré duality with rational coefficients. For about two decades the
japanese school carried out brilliantly the study of orbifolds. It deserves special
mention the work of Tetsuro Kawasaki. In his papers of the late 70’s Kawasaki
generalizes index theory to the orbifold setting [Kaw78, Kaw79, Kaw81]. Another
important work along these veins in the work of Thurston specially his concept of
orbifold fundamental group [Thu97]

Somewhat independently the algebraic geometers developed the concept of stack
in order to deal with moduli problems. As it happens orbifolds arise quite naturally
from the very same moduli problems and it did not take long to realize that the
theory of stacks provided another way of understanding the category of orbifolds,
and viceversa. For example, the Deligne-Mumford moduli stack Mg for genus g
curves [DM69] is in fact an orbifold. This is one of the reasons for the importance of
orbifolds, many moduli spaces are better understood as orbifolds. The paper of Artin
[Art74] is the place where a very explicit conection with groupoid atlases takes place
for the first time. Implicitly these ideas are already present in Grothendieck’s toposes
[Gro72]. The groupoiod approach to orbifolds is finally carried out by Haefliger
[Hae84] and by Moerdijk and his collaborators [Moe91, MP99, CM00, MP97]. In
this work they put forward the important concept of Morita equivalence.

The interest of orbifolds in physics can be traced back to the work of Dixon, Har-
vey, Vafa and Witten [DHVW85, DHVW86] who where motivated by superstring
compactification to introduce an orbifold theory using a K3 with 27 singular points.
It is there that the orbifold Euler characteristic is defined motivated by the physics.
It is a remarkably insightful notion of their work to realize that their results depend
only on the orbifold and not on group actions, for all their examples are global
orbifolds. This work produced an explosion of activity related to orbifolds in the
physics community. The introduction to the mathematics side of the geometrization
of many of these ideas and results is due to Chen and Ruan. Their highly influen-
tial papers [CR04a, Rua02b] introduced many concepts from the physics literature
rigorously into symplectic and algebraic geometry. In this book orbifolds are often
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completely general, not necessarily global quotients.

7.1.1 Group Actions

Given a space M we often want to study all its self-transformations that preserve
some of its properties. Often such transformations are called symmetries and often
they are also called automorphisms.

Example 7.1. Consider a triangle T as a subset of R2. We may ask how many
mappings g : T → T there are with the property

d(x, y) = d(g(x), g(y))

for every pair of points in the triangle, where d denotes the usual distance. Such a
map is called an isometry of the triangle.

The answer of course depends very much on the triangle.

• If the triangle is scalene only the identity is an isometry of T .

• If the triangle is isosceles then there are two such isometries.

• If the triangle is equilateral there are six isometries of T .

This can be verified by noticing that an isometry is completely determined by
its restriction to the vertices.

Here, as we all know, we can take a remarkable conceptual leap: we decide to
remember how the different symmetries interact rather than the symmetries them-
selves. For this we observe that

• If g and h are symmetries of T so is g ◦ h = gh.

• (gh)k = g(hk)

• There is always the identity symmetry 1T .

• Given a symmetry g there is another symmetry k such that gk = kg = 1T .

This motivates the definition of (abstract) group [Lan02]. A group is a set of
things, that together with a composition law that satisfy all the previous axioms.
We say for example that the isometries of T form a group.
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Once we have this definition we end up with groups that are (at first) not natu-
rally the symmetries of anything. For example, the fundamental group of a space X
is at first an abstract group formed with homotopy classes of paths. In this case it
may come as a surprise to learn that π1(X) in fact acts as some sort of symmetry,
namely as deck transformations of the universal cover M = X̃. It is often important
to realize that an (abstract) group is indeed a group of transformations of some
space M.

Definition 7.1. We say that the group G acts on the object M if we are given a
homomorphism

ψ : G→ Aut(M),

Namely, for every g ∈ G and every m ∈M we have

• mg = ψ(g)(m) ∈M such that

• m1M = m

• (mg)h = m(gh)

Definition 7.2. We say that the group G acts effectively on the objectM if ψ : G→
Aut(M) is injective, namely for all g ∈ G, g 6= 1 there is an m ∈M so that mg 6= m.

Definition 7.3. The equivalence relation induced by the action of G on M is the
relation generated by

x ∼ xg.

The quotient M/ ∼ is also written
M/G.

The equivalence classes of this relation are called the orbits of the action. They are
written

[m] = m ·G = {mg|g ∈ G}.

If there is only one equivalence class (orbit) for the action we say that G acts
transitively on M.

Definition 7.4. The stabilizer subgroup of m ∈M is

Gm = {g ∈ G|mg = m}.

Notice that even effective actions often have nontrivial stabilizers.
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Proposition 7.5. If G acts on M then

G/Gm ' m ·G

as sets.

Example 7.2. Let M = P be the set of all lines in R3 containing the origin. Then
the group of all linear automorphisms of R3, G = GL3(R) acts on M. Let m ∈ M
be the x axis. Then it is not hard to see that Gm = GL2(R) and therefore

P = GL3(R)/GL2(R)

We write
p : M→M/G

for the mapping
m 7→ [m]

If M is a topological space and G acts on M then we can put a natural topology
on M/G, namely a subset U of M/G is declared to be open if and only if p−1(U) is
open in M.
Example 7.3. X̃/π1(X) ' X.

There are quotients in the category of sets, and also in the category of topological
spaces.

But the category of smooth manifolds is quite unlike the category of sets or of
topological spaces (for manifolds have structure sheafs).

7.1.2 Examples

Let M = T2 = S1 × S1 be a two-dimensional torus, and let G = Z2 be the finite
subgroup of diffeomorphisms of M given by the action

(z,w) 7→ (z̄, w̄)

Z2

Z2 Z2

Z2
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Example 7.4. Show that while the quotient space X = M/G is topologically a sphere
it is impossible to put a smooth structure on X so that the quotient map M −→ X

will become smooth. It is in this sense that we say that X is not a smooth manifold.

What will enlarge the category of smooth manifolds to a bigger category is called
the category of orbifolds. Once we do this, when we consider the orbifolds M and X

then the natural orbifold morphism M −→ X becomes smooth.
While the orbifold M contains exactly the same amount of information as M

the orbifold X = [M/G] (known as a pillowcase) contains more information that the
quotient space X = M/G. For instance X remembers that the action had 4 fixed
points each with stabilizer G. It remembers in fact the stabilizer of every point, and
how these stabilizers fit together. On the other hand X does not remember neither
the manifold M nor the group G. In fact if we define N to be two disjoint copies
of M and H = G× G to act on M by letting G× 1 act by complex conjugation on
both copies as before, and 1×G act by swapping the copies then

X = [M/G] ∼= [N/H].

Not every orbifold can be obtained from a finite group acting on a manifold. An
orbifold is always locally the quotient of a manifold by a finite group but this may
fail globally.

For example consider the teardrop W(1, 2):

Z2

This orbifold may be obtained by gluing two global quotients. Consider the
orbifold X1 = [C/Z2] where Z2 acts by the holomorphic automorphism z 7→ −z. Let
X2 = C simply be the complex line. Then we have in the category of orbifolds a
diagram of inclusions

X1 ←− C∗ −→ X2

and therefore we can glue X1 and X2 along C∗ to obtaining the teardrop X.
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Example 7.5. An important remark: there are orbifolds X that cannot be represented
by a groupoid of the form [M/G]. In other words, in spite of the fact that there is
indeed a groupoid representing X, nevertheless there is no manifold M with a finite
group action G so that X ∼= [M/G]. We say in this situation that the orbifold in ques-
tion is not a global quotient. Examples are given by the toric orbifolds W(a0, . . . , an)

whose quotient spaces are the weighted projective spaces P(a0, . . . , an) (here ai are
coprime positive integers). For simplicity, let us discuss the case of the orbifold
W(1, 2) whose quotient space is the weighted projective line P(1, 2) ∼= P1. One way
to describe W(1, 2) is through the system of local charts:

[C×/{1}]
z 7→1/z2
yysssssssss

z 7→z
%%KKKKKKKKKK

[C/Z2] [C/{1}].

If W(1, 2) were Morita equivalent to a groupoid [M/G], then this would induce a
homomorphism ρ : G → Z2 (this follows by looking at the unique point in W(1, 2)

with isotropy Z2). Therefore the orbifold [M ′/Z2] with M ′ := M/ker(ρ) would be
equivalent to W(1, 2). But this is a contradiction because any action of Z2 in a
compact surface cannot have only one fixed point.

This example might be a source of misunderstanding because weighted projective
spaces are indeed quotient varieties of manifolds by actions of finite groups. For
instance, in our example, P(1, 2) is isomorphic to the quotient of P1 by Z/2Z under
the action [x, y] 7→ [x,−y] in homogeneous coordinates. On the other hand, although
the orbifold W(1, 2) can be presented as a quotient of a manifold by an action of a Lie
group, namely [C2− {0}/C×] with λ · (x, y) 7→ (λ2x, λy), it is not equivalent to global
quotient by a finite group. It is worth pointing out that it is still an open question
whether every compact orbifold can be presented (up to Morita equivalence) as the
quotient of a manifold by a Lie group [HM04].

There are several definitions of the concept of an orbifold. The first one due to
Satake [Sat57] was written using the so-called orbifold atlases, unfortunately quite
a few concepts are a bit cumbersome using this definition. We opt to think of an
orbifold as a certain kind of category following Grothendieck, Haefliger and Moerdijk
[Moe02].

7.1.3 Groupoids

In this section we construct the category of orbifolds. It contains the category of
finite groups and also the category of manifolds. The category of orbifolds extends
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both categories at the same time.
Example 7.6. The most familiar situation in physics is that of an orbifold of the
type X = [M/G], where M is a smooth manifold and G is a finite group acting
smoothly on M; namely, we give ourselves a homomorphism G→ Diff(M). We will
consider mostly right actions. Thus, instead of writing gx for the action of g in x we
will write xg, the action being (x, g) 7→ xg. We make a point of distinguishing the
orbifold X = [M/G] from its quotient space (also called orbit space) X = M/G. As
a set, as we know, a point in X is an orbit of the action: that is, a typical element
of M/G is Orb(x) = {xg | g ∈ G}.

For us an orbifold X = [M/G] is a smooth category (actually a topological
groupoid) whose objects are the points of M, X0 = Obj(X) = M, and we insist on
remembering that X0 = Obj(X) is a smooth manifold. The arrows of this category
are X1 = Mor(X) = M × G again thinking of it as a smooth manifold. A typical
arrow in this category is

x
(x,g)−→ xg,

and the composition of two arrows looks like

x
(x,g) //

(x,gh)

22xg
(xg,h)// xgh.

As we have already pointed out, an important property of this category is that it
is actually a groupoid: indeed, every arrow (x, g) has an inverse (depending smoothly
on (x, g)), to wit (x, g)−1 = (xg, g−1).

To be fair, the definition of an orbifold is somewhat more complicated. First,
we must impose some technical conditions on the groupoids that we will be working
with. Second, we must consider an equivalence relation (usually called Morita equiv-
alence, related to equivalence of categories) on the family of all smooth groupoids.
Then one can roughly say that an orbifold is an equivalence class of groupoids
[Moe02, LU04a]. For a nice motivation to the definition of a groupoid see [Wei96]
and [Wei01]. Choosing a particular groupoid to represent an orbifold is akin to
choosing coordinates for a physical system, and clearly the theories we are inter-
ested in should be invariant under such freedom of choice.

For example, consider the manifold N = M×Z2 consisting of two disjoint copies
of M, and the group H = G× Z2, and let H act on N by the formula

(m,ε0) · (g, ε1) = (mg, ε0ε1).

Then not only are N/H ∼= M/G homeomorphic, but moreover X ∼= [N/H] ∼= [M/G]

are equivalent groupoids, while clearly N 6= M and H 6= G.
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Definition 7.6. A Lie groupoid G is a category in which every morphism is invertible
such that G0 and G1, the sets of objects and morphism respectively, are smooth
manifolds. We will denote the structure maps by:

G1 t×s G1
m // G1

i // G1
s //
t
// G0

e // G1

where s and t are the source and the target maps, m is the composition (we can
compose two arrows whenever the target of the first equals the source of the second),
i gives us the inverse arrow, and e assigns the identity arrow to every object. We
will assume that all the structure maps are smooth maps. We also require the maps
s and t to be submersions, so that G1 t×s G1 is also a manifold.

Definition 7.7. The stabilizer Gx of a groupoid G on x ∈ G0 is the set of arrows
whose source and target are both x. Notice that Gx is a group.

Definition 7.8. A topological (Lie) groupoid is called étale if the source and target
maps s and t are local homeomorphisms (local diffeomorphisms).

For an étale groupoid we will mean a topological étale groupoid.
We will always denote groupoids by letters of the type G,H, S.
We will also assume that the anchor map (s, t) : G1 → G0 × G0 is proper,

groupoids with this property are called proper groupoids. This will force all stabiliz-
ers to be finite.

Definition 7.9. A morphism of groupoids Ψ : H→ G is a pair of maps Ψi : Hi → Gi
i = 0, 1 such that they commute with the structure maps. The maps Ψi will be
required to be smooth.

The morphism Ψ is called Morita if the following square is a cartesian square .

H1
Ψ1 //

(s,t)
��

G1

(s,t)
��

H0 × H0
Ψ0×Ψ0// G0 × G0

(31)

and if s ◦ π2 : H0 Ψ0×t G1 → G0 is an open surjection.
Two groupoids G and H are Morita equivalent if there exist another groupoid K

with Morita morphisms G
'← K

'→ H.

A theorem of Moerdijk [Moe02] states that the category of orbifolds is equiva-
lent to a quotient category of the category of proper étale groupoids after formally
inverting the Morita morphisms.
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Whenever we write orbifold, we will choose a proper étale smooth groupoid
representing it (up to Morita equivalence).

Example 7.7. Consider again the pillowcase (as in Example 7.4). Define the following
groupoids.

• The groupoid G whose space of objects are elements m ∈M with the topology
of M, and whose space of arrows is the set of pairs (m,g) with the topology
of M×G. We have the diagrams

m
(m,g)→ mg

and the composition law

(m,g) ◦ (mg,h) = (m,gh).

• Similarly we define the groupoid H using the action of H in N with objects
n ∈ N and arrows (n, h) ∈ N×H.

The orbifold X is the equivalence class of the groupoid G. Since there is a Morita
morphism H → G, we can say also that X is the equivalence class of H. By abuse
of notation we will often say that G is an orbifold when we really mean that its
equivalence class is the orbifold.

Example 7.8. Smooth manifolds provide a natural source of groupoids. Let M be
a smooth manifold. It is well known that a smooth manifold is a pair (M,U) of a
(Hausdorff, paracompact) topological space M together with an atlas U = (Ui)i∈I,
and is only by abuse of notation that we speak of a manifold M. In fact a smooth
manifold is actually an equivalence class of a pair [M,U] where we say that (M,U1) ∼

(M,U2) if and only if there is a common refinement (M,U3) of the atlas. We can
say this in a slightly different way that will be easier to generalize to the case of
orbifolds. To have a pair (M,U) is the same thing as to have a small topological
category MU defined as follows.

• Objects: Pairs (m, i) so that m ∈ Ui. We endow the space of objects with the
topology ∐

i

Ui.

• Arrows: Triples (m, i, j) so that m ∈ Ui ∩Uj = Uij. An arrow acts according
to the following diagram.

(x, i)
(x,i,j)→ (x, j).
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• The composition of arrows is given by

(x, i, j) ◦ (x, j, k) = (x, i, k)

The topology of the space of arrows in this case is∐
(i,j)

Uij.

The category M is actually a groupoid, in fact

(x, i, j) ◦ (x, j, i) = (x, i, i) = Id(x,i).

We will therefore define a manifold to be the equivalence class of the groupoid MU

by an equivalence relation called Morita equivalence (that will amount exactly to
the equivalence of atlases in this case).

Example 7.9. More generally, let M be a smooth manifold and G ⊂ Diff(M) be a
finite group acting on it.

• We say that the orbifold [M/G] is the equivalence class of the groupoid X with
objects m ∈M and arrows (m,g) ∈M×G.

• We can define another groupoid representing the same orbifold as follows. Take
a contractible open cover U = {Ui}i∈I of M such that all the finite intersections
of the cover are either contractible or empty, and with the property that for
any g ∈ G and any i ∈ I there exists j ∈ I so that Uig = Uj. Define G0 as the
disjoint union of the Ui’s with G0

ρ→ M = X0 the natural map. Take G1 as
the pullback square

G1 //

��

M×G
s×t

��
G0 × G0

ρ×ρ //M×M
where s(m,g) = m and t(m,g) = mg. From the construction of G we see that
we can think of G1 as the disjoint union of all the intersections of two sets on
the base times the group G, i.e.

G1 =

 ⊔
(i,j)∈I×I

Ui ∩Uj

×G
where the arrows in Ui∩Uj×{g} start in Ui|Uj and end in (Uj|Ui)g. This defines
a proper étale Leray groupoid G and by definition it is Morita equivalent to X.
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7.1.4 Moduli Spaces

Moduli spaces are often given by orbifolds. Moduli spaces are “spaces” that contain
the universal family of objects of certain kind. If X is the moduli space of objects
of certain kind we want

Maps(S,X)

to classify families of objects of this kind over S. This is akin to the situation in
topology in which we represent, for example n-dimensional vector bundles over M
up to isomorphism by homotopy classes of maps to a certain universal space BU(n).
Remember that BU(n) = Grn(C∞). Moduli spaces are often not spaces at all but
rather orbifolds.

Example 7.10. Let us consider the moduli space of triangles T. We identify an
Euclidean triangle T with a triple

T = (a, b, c)

satisfying the triangle inequalities

a+ b > c,

b+ c > a,

and
c+ a > b.

The set M of all such T is diffeormorphic to

M ≈ ∆× R+.

It is a positive cone over an equilateral triangle (of triangles of fixed perimeter
a+ b+ c) that we denote by ∆.

0 Isoceles
Locus

Equilateral Locus

The Moduli space of Triangles
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The is a natural action of S3 on M by multiplication of the corresponding
permutation matrix. The moduli orbifold of triangles is

T = [M/S3]

Now the class of smooth families of triangles over the circle S = S1 is now endowed
naturally with the structure of an orbifold:

TS = [P/S3]

where P is the family of paths I = [0, 1]→M so that

γ(1) = γ(0) · g

for some g ∈ S3. This is what we have called the loop orbifold [LU02b, LUX08].
We will come back to this later.

7.1.5 Almost Free Lie Group Actions

We will suppose now that K is a Lie group. Let M be a smooth manifold in which
K is acting. We say that M is a K-manifold.

A map φ : M→ N between K-manifolds is said to be equivariant if

φ(xg) = φ(x)g.

We say that a vector bundle E −→M is a K-vector bundle if K acts linearly on the
fibers and the projection map is equivariant.

Stabilizers Km of Lie group actions are closed subgroups and hence Lie groups.
Stabilizers of points in the same orbit are conjugate to each other:

Kmg = g−1Kmg

The conjugacy class of a subgroup H will be written (H). Hence (Km) only depends
on the orbit of m and not on m. Given m ∈M he map

fm : K/Km −→M

given by
fm(g) = mg,

is an injective immersion. It does not follow that m · K ⊆ M is a submanifold.
Just think of a torus with an irrational flow. Nonetheless, of course, if K is compact
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then m · K ⊆ M is always a submanifold. If K is compact M/K is Hausdorff and
p : M → M/K is proper and closed. So, from now on we shall suppose that K is
compact. Fix m ∈M and let

Vm = TmM/Tm(mK).

Notice that for g ∈ Km we have

dmg : TmM −→ TmgM = TmM

Therefore
Km −→ Aut(Vm).

Also Km acts freely on K×Vm, by h(g, v) = (gh−1, hv). This defines a vector bundle
K×Km Vm −→ K/Km.

Theorem 7.10 (The Slice Theorem (Koszul 1953) [Kos53]). There exists an equiv-
ariant diffeomorphism from an equivariant open neighborhood of the zero section of
K×Km Vm −→ K/Km to an open neighborhood of mK ⊆M, sending the zero section
to mK by fm.

The union of all the orbits of a given type is a submanifold ofM. IfM is compact
there are only finitely many orbit types.

From now on we will suppose that all Km are finite, and that M/K is connected.
Then there exists a finite group G so that the set of points in M with stabilizers
conjugate to G (denoted by M(G)) is open and dense in M. (Prove it by induc-
tion over the dimension of the manifold M, and consider the sphere bundle of the
neighborhoods provided by the Slice Theorem.)

If K is a compact Lie group acting on M, and each stabilizer Kx is finite, then
K nM is an orbifold groupoid. Observe that the slice theorem for compact group
actions gives for each point x a ‘slice” Vx ⊆ M for which the action defines a
diffeomorphism K×Kx Vx ↪→M onto a saturated open neighborhood Ux of x. Then
Kx n Vx is an étale groupoid which is Morita equivalent to KnUx. Patching these
étale groupoids together for sufficiently many slices Vx yields an étale groupoid
Morita equivalent to KnM [AR03].

Definition 7.11. A orbivector bundle over X is a pair (E, θ) where E is an ordinary
vector bundle over X0 and θ is an isomorphism s∗E ∼= t∗E. (Here we are choosing a
representative of the Morita class.)

Example 7.11. This recovers the usual definition for a manifold acted on by the
identity group.
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Example 7.12. For the groupoid M o G this gives the usual definition of an equiv-
ariant vector bundle. The tangent bundle TX of an orbifold X is a orbibundle over
X.

Example 7.13. If U = [V/G] is a local chart (namely the restriction of the groupoid
to a very small neighborhood), then a corresponding local uniformizing system for
TX will be [TV/G] with the action g · (x, v) = (gx, dgx(v)).

Definition 7.12. Given an orbifold X we say that the space X = X1/ ∼ is its coarse
topological space, or quotient space. Here x ∼ y whenever there is an arrow from x

to y. We will often write π : X0 → X to denote the canonical projection.

Definition 7.13. Given a point x ∈ X and an open neighborhood x ∈ U ⊆ X we
define XU to be the restricted groupoid, namely its objects are V = π−1U and its
arrows are all arrows α such that both π(s(α)) and π(t(α)) are in U. It is easy
to show that for a sufficiently small U we have that XU is isomorphic to [V/G] for
some finite group G acting on the manifold V. Such orbifold [V/G] is called a local
orbifold chart, or sometimes, a uniformizing system. An orbifold is called effective
if at every point of X we can find a local orbifold chart where the action of G in V
is effective.

Similarly the frame bundle P(X) is a principal orbibundle over X. The local
uniformizing system is U × O(n)/G with local action g · (x,A) = (gx, dg ◦ A).
Notice that if the orbifold is effective then P(X) is always a smooth manifold for the
local action is free and (s, t) : X1 → X0×X0 is one-to-one. From this we deduce that
X = [P(X)/O(n)]. This proves the following proposition.

Proposition 7.14. Every effective orbifold arises from the almost free action of a
Lie group on a manifold.

7.1.6 The Homotopy Type of Orbifolds

Define
X(n) := X1 t×s · · · t×s X1︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

.

In the case in which X1 is a set then X(n) is the set of sequences (γ1, γ2, . . . , γn) so
that we can form the composition γ1 ◦ γ2 ◦ · · · ◦ γn.

With this data we can form a simplicial set [Seg68a].
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Definition 7.15. A (semi-)simplicial set (resp. group, space, scheme) X• is a se-
quence of sets {Xn}n∈N (resp. groups, spaces, schemes) together with maps

X0 � X1 � X2 � · · ·� Xm � · · ·

∂i : Xm → Xm−1, sj : Xm → Xm+1, 0 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

called boundary and degeneracy maps, satisfying

∂i∂j = ∂j−1∂i if i < j
sisj = sj+1si if i < j

∂isj =


sj−1∂i if i < j
1 if i = j, j+ 1

sj∂i−1 if i > j+ 1

The nerve of a category (following Segal [Seg68a]) is a semi-simplicial set NC

where the objects of C are the vertices, the morphisms the 1-simplices, the triangular
commutative diagrams the 2-simplices, and so on.

For a category coming from a groupoid then the corresponding simplicial object
will satisfy NCn = Xn = X(n).

We can define the boundary maps ∂i : X(n) → X(n−1) by:

∂i(γ1, . . . , γn) =


(γ2, . . . , γn) if i = 0

(γ1, . . . ,m(γi, γi+1), . . . , γn) if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1

(γ1, . . . , γn−1) if i = n

and the degeneracy maps by

sj(γ1, . . . , γn) =

{
(e(s(γ1)), γ1, . . . , γn) for j = 0

(γ1, . . . , γj, e(t(γj)), γj+1, . . . , γn) for j ≥ 1

We will write ∆n to denote the standard n-simplex in Rn. Let δi : ∆n−1 → ∆n

be the linear embedding of ∆n−1 into ∆n as the i-th face, and let σj : ∆n+1 → ∆n

be the linear projection of ∆n+1 onto its j-th face.

Definition 7.16. The geometric realization |X•| of the simplicial object X• is the
space

|X•| =

(∐
n∈N

∆n × Xn

)/
(z, ∂i(x)) ∼ (δi(z), x)

(z, sj(x)) ∼ (σj(z), x)

Notice that the topologies of Xn are relevant to this definition.
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The simplicial object NC determines C and its topological realization is called
BC, the classifying space of the category. Again in our case C is a topological category
in Segal’s sense.

Definition 7.17. For a groupoid X we will call BX = |NX| the classifying space of
the orbifold.

The following proposition establishes that B is a functor from the category of
groupoids to that of topological spaces. Recall that we say that two morphisms
of groupoids are Morita related if the corresponding functors for the associated
categories are connected by a morphism of functors.

Proposition 7.18. A morphism of groupoids X1 → X2 induces a continuous map
BX1 → BX2. Two morphism that are Morita related will produce homotopic maps.
In particular a Morita equivalence X1 ∼ X2 will induce a homotopy equivalence
BX1 ' BX2. This assignment is functorial.

Example 7.14. For the groupoid Ḡ = (?× G⇒ ?) the space BḠ coincides with the
classifying space BG of G.

Consider now the groupoid X = (G×G⇒ G) where s(g1, g2) = g1, t(g1, g2) = g2
and m((g1, g2); (g2, g3)) = (g1, g3) then it is easy to see that BX is contractible and
has a G action. Usually BX is written EG; here one has to be careful with the local
triviality for the map EG→ BG and this is studied and resolved by Segal in [Seg68a].

A morphism of groupoids X → Ḡ is the same thing as a principal G bundle
over X and therefore can be written by means of a map G × G → G. If we choose
(g2, g2) 7→ g−1

1 g2 the induced map of classifying spaces

EG −→ BG

is the universal principal G-bundle fibration over BG.

Example 7.15. Consider a smooth manifold X and a good open cover U = {Uα}α.
Consider the groupoid G = (G⇒ G0) where G1 consists on the disjoint union of the
double intersections Uαβ. Segal calls XU the corresponding topological category.
Then Segal proves [Seg68a] that BG = BXU ' X.

If we are given a principal G bundle over G then we have a morphism G → Ḡ

of groupoids, that in turn induces a map X → BG. Suppose that in the previous
example we take G = GLn(C). Then we get a map X→ BGLn(C) = BU.

Example 7.16. Consider a groupoid X of the form M × G ⇒ M where G is acting
on M continuously. Then BX ' EG ×GM is the Borel construction for the action
M×G→M.
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Definition 7.19. The fundamental group of X is defined to be π1(X) = π1(BX).
Similarly for the cohomology H∗(X) = H∗(BX).

This last definition of cohomology is a bit too naive whenever we have obtained
our orbifold by some geometric procedures. For example, as the space of solutions of
algebraic equations. We will return to this issue later once we have the perspective
given to us by topological quantum field theories.

7.2 Loop Orbifolds

7.2.1 The Definition of the Loop Groupoid

The loop space is slightly more complicated in the case of an orbifold.
To generalize this situation to an orbifold X (replacing the rôle of M above),

we must be able to say what is the candidate to replace LM. This was done for a
general orbifold in [LU02b]. The basic idea is that to a groupoid X we must assign
a new (infinite-dimensional) groupoid LX that takes the place of the free loopspace
of M in a functorial manner

L : Orbifolds→ Orbifolds.

In the case in which X = [M/G], we proved that LX admits a much smaller and
very concrete model defined as follows. The objects of the loop groupoid are given
by

(LX)0 :=
⊔
g∈G

Pg,

where Pg is the set of all pairs (γ, g) with γ : R → X and g ∈ G with γ(t)g =

γ(2π+ t). The space of arrows of the loop groupoid is

(LX)1 :=
⊔
g∈G

Pg ×G,

and the action of G in Pg is by translation in the first coordinate; and by conjugation
in the second; that is, a typical arrow in the loop groupoid looks like

(γ, g)
((γ,g);h)−→ (γ · h, h−1gh),

or pictorially:
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x

xg

xh

h

xh(h gh)-1

7.2.2 The Loop Space as a Classifying Space for the Loop Orbifold

The following result describes the relation between LBX and LX

Theorem 7.20. There is a canonical map

τ : LBX −→ BLX

that induces a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof. We will construct two Serre fibrations over BX.

• Consider BLX.

Define a morphism of groupoids

ẽv0 : LX→ X

induced by the equivariant map of G-spaces

ev0 : PG(M) −→M

given by evaluation at 0,
ev0(γ, g) := γ(0).

This morphism induces a map at the level of classifying spaces

|ev0| : BLX→ BX.

If we interpret the classifying spaces in terms of the Borel construction we
have BLX = PG(M) ×G EG and BX = M ×G EG. For a point z ∈ BX with
z = [m,ξ], the following holds

|ev|−1(z) = [PmG (M)× {ξ}]
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where
PmG (M) :=

⊔
g∈G

Pmg (M)× {g}

with
Pmg (M) = {γ ∈ Pg(M)|γ(0) = m}.

• On LBX.

Take the map
ε0 : LBX −→ BX

which evaluates a free loop at 0, i.e. for σ : S1 → BX then ε0(σ) := σ(0). Then

ε−1
0 (z) = Ωz(BX) := Pzz(BX)

is the space of loops based at z.

Now let us define the map τ. Consider the fixed z = [m,ξ] as above and for
σ ∈ LBX, lift it to σ̃ making the following diagram commutative

[0, 1]
σ̃ //

exp(2π )

��

M× EG
p

��
S1

σ //M×G EG

such that σ̃(0) = (m,ξ) (the construction follows from the fact that the map p is a
G-principal bundle and G is finite). Since G acts freely on EG there exists a unique
element k in G such that σ̃(0)k = σ̃(1). Define τ in the following way

τ(σ) : = [(π1 ◦ σ̃, k), ξ] ∈ BLX,

where π1 : M×EG→M is the projection on the first coordinate. From the definition
of τ it follows that it is well defined and that π1◦σ̃ ∈ Pk(M). Moreover the following
diagram is commutative

LBX

ε0 ##GGGGGGGGG
τ // BLX

|ev0|{{wwwwwwww

BX.

Let us denote by τz := τ|ε−1
o (z), then
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Lemma 7.21. The map
τz : ε

−1
0 (z) −→ |ev0|

−1(z)

is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. From the definition of τ it is clear that τz is surjective. Let us now check
the homotopy type of the inverse image of a point. Recall from above that the map
τz goes from Ωz(M ×G EG) to [PmG (M)× {ξ}]. Take (γ, g) ∈ PmG (M). From the
definition of τ above it follows that

τ−1
z ([((γ, g), ξ)]) ∼= Pξ

g−1ξ
(EG)

where Pξ
g−1ξ

(EG) stands for the paths in EG that go from ξ to (g−1ξ).

The space Pξ
g−1ξ

(EG) is independent of the choice of representative in [((γ, g), ξ)].

As the space Pξ
g−1ξ

(EG) is contractible then it follows that τz induces a homotopy
equivalence.

¨

As τ induces a homotopy equivalence on the fibers of the Serre fibrations given
by ε0 and |ev0|, then the Theorem 7.20 follows from a theorem of Dold [Dol63].
Hence τ induces a weak homotopy equivalence between LBX and BLX.

¨

7.2.3 The Circle Action

We have seen that the map τ : LBX −→ B (LX) is a weak homotopy equivalence,
and it is natural to wonder whether the equivalence is S1-equivariant. The answer
turns out to be negative as we will see shortly.

There is a natural action of S1 onto LBX by rotating the loop, but the action
does not get carried into BLX via τ. The reason is the following, the loop orbifold LX

comes provided with a natural action of the orbifold [R/Z] which is a stack model
for the circle. The action of R into the orbifold loops of PG(M) is the obvious one,
the map gets shifted by the parameter in R. The subtlety arises here, once we act
on the orbifold loop by 1 ∈ R, we do not end up with the orbifold loop from the
beginning, but instead we get one that is related to the initial one via an arrow
of the loop orbifold category. This arrow in the loop orbifold is where 1 ∈ Z gets
mapped. By the way, precisely this fact was the one that allowed us to define the
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loop orbifold in a non trivial way, namely a loop on the orbifold was not a map from
the circle to the orbifold, but a functor from [R/Z] to the orbifold.

More accurately, to define the action of [R/Z] on LX = [PG(M)/G] we first define
an action of R on PG(M) in the natural way, namely, take γ ∈ Pk(M) and s ∈ R
and define

(s · γ)(t) := γs(t) = γ(t+ s− bt+ sc)kbt+sc

where b·c is the least integer function. Then for each (γ, k) ∈ PG(M) and 1 ∈ Z we
choose the arrow of LX that relates the orbifold loops (γ, k) and (γ1, k), this is the
arrow ((γ, k), k) ∈ PG(M) × G. The source of ((γ, k), k) is (γ, k) and the target is
(γ · k, k) = (γ1, k) the loop shifted by 1.

Using the construction of section 7.2.2 we have that

τ(σ) : = [((π1 ◦ σ̃, k), ξ)] ,

and denote π1 ◦ σ̃ by γ. For s ∈ R,

τ(s · σ) = [(γs, k), ξ)]

and 1 ·σ = σ, but τ(1 ·σ) 6= τ(σ). Instead τ(1 ·σ) and τ(σ) are related by an arrow.
Nevertheless, if we take the coarse moduli space of LX (that we will write LX/∼=

PG(M)/G), the map induced by τ is S1-equivariant. For in LX/∼= PG(M)/G the
elements τ(1 · σ) and τ(σ) become by definition the same. Then we can conclude

Lemma 7.22. The space LX/∼= PG(M)/G has a natural S1 action and the map

τ̃ : LBX −→ LX/∼= PG(M)/G

which is the composition of τ with the projection BLX→ LX/∼, is S1-equivariant.

Corollary 7.23. The map τ̃ induces an isomorphism in homology

τ̃∗ : H∗(LBX; Q)
∼=−→ H∗(LX/∼; Q),

and in equivariant homology

τ̃∗ : HS
1

∗ (LBX; Q)
∼=−→ HS

1

∗ (LX/∼; Q)

Proof. As τ is a weak homotopy equivalence, then

τ∗ : H∗(LBX; Z)
∼=−→ H∗(BLX; Z),
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and as the group G is finite then

τ̃∗ : H∗(BLX; Q)
∼=−→ H∗(LX/∼; Q).

The second isomorphism follows from the isomorphism of spectral sequences with
real coefficients associated to the each of the following fibrations

LBX×S1 ES1 //

&&MMMMMMMMMM
LX/∼ ×S1ES1

xxqqqqqqqqqq

BS1.

¨

7.2.4 Cyclic Equivariant Loops

There is an alternative description of Pg(M) that although essentially obvious nev-
ertheless relates it to some models that have been studied before.

Given an element g ∈ G it generates a cyclic group < g >⊆ G. Let m be the
order of g in G. Then there is a natural injective morphism of groups

ζ : < g >→ S1

given by ζ(g) = exp(2πi/m).
We define the space LgM of g-equivariant loops in M to be the subspace of

LM := Maps(S1;M) of loops φ satisfying the following equation for every z ∈ S1:

φ(z · ζ(g)) = φ(z) · g.

The space of cyclic equivariant loops of M is defined to be simply

LGM :=
⊔
g∈G

LgM× {g}.

It is, again, naturally endowed with a G-action ((φ,h);g) 7→ (φg, g−1hg).
The natural restriction map

Ψ : Lg(M) −→ Pg(M)

given by
γ(t) = φ(exp(2πit/m)) = φ(ζ(g)t)
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is a diffeomorphism, and moreover it induces a G-equivariant diffeomorphism

Ψ : LG(M) −→ PG(M).

We conclude this subsection by pointing out that as a consequence of these
remarks we have the following equality

LG(M)×G EG ' L(MG) = LBX.

7.2.5 Principal bundles

Let us consider G-principal bundles on S1 and their relation to the various models of
the loop orbifold. We are interested in the category ofG-principal bundles π : Q→ S1

over S1 endowed with a marked point q0 ∈ Q so that π(q0) = 0 ∈ S1, and such that
π is a local isometry.

Whenever we have such a pair (Q,q0) we have a well-defined lift ẽ : [0, 1] → Q,
ẽ(0) = q0, of the exponential map e : [0, 1] → S1 given by t 7→ exp(2πit), making
the following diagram commutative:

[0, 1]

e
""DDDDDDDD
ẽ // Q

π
��~~~~~~~~

S1.

Since ẽ(0) and ẽ(1) belong to π−1(0) there is a g ∈ G so that

ẽ(1) = ẽ(0) · g.

We well call this g ∈ G the holonomy of Q.
The isomorphism classes of G-principal bundles with a marked point are classified

by their holonomy, for the set BunG(S1) of such classes is given by

BunG(S1) = π1BG = G.

The following proposition is very easy.

Proposition 7.24. The natural action of G on BunG(S1) under the holonomy iso-
morphism hol : BunG(S1) −→ G becomes the action of G on G by conjugation.
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This proposition can be slightly generalized as follows. Consider now the space
BunG(S1,M) of isomorphism classes of G-equivariant maps from a principal G-
bundle Q over the circle to M. This space has a natural G-action defined as follows.
If Qg denotes the principal bundle with holonomy g then the pair

[(β : Qg →M);k] ∈ BunG(S1,M)×G

gets mapped by conjugation to

(βk : Qk−1gk →M) ∈ BunG(S1,M).

Proposition 7.25. The loop orbifold LX = [PG(M)/G] is isomorphic to the orbifold
[BunG(S1,M)/G], and therefore

BunG(S1,M)×G EG ' L(MG).

Proof. It is enough to give a G-equivariant diffeomorphism

BunG(S1,M) −→ PG(M),

this can be achieved by the following formula

(β : Qg →M) 7→ γ = β ◦ ẽ.

Since ẽ(1) = ẽ(0) · g, then γ(1) = γ(0) · g.

¨

To finish this section let us define Bung(S1,M) to be the space of isomorphism
classes of G-equivariant maps from a principal G-bundle Qg with holonomy g to M.
Then we have that

BunG(S1,M) =
⊔
g∈G

Bung(S1,M),

and in fact
Bung(S1,M) ∼= Pg(M).
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7.3 Stacks

The yoga of stacks starts with the Yoneda Lemma. So say you have a (locally small)2

category C and you fix an object X ∈ C. We define its functor of points PX : C→ Sets
by Y 7→ PX(Y) := HomC(Y, X). The Yoneda lemma states the somewhat surprising
fact that one can recover X from PX. To state the lemma write F(C,Sets) to de-
note the category of functors from C to Sets where objects are said functors and
morphisms are natural transformations.

Theorem 7.26. The functor C→ F(C,Sets) sending X to PX embeds C into F(C,Sets)
fully faithfully.

The proof is tautological and it is just a fun exercise.
Let us consider the example of manifolds. Say you have two manifolds X and Y.

What this is saying is that it is exactly the same to have a smooth map f : X → Y

that is it to have a natural transformation ξf : PX → PY , which sound slightly odd
but is nevertheless tautological.

Functors of the form PX behave like a sheaf living on the category C. And they
behave even more so when C is the category of smooth manifolds Man.

Proposition 7.27. For a given manifold X the functor P := PX satisfies:

• For every object Y ∈Man we have that P(Y) is non-empty.

• For every object Y ∈ Man we have that P(Y) is a set contained in the set
HomSets(Y, X).

• The functor P is a sheaf: whenever we glue two manifolds Z and Y along an
open submanifold W of both, and say that we have f ∈ P(Y) and g ∈ P(Z) so
that f|W = g|W, then there exists F ∈ P(Z ∪W Y) gluing both f and g.

• If f ∈ P(Y) and g ∈ C∞(Z, Y) then g ◦ f ∈ P(Z).

Definition 7.28. A functor P : Man→ Sets satisfying all of the properties of the
previous proposition is called a diffeology

Notice that it is enough to have the values P(U) of P at all open sets U of
euclidean spaces for manifolds can be obtained gluing those. A map p ∈ P(U) is
called a plot of the diffeology P.

2Meaning that HomC(X, Y) is a set for every two objects X and Y.
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It is an interesting fact that not every diffeology P is of the form P = PX for some
manifold X, and effective orbifolds can be modelled with diffeologies.

We often write X := P(•) for the value of P at a point. By abuse of notation
one writes X instead of PX and speaks of the diffeological space X instead of of the
diffeology P. It is the same to say that p ∈ P(U) than to say that p : U → X is a
plot on X. Observe that the full functor P can be recovered by having the set X and
the prescription to decide when a map of sets U→ X is a plot.

Iglesias, Karshon and Zadka have proposed a definition for an effective orbifold
in terms of diffeologies [IKZ10]. The following definitions are theirs:

Definition 7.29. Let X be a diffeological space, let ∼ be an equivalence relation
on X, and let π : X → Y := X/∼ be the quotient map. The quotient diffeology on Y
is the diffeology in which p : U → Y is a plot if and only if each point in U has a
neighborhood V ⊂ U and a plot p̃ : V : X such that p|V = π ◦ p̃.

Definition 7.30. A diffeological space X is locally diffeomorphic to a diffeological
space Y at a point x ∈ X if and only if there exists a subset A of X, containing x,
and there exists a one-to-one function f : A→ Y such that

1. for any plot p : U→ X, the composition f ◦ p is a plot of Y;

2. for any plot q : V → Y, the composition f−1 ◦ q is a plot of X.

An n dimensional manifold can be interpreted as a diffeological space which is
locally diffeomorphic to Rn at each point.

Definition 7.31. A diffeological orbifold is a diffeological space which is locally
diffeomorphic at each point to a quotient Rn/Γ , for some n, where Γ is a finite
group acting linearly on Rn.

As expected diffeological orbifolds, with differentiable maps, form a subcategory
of the category of diffeological spaces.

Unfortunately this does not work so well for orbifolds that are non-effective as
for example X := [•/G]. The category of diffeological orbifolds contains the category
of manifolds, but the category of finite groups does not fit nicely on this approach.
To deal with non-effective orbifolds we must think of functors

P : Man→ Groupoids.

rather than of functors P : Man→ Sets.
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A stack can be thought of as a generalization of a diffeology where the values of
the functor P are discrete groupoids rather than sets. The main difficulty in making
this work is the sheaf condition. The gluing now occurs up to isomorphisms rather
than on the nose [Hei05].

Definition 7.32. A stack P is a 2-functor

P : Man→ Groupoids,

so that:

• We can glue objects: For an open cover {Ui} of Y and local maps Pi ∈ P(Ui)

that are isomorphic along the intersections φij : Pi ∼= Pj satisfying the cocycle
condition φjk◦φij = φik along triple intersections, then there is a global object
P ∈ P(Y) together with local isomorphisms φi : P|Ui ∼= Pi and φij = φj ◦ φ−1

i .

• We can glue morphisms: Given two objects P, P ′ ∈ P(Y), an open cover {Ui} of
Y and local isomorphisms φi : P|Ui ∼= P|U ′i

such that φi|Ui∩Uj = φj|Ui∩Uj then
there is a global isomorphism φ : P ∼= P ′ such that φi = φ|Ui .

Example 7.17. Consider the orbifold BG := [•/G]. Its associated stack is

P(Y) = {P → Y : P is a G− principal bundle},

namely C∞(Y,BG) is the discrete groupoid of principal G-bundles over Y together
with isomorphisms of G-principal bundles. Here we stress that C∞(Y,BG) is a
groupoid and not only a set.

Let CY be the category of open sets on Y (together with inclusions). Let S(Y,BG)

be the category of G-principal bundles over open sets of Y. To have the forgetful
functor p : S(Y,BG) → CY which remembers only the base of the bundle is the same
as to have P. This can be seen by setting P(U) := SU = p−1(U).
Example 7.18. Consider the global quotient orbifold X := [M/G]. Its associated
stack is the groupoid

P(Y) = {(P → Y, f : P →M) : E is a G− principal bundle and f(pg) = f(p)g},

namely C∞(Y,X) is the discrete groupoid of principal G-bundles over Y equipped
with equivariant maps to M, together with isomorphisms of G-principal bundles.
Here we stress again that C∞(Y,X) is a groupoid and not only a set. Let S(Y,X) be
the category of G-principal bundles over open sets of Y together with equivariant
maps to M. To have the forgetful functor p : S(Y,X) → CY which remembers only
the base of the bundle is the same as to have P. This can be seen by setting
P(U) := SU = p−1(U).
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There is yet one more way to understand stacks.
Let C, S be a pair of categories and p : S→ C a functor. For each U ∈ Ob(C) we

denote SU = p−1(U).

Definition 7.33. The category S is fibered by groupoids over C if

• For all φ : U → V in C and y ∈ Ob(SV) there is a morphism f : x → y in S

with p(f) = φ.

• For all ψ : V → W, φ : U → W, χ : U → V, f : x → y and g : y → z with
φ = ψ ◦ χ, p(f) = φ and p(g) = ψ there is a unique h : x → z such that
f = g ◦ h and p(h) = χ.

x
f //

h

  AAAAAAAA

��

y

��

z

g
>>||||||||

��

U
φ //

χ

��@@@@@@@ W

V

ψ
>>}}}}}}}}

The conditions imply that the existence of the morphism f : x→ y is unique up
to canonical isomorphism. Then for φ : U→ V and y ∈ Ob(SV), f : x→ y has been
chosen; x will be written as φ∗y and φ∗ is a functor from SV to SU.

Definition 7.34. A Grothendieck Topology (G.T.) over a category C is a prescrip-
tion of coverings {Uα → U}α such that:

• {Uα → U}α & {Uαβ → Uα}β implies {Uαβ → U}αβ

• {Uα → U}α & V → U implies {Uα ×U V → V}α

• V
∼=−→ U isomorphism, implies {V −→ U}

A category with a Grothendieck Topology is called a Site.

Example 7.19. C = Top, {Uα → U}α if Uα is homeomorphic to its image and
U =

⋃
α im(Uα).
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Definition 7.35. A Sheaf F over a site C is a functor p:F → C such that

• For all S ∈ Ob(C), x ∈ Ob(FS) and f : T → S ∈Mor(C) there exists a unique
φ : y→ x ∈Mor(F) such that p(φ) = f.

• For every cover {Sα → S}α, the following sequence is exact

FS →∏FSα ⇒
∏

FSα×SSβ

Definition 7.36. A Stack in groupoids over C is a functor p : S→ C such that

• S is fibered in groupoids over C.

• For any U ∈ Ob(C) and x, y ∈ Ob(SU), the functor

U→ Sets

φ : V → U 7→ Hom(φ∗x,φ∗y)

is a sheaf. (Ob(U) = {(S, χ)|S ∈ Ob(C), χ ∈ Hom(S,U)}).

• If φi : Vi → U is a covering family in C, any descent datum relative to the
φi’s, for objects in S, is effective.

Example 7.20. For X a G-set (provided with a G action over it) let C = Top, the
category of topological spaces, and S = [X/G] the category defined as follows:

Ob([X/G])S = {f : ES → X}

the set of all G-equivariant maps from principal G-bundles ES over S ∈ Ob(Top),
and

Mor([X/G]) ⊆ HomBG(ES, E
′
S)

given by

ES oo //

(proj,f)

��

S×S ′ ES ′

1×f ′
��

S× X oo // S× X

With the functor
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p : [X/G] → Top

(f : ES → X) 7→ S

By definition [X/G] is a category fibered by groupoids, and if the group G is
finite [X/G] is a stack.

We can define the stack associated to an orbifold. Let X be an orbifold with
{(Vp, Gp, πp)}p∈X a set of orbifold charts. Let C be the category of all open subsets
of X with the inclusions as morphisms and for U ⊂ X, let SU be the category of
all uniformizing systems of U such that they are equivalent for every q ∈ U to the
orbifold structure, in other words

SU = {(W,H, τ)|∀q ∈ U, (Vq, Gq, πq)&(W,H, τ) are equivalent at q}

It is clear that the category S is fibered by groupoids. It is known, and this
requires more work, that this system S → C is also an stack, often called a C∞-
Deligne-Mumford stack.

The most complete reference for stacks is The stacks project an online wiki site
at Columbia:

http : //stacks.math.columbia.edu/browse

Some other excellent references are [Mum65], [Hei05],[Fan01], [Vis89], and [LMB99]

7.4 The Localization Principle

Theorem 7.37 (The Localization Principle [dFLNU]). Let X be an orbifold and LX

its loop orbifold. Then the fixed orbifold under the natural circle action by rotation
of loops is

(LX)S
1

= I(X) (32)

where the groupoid I(X) has as its space of objects

I(X)0 = {α ∈ X1 : s(α) = t(α)} =
∐
m∈X0

AutX(m)

and its space of arrows is

I(X)1 = Z(I(X0)) = {g ∈ X1 : α ∈ I(X)0 ⇒ g−1αg ∈ I(X)0},

a typical arrow in I(X) from α0 to α1 looks like

◦α0 99
g ** ◦ α−1

1

yy
g−1

jj
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While for a smooth manifold the space of constant maps is

M = (LM)S
1

we have in contrast
X ⊂ I(X) = (LX)S

1
.

In [LU04b] we define the ghost loop space LsBX as the subspace of elements
γ ∈ LBX so that the composition with the canonical projection πX : BX→ X, πX ◦γ
is constant. In that paper it is proved the following homotopy equivalence

Theorem 7.38. There is a homotopy equivalence between the classifying space of
the inertia orbifold and the ghost loop space:

BI(X) ' LsBX.

Example 7.21. Let us consider now a Riemannian metric on M. There is then a
family of canonically defined operators: the Laplacians on k-forms ∆k. These are
related to a quantum field theory whose fields are maps from intervals the circle to
M. Roughly speaking, the Lagrangian of the theory is given by

L(φ) =
1

2

∫
|dφ|2.

All the information of such quantum theory is contained in the spectrum of the
Laplacian. Recovering the classical theory from the quantum one is “hearing the
shape of the drum.” In any case, the Feynman functional integration approach for
the theory allows us to compute an integral over the free loop space of the manifold
L(M) = Maps(S1;M) by stationary phase approximation as an integral over M.

This quantum field formalism is related to the heat equation

∂tω+ ∆kω = 0,

whose solution is given by the heat flow e−t∆k . In particular the fundamental solu-
tion for the trace of the heat kernels is given by∑

(−1)kTr(e−t∆k) =

∫
LM

et
−1L(φ)Dφ,

where Dφ is the formal part of the Wiener measure on LM.
It turns out that the the sum of the traces of the heat kernels is independent

of t. The long time limit of this sum equals the Euler characteristic (by recalling
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Hodge’s theorem, which identifies the k-th Betti number of M as the dimension
of the kernel of ∆k), and the short time behaviour is given by an integral of a
complicated curvature expression.

If the dimension of the manifold is 2, this equality of long and short time be-
haviour of the heat flow leads to the Gauss-Bonet theorem∫

M
KdA = χ(M), (33)

where K is the Gaussian curvature and dA is the volume element.
In fact we have oversimplified: we can do better than to simply recover the Euler

characteristic. Suppose that M is a spin manifold; then we can recover through this
procedure the index of the Dirac operator and this is oulined in the Appendix 20
on Orbifold Index Theory. But before we do that let us see how we stand in the
orbifold case.

To try to apply these methods to an orbifold X (replacing the rôle of M above),
we must replace LM for the loop orbifold.

Recall that while for a smooth manifold we have

M = (LM)S
1
,

we have, by contrast
X ⊂ I(X) = (LX)S

1
,

so we expect the Euler characteristic, the K-theory, and so, on to localize in I(X)

rather than in X. While the orbifold I(X) is called in the mathematical literature
the inertia orbifold of X, and it is, as Chen and Ruan [CR04b] have pointed out
(and as is reflected in their terminology), the classical geometrical manifestation of
the twisted sectors of orbifold string theory [DHVW86].

Indeed, we have that for a general orbifold

χOrb(X) = χ(I(X))

and as explained in Appendix 18:

K∗orb(X)⊗ C ∼= K∗(I(X))⊗ C.

For example, in the case of a global quotient X = [M/G], one can readily verify
that

I(X) =
∐
(g)

[Mg/C(g)], (34)

recovering thus Segal’s localization formula and the orbifold Euler characteristic (see
Section 18.2).
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8 Orbifolding Calabi-Yau Categories

8.1 Equivariant Closed Theories

Let us begin with some general remarks. In n-dimensional topological field theory
one begins with a category nCob whose objects are oriented (n − 1)-manifolds and
whose morphisms are oriented cobordisms. Physicists say that a theory admits a
group G as a global symmetry if G acts on the vector space associated to each (n−1)-
manifold and the linear operator associated to each cobordism is a G-equivariant
map. When we have such a global symmetry group G we can ask whether the
symmetry can be gauged, i.e. whether elements of G can be applied independently
in some sense at each point of space-time. Mathematically the process of gauging
has a very elegant description: it amounts to extending the field theory functor
from the category nCob to the category nCobG whose objects are (n− 1)-manifolds
equipped with a principal G-bundle, and whose morphisms are cobordisms with a
G-bundle.

We have another interpretation of this category, this view is due to Turaev
[Tur99] and it consists on working in the language of pointed homotopy theory
(smooth version). For this, we consider a path-connected topological space X with
a base point x ∈ X. We define an X-manifold to be a pair consisting of a pointed
closed oriented manifold M and a characteristic map gM : M → X. We say that
M is the base of the X-manifold gM. For M and M′ as before we can talk of a X-
diffeomorphisms between them. A cobordism W from M0 to M1 is endowing with
a map W → M sending the basis point of the boundary components into x. Both
basis M0 and M1 are considered as X-manifolds with characteristic maps obtained
by restricting the given map W → M. An X-diffeomorphism of a X-cobordisms f :

(W,M0,M1)→ (W′,M′0,M
′
1) is an orientation preserving diffeomorphism inducing

a X-diffeomorphisms M0 → M′0, M1 → M′1 and such that gW = gW′f where gW ,
gW′ are the characteristic maps of W, W′ respectively.

We can glue X-cobordisms along the base. If (W0,M0, N), (W1, N
′,M1) are X-

cobordisms and f : N→ N′ is an X-diffeomorphism then the gluing of W0 with W1

along f yields a new X-cobordism with base boundaries M0 and M1.
If we make a quotient by identifying diffeomorphic objects, hence any diffeomor-

phism becomes an identity. When we take X = BG we get an alternative viewpoint
for nCobG.

Yet another equivalent interpretation of nCobG comes from considering it as a
category of cobordisms of BG-manifolds where BG is defined as the orbifold BG :=

[•/G]. For a manifold with a map to BG is the same as a manifold equipped with
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a G-principal bundle.

Definition 8.1. A G-equivariant TFT is a symmetrical monoidal functor from nCobG
to VectC.

8.2 G-Frobenius Algebras

We start with the definition of the algebraic data, with a proposition that relates
the Frobenius structure of the G-invariant part and with the equivariant version for
the Abrams theorem. This definition was done in the paper of Moore and Segal
[MS].

Definition 8.2. A G-Frobenius algebra is an algebra C = ⊕g∈GCg, where Cg is a
vector space of finite dimension for all g ∈ G such that

1. There is a homomorphism α : G→ Aut(C), see Figure 20, where Aut(C) is the
algebra of homomorphisms of C such that

αh : Cg → Chgh−1 ,

and for every g ∈ G we have

αg|Cg = 1Cg .

Note that αe : Cg → Cg is the identity map.

g h -1gh
αh

Figure 20: The action αh : Cg → Chgh−1 .

2. There is a G-invariant trace or counit ε : Ce → C which induce nondegenerate
pairings, see Figure 21,

θg : Cg ⊗ Cg−1 → C.

3. For all x ∈ Cg and y ∈ Ch we have that the product is twisted commutative
(see Figure 22), i.e.

xy = αg(y)x.
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θ :=
g-1

g

g

Figure 21: The pairing θg : Cg ⊗ Cg−1 → C.

=

g

h

h h

h

h

h

g

g

g

g g

g g-1

α

Figure 22: The twisted commutativity of the product.

4. Let ∆g =
∑
i ξ
g
i ⊗ ξ

g−1

i ∈ Cg ⊗ Cg−1 be the Euler element, where
{
ξ
g
i

}
is a

basis of Cg and
{
ξ
g−1

i

}
is the dual basis of Cg−1 . For all g, h ∈ G (see Figure

23) the identity ∑
i

αh(ξ
g
i )ξ

g−1

i =
∑
i

ξhi αg(ξ
h−1

i )

holds.

h

ghh
-1g-1-1

hgh-1g-1gh

g-1

-1
αg

=
h hgh-1g-1

α

h

g

Figure 23: Torus axiom.

The next proposition provides us a natural consequence of this definition. It says
that the G-invariant part of the G-Frobenius algebra CG is a Frobenius algebra.

Proposition 8.3. For C a G-Frobenius algebra, the G-invariant part of this algebra,
denoted by Corb, is a Frobenius algebra.

Proof. Let be Corb := CG = (⊕g∈GCg)
G. Note that Corb ∼= ⊕g∈TC

C(g)
g where T is a

set of representatives for the conjugacy classes in G and C(g) is the centralizer of
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g ∈ G. The maps that define this isomorphism are

Ψ :
⊕
g∈T C

C(g)
g −→ (⊕

b∈G Cg
)G∑

g∈G yg 7−→ ∑
g∈T
∑
h∈[g],h=kgk−1 αk(yg)

and
Υ :

(⊕
b∈G Cg

)G −→ ⊕
g∈T C

C(g)
g∑

g∈G xg 7−→ ∑
g∈T xg.

First, we prove that Corb is an algebra. The product is simply the restriction of
the product in C, this is because for x, y ∈ Corb we have that g · x = αg(x) = x

and g · y = αg(y) = y for all g ∈ G, then g · xy = αg(xy) = αg(x)αg(y) = xy.
An additional property is the commutative of the product, to check this we take
x =
∑
g∈G xg and y =

∑
h∈G yh ∈ Corb. The calculations are as follows:

xy =
∑
g∈G

∑
h∈G

xgyh =
∑
g,h∈G

αg(yh)xg =
∑
g∈G

αg

(∑
h∈G

yh

)
xg =

∑
g∈G

yxg = yx.

For the Frobenius structure we define the trace ε : Corb → C as the restriction of
ε : C→ C with the value zero on Cg with g 6= e. To complete the proof we need to
prove that the induced pairing is non-degenerate.
Let x =

∑
g∈G xg ∈ Corb and suppose ε(xy) = 0, for all y ∈ Corb. We need to prove

that x = 0. If we show that xg = 0 for all g ∈ T , we would be finished, and this
holds because x =

∑
g∈T
∑
h∈[g],h=kgk−1 αk(xg). We can consider yh ∈ Ch, where h

is the representative of [h] ∈ T , then y :=
∑
k∈[h],k=lhl−1 αl(yh) ∈ Corb. Now

ε(xy) = |[h]|ε(xh−1(yh))

Hence ε(xh−1yh) = 0 for all yh ∈ Ch, and then xh−1 = 0 for every h ∈ T . Finally
x = 0.

¨

Corollary 8.4. The coproduct in Corb is

∆ = (m⊗ 1) · (1⊗Θ)

where Θ : C→ Corb ⊗ Corb is the copairing.
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Proof. We only need to construct a basis of Corb.
Let be {e

g
i } a basis of Cg such that αk(e

g
i ) = e

kgk−1

i is a basis of Ckgk−1 .
For x ∈ Corb there is the identity

x =
∑
g∈T

∑
h∈[g],h=kgk−1

αk(xg),

where xg =
∑
i λ
g
i e
g
i ∈ Cg. Therefore

x =
∑
g∈T

∑
h∈[g],h=kgk−1

∑
i

λ
g
i αk(e

g
i ) =

∑
g∈T

∑
i

λ
g
i

∑
h∈[g],h=kgk−1

e
kgk−1

i =
∑
g∈T

∑
i

λ
g
i Ei,g

where Ei,g =
∑
h∈[g] e

h
i . This proves that {Ei,g} is a generator of Corb. Now we

prove that this set is linearly independent. Suppose that
∑
g∈T,i∈Ig βi,gEi,g = 0, then∑

g∈T,i∈Ig
∑
h∈[g] βi,ge

h
i =
∑
g∈G

(∑
i∈Ig βi,ge

h
i

)
= 0, where βi,g = βi,h if h and g

are in the same conjugation class. As
∑
i∈Ig βi,gEi,g ∈ Cg hence

∑
i∈Ig βi,gEi,g = 0

for all g ∈ G. We use that egi is a basis of Cg, to prove that βi,g = 0 for all g ∈ T ,
i ∈ Ig.

Note that for Ei,g ∈ Corb and k ∈ G we have k · Ei,g =
∑
h∈[g] αk(e

h
i ) =∑

h∈[g] e
khk−1

i =
∑
l∈[g] e

l
i = Ei,g, where l = khk−1 ∈ [g].

We can construct
{
E

#
i,g

}
= 1

|[g]|

∑
h∈[g] e

h−1

i as the dual basis of Corb. Then

Θ(1) =
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

E
#
i,g ⊗ Ei,g

and
∆(x) =

∑
g∈T,i∈Ig

xE
#
i,g ⊗ Ei,g =

∑
g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g]

1

|[g]|
xeh

−1

i ⊗ eki .

¨

Theorem 8.5. (Abrams equivariant case) Let C = ⊕g∈GCg be an algebra with an
associative product mg,h : Cg⊗Ch → Cgh and a unit u : C→ Ce, where every Cg is
a finite dimension space. We have that a trace ε : Ce → C is non-degenerate if and
only if it has a coassociative coproduct ∆g,h : Cgh → Cg ⊗ Ch, with ε as its counit,

159



such that for every g, h, k ∈ G the following diagrams commute:

Cg ⊗ Chk
mg,hk //

1⊗∆h,k
��

Cghk

∆gh,k

��
Cg ⊗ Ch ⊗ Ck

mg,h⊗1
// Cgh ⊗ Ck

Cgh ⊗ Ck
mgh,k //

∆g,h⊗1
��

Cghk

∆g,hk

��
Cg ⊗ Ch ⊗ Ck

1⊗mh,k
// Cg ⊗ Chk

(35)

Proof. The necessity is the nontrivial part and for this we define the coproduct

Cgh
∆g,h //

Φf

��

Cg ⊗ Ch

C∗
h−1g−1

m
h−1,g−1

∗
// C∗
h−1 ⊗ C∗

g−1 τ
// C∗
g−1 ⊗ C∗

h−1

Φ−1
g ⊗Φ−1

h

OO

where Φf(x)(y) = ε(mf,f−1(x⊗y)). This coproduct is coassociative and satisfies the
two Diagrams of (35).

¨

Theorem 8.6. Every 2D G-equivariant topological field theory defines a G-Frobenius
algebra from which it can be recovered, i.e. the categories 2d G-TQFT and G-
Frobenius algebras are equivalent

The proof of this theorem is very similar to the proofs we have already presented
in the non-equivariant case and we refer the reader to [MS] for full details.

8.3 Nearly G-Frobenius Algebras

Definition 8.7. A nearly G-Frobenius algebra is an algebra C = ⊕g∈GCg, where Cg
is a vector space for all g ∈ G such that

1. There is a homomorphism α : G → Aut(C), where Aut(C) is the algebra of
homomorphisms of C, such that

αh : Cg → Chgh−1 ,

for every g ∈ G we have
αg|Cg = IdCg .

Note that αe : Cg → Cg is the identity map.
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2. For all x ∈ Cg and y ∈ Ch we have that the product is twisted commutative,
i.e.

xy = αg(y)x.

3. There are coproducts ∆g,h : Cgh → Cg ⊗Ch such that the following diagrams
commute.

Cg ⊗ Chf
mg,hf //

1⊗∆hf
��

Cghf

∆gh,f

��

Cg ⊗ Chf
mg,hf //

∆
gh,h−1⊗1

��

Cghf

∆gh,f

��
Cgh ⊗ Ch−1 ⊗ Chf

mg,h⊗1
// Cgh ⊗ Cf Cgh ⊗ Ch−1 ⊗ Chf

1⊗m
h−1,hf

// Cgh ⊗ Cf

See Figure 24.

= =

(1) (2) (3)

g

f

h

g

f

gh

hf hf

g

ghf

gh

f

hf

g

f

gh

h-1

gh

hf

Figure 24: Abrams condition.

4. These coproducts have the next properties
For every g, h ∈ G the next diagram commutes

Ce

∆g

��

∆h // Ch ⊗ Ch−1

1⊗αg // Ch ⊗ Cgh−1g−1

m
h,gh−1g−1

��
Cg ⊗ Cg−1

αh⊗1
// Chgh−1 ⊗ Cg−1

m
hgh−1,g−1

// Chgh−1g−1

Remark 8.8. Note that the condition 3 implies the next particular case. We take

161



the particular commutative diagrams

Cg ⊗ Ce
mg,e //

1⊗∆
h−1,h

��

Cg

∆
gh−1,h

��
Cg ⊗ Ch−1 ⊗ Ch

m
g,h−1⊗1

// Cgh−1 ⊗ Ch

Ce ⊗ Cg
me,g //

∆
gh−1,hg−1⊗1

��

Cg

∆
gh−1,h

��
Cgh−1 ⊗ Chg−1 ⊗ Cg

1⊗m
hg−1,g

// Cgh−1 ⊗ Ch

and xg ∈ Cg, then the next equality is satisfied∑
i

xge
h−1

i ⊗ ehi =
∑
i

e
gh−1

i ⊗ ehg
−1

i xg,

where {ehi } is a basis of Ch, which is a generalized condition of Lauda (see Figure
25).

= =

g

h

gh

h

g

h

gh

g

h

gh

= =

g

h

hg
g h

gh

g

h

gh

-1-1

e

-1

-1

e

e

gh-1

-1

-1-1e

Figure 25: Generalized Lauda condition.

Theorem 8.9. If C is a nearly G-Frobenius algebra then its G-invariant part, de-
noted by Corb, is a nearly Frobenius algebra.

Proof. We define the coproduct

∆ : Corb → Corb ⊗ Corb

similarly as in Corollary 8.4. This is ∆(x) =
∑
g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g] xe

h−1

i ⊗ eki .
To prove that (Corb, ∆) is a nearly Frobenius algebra we only need to prove the
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Lauda condition, i.e.∑
g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g]

xeh
−1

i ⊗ eki =
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g]

eh
−1

i ⊗ eki x.

If x =
∑
l∈G xl, then∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g]

xeh
−1

i ⊗ eki =
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g]

∑
l∈G

xle
h−1

i ⊗ eki .

By Remark 8.8 we have
∑
i xge

h−1

i ⊗ ehi =
∑
i e
gh−1

i ⊗ ehg
−1

i xg. If we act on the
second component by αr : Ch → Crhr−1 = Ck then the next identity is satisfied∑

i

xge
h−1

i ⊗ αr(ehi ) =
∑
i

e
gh−1

i ⊗ αr(ehg
−1

i xg),

hence ∑
i

xge
h−1

i ⊗ eki =
∑
i

e
gh−1

i ⊗ erhg
−1r−1

i αr(xg).

Therefore∑
g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g]

∑
l∈G

xle
h−1

i ⊗ eki =
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
h,k∈[g]

∑
l∈G

elh
−1

i ⊗ erhl−1r−1i αr(xl).

We use that lh−1 and rhl−1r−1 = krl−1r−1 are in the same conjugacy class and lh−1

and rhl−1r−1 vary over all G, so we can change the variables h, k for u, v. Then

∆(x) =
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
u,v∈[g]

∑
l∈G

eu
−1

i ⊗ eviαr(xl)

=
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
u,v∈[g]

eu
−1

i ⊗ eviαr

(∑
l∈G

xl

)

=
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
u,v∈[g]

eu
−1

i ⊗ eviαr(x)

=
∑

g∈T,i∈Ig

∑
u,v∈[g]

eu
−1

i ⊗ evix.

¨
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8.4 Examples of (nearly) G-Frobenius Algebras.

8.4.1 Chen-Ruan Cohomology

We will give now the definition of the Chen-Ruan cohomology following [CR04b].
First we need to define the degree shifting and the obstruction bundle for the Chen-
Ruan theory.

The definition of the degree shifting is local so it is enough to define it in the
case of a global quotient (cf. [FG03]).

Consider Y an almost complex G-manifold with G a finite group. Given g ∈ G
and y ∈ Yg we define a(g, y) the age of g at y as follows. Diagonalize the action of
g in TyY to obtain

g = diag(exp(2πir1), . . . , exp(2πirn)),

with 0 ≤ ri < 1 and set
a(g, y) :=

∑
i

ri.

The age a(g, y) only depends on the connected component Ygo of Yg in which
y lies. For this reason we can simply write a(g, Y

g
o) or even a(g) when there is no

confusion.
Note that the age has the following interesting property

a(g, Ygo) + a(g−1, Ygo) = codim(Ygo , Y).

The Chen-Ruan degree shifting number is defined then as

sg := 2a(g).

As a rational vector space the Chen-Ruan orbifold cohomology is

H∗CR(Y,G) := H∗(Y,G)[s] =
⊕
g∈G

H∗(Yg,C)[sg]

or more generally
H∗CR(G) := H∗(ΛG)[s].

The definition of the obstruction bundle is modeled on the definition of the
virtual fundamental class on the moduli of curves for quantum cohomology.

Let M̄3(G) be the moduli space of ghost representable orbifold morphisms fy
from P13 to G, where im(f) = y ∈ G0 and the marked orbifold Riemann surface
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P13 has three marked points, z1, z2, and z3, with multiplicities m1, m2, and m3,
respectively. In [ALR07] it is proved that

M̄3(G) = G2.

Let us fix a connected component G2o of G2.
To define the Chen-Ruan obstruction bundle Eo → G2o we consider the elliptic

complex
∂̄y : Ω0(f∗yTG) −→ Ω0,1(f∗yTG).

Chen and Ruan proved that coker(∂̄y) has constant dimension along components
and forms an orbivector bundle Eo → G2o.

The formula for the Chen-Ruan product is then (see Section 11.3)

H∗CR(G)⊗H∗CR(G) −→ H∗CR(G)

given by
α ? β := (e12)∗(e

∗
1α · e∗2β · e(E)).

The following is a theorem of Chen and Ruan [CR04b] (cf. [Kau03].)

Theorem 8.10. (H∗CR(G), ?) is a graded associative algebra, moreover it has a nat-
ural Frobenius algebra structure compatible with this product.

We will study this theory in more detail in Chapter 11.

8.4.2 Stringy K-theory

Here we should mention that both the Chen-Ruan and the virtual orbifold theories
can be written in K-theory without much modification in the formulæ [JKK07].
One just needs to change the Euler classes e(V) and e(E) for the corresponding
Euler classes in K-theory λ−1(V) and λ−1(E) respectively. As Z-modules we have
K∗virt(ΛG) := K∗(ΛG) and K∗JKK(G) := K∗(ΛG). The corresponding expressions for
the products in K-theory are:

V ×W := (e12)∗(e
∗
1V ⊗ e∗2W ⊗ λ−1(V)),

and
V ?W := (e12)∗(e

∗
1V ⊗ e∗2W ⊗ λ−1(E)),

respectively.
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Theorem 8.11 (Jarvis-Kaufmann-JKK [JKK07]). There exists a stringy Chern
character

ChJKK : K∗JKK(G)⊗ C −→ H∗CR(G,C)

that is a Frobenius algebra isomorphism

Thsi theory will be thoroughly studied in Chapter 11.

8.4.3 Virtual Orbifold Cohomology

Let S be a complex manifold and let S1 and S2 be closed submanifolds that intersect
cleanly; that is, U := S1∩S2 is a submanifold of S and at each point x of U the tangent
space of U is the intersection of the tangent spaces of S1 and S2. Let E(S, S1, S2)

be the excess bundle of the intersection, i.e., the vector bundle over U which is the
quotient of the tangent bundle of S by the sum of the tangent bundles of S1 and S2
restricted to U. Thus E(S, S1, S2) = 0 if and only if S1 and S2 intersect transversally.
In the Grothendieck group of vector bundles over U the excess bundle becomes

E(S, S1, S2) = TS|U + TU − TS1 |U − TS2 |U.

Denote by e(S, S1, S2) the Euler class of E(S, S1, S2) and by

U
i1 //

h

  @@@@@@@@

i2
��

S1

j1
��

S2 j2
// S

(36)

the relevant inclusion maps. Then for any cohomology class α ∈ H∗(S1) the following
excess intersection formula [Qui71, Prop. 3.3] holds in the cohomology ring of S2:

j∗2j1∗α = i2∗ (e(S, S1, S2)i
∗
1(α)) . (37)

Consider the orbifold [Y/G] where Y is an almost complex manifold and G acts
preserving the almost complex structure. Define the groups

H∗(Y,G) :=
⊕
g∈G

H∗(Yg)× {g}

where Yg is the fixed point set of the element g. The group G acts in the natural
way. Denote by Yg,h = Yg ∩ Yh and suppose that for every g, h ∈ G we have
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cohomology classes v(g, h) ∈ H∗(Yg,h), which are G-equivariant in the sense that
w∗v(k−1gk, k−1hk) = v(g, h) where w : Yk

−1gk,k−1hk → Yg,h takes x to w(x) := xk.
Define the map

× : H∗(Yg)×H∗(Yh) → H∗(Ygh)

(α,β) 7→ i∗ (α|Yg.h · β|Yg,h · v(g, h))

where i : Yg,h → Ygh is the natural inclusion.
Let us define now a degree shift σ on H∗(Y,G). We will declare that the degree

of a class αg ∈ H∗(Yg) ⊂ H∗(Y,G)[σ] is

i+ σg

where
σg := 2(dimC Y − dimC Y

g),

and i is the ordinary degree of αg. In this paper all dimensions and codimensions
are complex. Virtual orbifold cohomology was introduced in [LUX07]. There it was
shown that:

Theorem 8.12. For the cohomology classes v(g, h) = e(Y, Yg, Yh) the map × defines
an associative graded product on H∗virt(Y,G) := H∗(Y,G)[σ].

We will prove and generalize this result in Chapter 10.

Definition 8.13. In the case when v(g, h) = e(Y, Yg, Yh), we will call the prod-
uct × in H∗(Y,G) the virtual intersection product and we will write H∗virt(Y,G) :=

(H∗(Y,G)[σ],×). Given that H∗(Y,G; R)G ∼= H∗(I[Y/G]; R), the product × induces a
ring structure on the orbifold cohomology of [Y/G]. We will call this ring the virtual
intersection ring of a global orbifold and we will denote it by H∗virt(Λ[Y/G]).

The definition of the virtual ring generalizes to a non-global orbifold. To do this
we use the language of groupoids, and follow the notation of Adem-Ruan-Zhang
[ARZ07]. The Lemma 7.2 of [ARZ07] is the generalization of the clean intersection
formula of Quillen to the category of orbifolds. In the notation of [ARZ07] we must
replace Yg and Yh by two copies of ΛG, and Yg,h by a copy of G2. We define in general
the virtual obstruction orbibundle V → G2 as the excess bundle of the diagram of
embeddings:

G2
e1 //

h

!!CCCCCCCC

e2
��

ΛG

j1
��

ΛG
j2
// G

(38)
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The definition of the degree shifting is local so we can use the same definition. We
set

H∗virt(ΛG) := H∗(ΛG)[σ].

The formula for the product in general becomes

H∗virt(ΛG)⊗H∗virt(ΛG) −→ H∗virt(ΛG)

given by
α× β := (e12)∗(e

∗
1α · e∗2β · e(V)),

where e12 : G2 → ΛG is the natural map that locally can be seen as the map
Yg,h → Ygh.

We will study this theory in more detail in chapter 10.

8.5 G-OC-TFT with Positive Boundary

As before we define the notion of a G-open-closed theory with positive boundary
as a G-open-closed theory but with the restriction that the morphisms have at least
one outgoing boundary.
The algebraic characterization is the following.

1. A nearly G-Frobenius algebra associated to the circle.

2. For each pair a, b of labels a vector space Oab with a G-action

ρ : G→ Aut(Oab)

such that
ρg(η

c
ab(ϕ1 ⊗ϕ2)) = ηcab(ρg(ϕ1)⊗ ρg(ϕ2)),

∆cab(ρg(ϕ)) = (ρg ⊗ ρg)∆cab(ϕ),

for ϕ1 ∈ Oac, ϕ2 ∈ Ocb, ϕ ∈ Oab and g ∈ G. This conditions are represented
in the figures 26 and 27.

3. For every label a the vector space Oaa is non necessarily a commutative nearly
Frobenius algebra.

4. There are also G-twisted open-closed transition maps

ιg,a : Cg → Oaa,

ιg,a : Oaa → Cg,
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ϕ
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g

g
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c
1
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b

bcc

c

2

1

Figure 26: The product is a G-morphism with the diagonal action.

ϕ ϕ=g

g

g

a

cb

a

b

c

c

c

b
b

a
a

Figure 27: The coproduct is a G-morphism with the diagonal action.

which are equivariant.
The map ι : C → O is obtained by putting the ιg together, i.e. ι = ⊕g∈Gιg is
a ring homomorphisms, then

ιg1(Φ1)ιg2(Φ2) = ιg2g1(Φ2Φ1),

with Φ1 ∈ Cg1 and Φ2 ∈ Cg2 . Moreover ιe(1C) = 1Oaa . The G-twisted
centrality condition is

ιg(Φ)(ρgΨ) = Ψιg(Φ),

where Φ ∈ Cg y Ψ ∈ Oaa.

5. The G-twisted Cardy conditions. For each g ∈ G we must have

πag,b = ιg,bι
g,a.

Hence πag,b is defined by

πag,b := ηabb ◦ τ ◦ (1⊗ ρg) ◦ ∆baa : Oaa → Obb

where τ : Oab ⊗ Oba → Oba ⊗ Oab is the transposition map, see Figure 28.

Theorem 8.14. The G-invariant part of a G-OC TFT with positive boundary is an
OC-TFT with positive boundary.
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Figure 28: G-twisted Cardy condition.

9 Orbifold String Topology

Let M be a smooth, compact, connected, oriented manifold and let G be a finite
group acting on M. We will consider the global quotient orbifold X = [M/G]. We
define now the loop orbifold LX for X as follows:

Consider the space
PG(M) :=

⊔
g∈G

Pg(M)× {g}

where
Pg(M) = {γ : [0, 1]→ Y : γ(0)g = γ(1)},

together with the G-action given by

G×
⊔
g∈G

Pg(M)× {g}→ ⊔
g∈G

Pg(M)× {g}

(h, (γ, g)) 7→ (γh, h
−1gh)

where γh(t) := γ(t)h.

α

x

xg

xh

xh(h gh)-1

Then we define the loop orbifold as

LX := [PG(M)/G].
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In this section we associate a nearly G-Frobenius algebra to the loop orbifold
LX. This is H∗(PG(M)) =

⊕
g∈GH∗(Pg(M)), with the G-action

αh : H∗(Pg(M))→ H∗(Phgh−1(M))

αh([γ]) = [γh]

It is important to mention that ordinary string topology is included since Pe(M) =

LM with e ∈ G the identity element.
We will describe the structure maps in the next section.

9.1 Algebraic Structure

Orbifold string product: We will suppose that M is oriented and G acts by
orientation preserving diffeomorphisms. Now we define the product for the homology
of PG(M). We start by defining a composition of path maps

~ : Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M)→ Pgh(M)

where εt : Pk(M)→M is the evaluation map at t, given by γ 7→ γ(t) and

Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M) = {(γ0, γ1) : γ0(1) = γ1(0)}.

The map ~ is given by

(γ0 ~ γ1)(t) :=

{
γ0(2t), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

2

γ1(2t− 1), 1
2 < t ≤ 1

Notice that the following diagram is a pullback square

Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M)
j //

ε∞
��

Pg(M)× Ph(M)

ε1×ε0
��

M
∆

//M×M

(39)

where j is the inclusion, ∆ is the diagonal map and ε∞(γ0, γ1) = γ0(1) = γ1(0). We
observe that due to the pullback square (39) we can construct a Thom-Pontryagin
map

τ : Pg(M)× Ph(M)→ (Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M))TM,

where (Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M))TM denotes the Thom space of the pullback bundle
ε∗∞(TM). This is the normal bundle of the embedding j.
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Let (Pgh(M))TM be the Thom space of the bundle ε∗1
2

(TM) with ε1
2

: Pgh(M)→
M. The map ~ induces a map of Thom spaces

~̃ : (Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M))TM → (Pgh(M))TM,

and therefore the next diagram is commutative

Pg(M)× Ph(M)
τ //

ε1×ε0
��

(Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M))TM
~̃ //

ε∞
��

(Pgh(M))TM

ε1
2

��
M×M τ //MTM = //MTM

Then, we can consider the composition

ηg,h : Hp(Pg(M))⊗Hq(Ph(M))
×−→ Hp+q(Pg(M)× Ph(M))

(~̃◦τ)∗−→
Hp+q((Pgh(M))TM)

ũ∗−→ Hp+q−d(Pgh(M)),

where ũ∗ is the Thom isomorphism. Adding over all elements g ∈ G we obtain
the map

η : Hp(PG(M))⊗Hq(PG(M))→ Hp+q−d(PG(M))

which we call the G-string product.
Orbifold string coproduct: First, we note that the next diagram is a pullback

square

Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M)
~ //

ε∞
��

Pgh(M)

ε1
2
,ε0.g

��
M

∆
//M×M

Then, we can consider the map

~ : Pgh(M)→ (Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M))TM

where (Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M))TM denotes the Thom space of the pullback bundle
ε∗∞(TM), which is the normal bundle of ~.
Then, we can consider the composition

∆g,h : Hp+q+d(Pgh(M))
~−→ Hp+q+d

(
(Pg(M)ε1×ε0Ph(M))TM

)
ũ∗−→ Hp+q(Pg(M)εi×ε0Ph(M))

j∗−→
Hp+q(Pg(M)× Ph(M)) −→ ⊕

i+j=p+q

Hi(Pg(M))⊗Hj(Ph(M)).
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Adding over all elements g ∈ G we obtain the map

∆ : H∗(PG(M))→ H∗(PG(M))⊗H∗(PG(M))

We will call ∆ the G-string coproduct.
The unit: We consider the next diagram

M

r

}}{{{{{{{{
ic

##GGGGGGGG

{pt} Pe(M)

where r : M→ {pt}, the constant map and ic : M→ Pe(M) is defined by ic(y) = α :

I→M such that α(t) = y is the constant loop.

Then u : H∗({pt}) = k
r!−→ H∗(M)

ic∗−→ H∗(Pe(M))→ H∗(PG(M)).

u : k→ H∗(PG(M)).

Note that since M → Pe(M) has infinite codimension we cannot define a trace
map. This same feature is in the String Topology algebra.

Theorem 9.1. H∗(PG(M)) is a nearly G-Frobenius algebra.

Proof. We will check all the axioms.

1. Associativity of the product

(2)(1)

h

g

gh

g

h

k

ghk

k

hk
ghk

=

Remember that the product is defined from the next diagram

PgMε1×ε0PhM
j

vvlllllllllllll
∗

''OOOOOOOOOOO

PgM× PhM PghM
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The associativity is encoded in the next two diagrams.

(1)

PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

∗×1

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

1×j

wwooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

PgMε1×ε0PhM× PkM

∗×1

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

j×1

xxpppppppppppppppppppppppp
PghMε1×ε0PkM

∗

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD

j

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

PgM× PhM× PkM PghM× PkM PghkM

(2)

PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×∗

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

j×1

wwooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

PgM× PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×∗

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

1×j

xxpppppppppppppppppppppppp
PgMε1×ε0PhkM

∗

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD

j

xxpppppppppppppppppppppppp

PgM× PhM× PkM PgM× PhkM PghkM

The first case involved the next constructions

(∗ × 1)∗ε∗∞(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

∗×1
��

ε∗∞(TM) //_______ PghMε1×ε0PkM

ε∞
��

j // PghM× PkM

ε1×ε0
��

TM //____________ M
∆

//M×M
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and

(ε∞ × ε∞)∗(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε∞×ε∞
��

1×j// PgMε1×ε0PhM× PkM

ε∞×ε1×ε0
��

TM //___________ M×M
1×∆

//M×M×M

We note that (∗ × 1)∗ε∗∞(TM) = (ε∞ × ε∞)∗(TM). Then F1 = 0.

In the second diagram we have the next constructions

(1× ∗)∗ε∗∞(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×∗
��

ε∗∞(TM) //_______ PgMε1×ε0PhkM

ε∞
��

j // PgM× PhkM

ε1×ε0
��

TM //____________ M
∆

//M×M

and

(ε∞ × ε∞)∗(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε∞×ε∞
��

j×1// PgM× PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε1×ε0×ε∞
��

TM //___________ M×M
∆×1

//M×M×M

Similarly as before, we note that (1 × ∗)∗ε∗∞(TM) = (ε∞ × ε∞)∗(TM). Then
F2 = 0. Therefore the product is associative.

2. Coassociativity of the coproduct

(2)(1)

h

g
gh

g

h

k

ghk

k

hk

ghk
=
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In the same way as the product, the coproduct is defined from the diagram

PgMε1×ε0PhM
j

((RRRRRRRRRRRRR
∗

wwooooooooooo

PghM PgM× PhM

The diagrams that represent this property are
(1)

PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

∗×1

xxpppppppppppppppppppppppp

1×j

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

PghMε1×ε0PkM

∗

||zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz

j

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
PgMε1×ε0PhM× PkM

∗×1

wwooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

j×1

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

PghkM PghM× PkM PgM× PhM× PkM

(2)

PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×∗

xxpppppppppppppppppppppppp

j×1

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

PgMε1×ε0PhkM

∗

||zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz

j

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
PgM× PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×∗

wwooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

1×j

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

PghkM PgM× PhkM PgM× PhM× PkM

In the first case we have the next constructions

(1× j)∗(ε∞ × ε0)∗η //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×j
��

(ε∞ × ε0)∗η //_____ PgMε1×ε0PhM× PkM

ε∞×ε0
��

∗×1 // PghM× PkM

(ε1
2
,ε0g)×ε0

��
η //____________ M×M

∆×1
//M×M×M
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and

(ε∞ × ε0)∗η //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε∞×ε0
��

∗×1 // PghMε1×ε0PkM
(ε1
2
,ε0g)×ε0

��
η //__________ M×M

∆×1
//M×M×M

We note that (1× j)∗(ε∞ × ε0)∗η = (ε∞ × ε0)∗η. Then F1 = 0.

The second diagram has the next constructions

(j× 1)∗(ε1 × ε∞)∗η //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

j×1
��

(ε1 × ε∞)∗η //_____ PgM× PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε1×ε∞
��

1×∗ // PgM× PhkM

ε1×(ε1
2
,ε0h)

��
η //____________ M×M

1×∆
//M×M×M

and

(ε1 × ε∞)∗η //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε1×ε∞
��

1×∗ // PgMε1×ε0PhkM
ε1×(ε1

2
,ε0h)

��
η //__________ M×M

∆×1
//M×M×M

In the same way as before, we note that (j × 1)∗(ε1 × ε∞)∗η = (ε1 × ε∞)∗η.
Then F2 = 0.

3. Graded commutativity of the product

=

g

h

h h
h

h

h

g

g

g

g

g g-1

This property is represented by the next diagrams
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(1)

PhMε1×ε1PgM

j◦(1×α
g−1 )◦τ

yyrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr
τ◦(α

h−1×1)

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

PhM× PgM

1

yytttttttttttttttt
τ◦(α

h−1×αg)

%%LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL
PgMε1×ε0PhM

j

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

∗

$$HHHHHHHHHHHHHHH

PhM× PgM PgM× PhM PghM

(2)

PhMε1×ε1PgM

i

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

αg×1

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

PhM× PgM

1

zztttttttttttttttt

(αg×1)◦τ

&&LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL
Pghg−1Mε1×ε0PgM

j

wwooooooooooooooooooo

∗

%%JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

PhM× PgM Pghg−1M× PgM PghM

First, we need to check that the maps ∗ ◦ (αg × 1) and ∗ ◦ τ ◦ (αh−1 × 1) are
homotopic maps and the same for j ◦ (1 × αg−1) and i. In each case, we will
construct the homotopy. In the first case we define

H : I× (PhMε1×ε1PgM)→ PghM

by

H(s, (γ, β))(t) := αg(γ) ∗ β ∗ αh−1(γ)

(
s+ 2t

3

)
Note that H(0, (γ, β))(t) = αg(γ)∗β∗αh−1(γ)

(
2t
3

)
= αg(γ)∗β(t) = (∗◦(αg×

1))(γ, β)(t), andH(1, (γ, β))(t) = αg(γ)∗β∗αh−1(γ)
(
1+2t
3

)
= β∗αh−1(γ)(t) =

(∗ ◦ τ(αh−1 × 1))(γ, β)(t).
In the second case the next map

F : I× (PhMε1×ε1PgM)→ PhM× PgM
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is defined by

F(s, (γ, β))(r, t) =

(
γ(r), β ∗ αg−1(β)

(
s+ t

2

))
Note that F(0, (γ, β))(r, t) =

(
γ(r), β ∗ αg−1(β)

(
t
2

))
= (γ(r), β(t)) = i(γ, β)(r, t),

and F(1, (γ, β))(r, t) =
(
γ(r), β ∗ αg−1(β)

(
1+t
2

))
= (γ(r), αg−1(β)(t)) = j◦(1×

αg−1)(γ, β)(r, t).

Now, we can determine the Euler classes. In the first case we have

(ε∞ ◦ τ ◦ (αh−1 × 1))∗(TM) //___ PhMε1×ε1PgM

τ◦(α
h−1×1)

��
PgMε1×ε0PhM

j //

ε∞
��

PgM× PhM

ε1×ε0

��
TM //____________ M

∆
//M×M

and
ε∗1(TM) //___ PhMε1×ε1PgM

i //

ε1

��

PhM× PgM

ε1×ε1

��
TM //_______ M

∆
//M×M

We note that ε1 = ε∞ ◦ τ ◦ (αh−1 × 1), then F1 = 0.

For the second case

(ε∞ ◦ (αg × 1))∗(TM) //____ PhMε1×ε1PgM

τ◦(αg×1)

��
Pghg−1Mε1×ε0PgM

j //

ε∞
��

Pghg−1M× PgM

ε1×ε0

��
TM //____________ M

∆
//M×M
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and
ε∗1(TM) //___ PhMε1×ε1PgM

i //

ε1

��

PhM× PgM

ε1×ε1

��
TM //_______ M

∆
//M×M

Similarly we note that ε1 = ε∞ ◦ (αg × 1), then F2 = 0.

4. The action is an algebra homomorphism

=

h

k

hk ghkg-1

-1

h

k

ghg

gkg

-1

ghkg-1α

α

α

(1) (2)

g

g

g

This property is described by the next diagrams.

(1)

PhMε1×ε0PkM

1

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

∗

$$HHHHHHHHHHHHHHH

PhMε1×ε0PkM

j

yyrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

∗

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM
PhkM

1

{{vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

αg

!!CCCCCCCCCCCCCC

PhM× PkM PhkM Pghkg−1M
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(2)

PhMε1×ε0PkM

j

xxppppppppppppppppppp

αg×αg

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

PhM× PkM

1

zzttttttttttttttttt

αg×αg

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
Pghg−1Mε1×ε0Pgkg−1M

j

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

∗

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

PhM× PkM Pghg−1M× Pgkg−1M Pghkg−1M

In the first case is clearly that F1 = 0 because the normal bundle is zero. Now
we study the second case. This is

(αg × αg)∗ε∗∞(TM) //_____ PhMε1×ε0PkM

αg×αg

��
Pghg−1Mε1×ε0Pgkg−1M

j //

ε∞
��

Pghg−1M× Pgkg−1M

ε1×ε0

��
TM //____________ M

∆
//M×M

and

ε∗∞(TM) //___ PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε∞
��

j // PhM× PkM

ε1×ε0

��
TM //_______ M

∆
//M×M

Note that ε∗∞(TM) = (αg × αg)∗ε∗∞(TM), then F2 = 0.

5. Abrams condition
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=

(1) (2)

g

hk
h

k

g

hk

ghkgh gh

k

This property is modeled by the next diagrams
(1)

PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

j×1

wwooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

1×j

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

PgM× PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×∗

yyssssssssssssssssssssss

1×j

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
PgMε1×ε0PhM× PkM

j×1

wwooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

∗×1

%%KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK

PgM× PhkM PgM× PhM× PkM PghM× PkM

(2)

PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×∗

xxpppppppppppppppppppppppp

∗×1

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

PgMε1×ε0PhkM

j

zzvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

∗

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
PghMε1×ε0PkM

∗

xxqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

j

$$HHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH

PgM× PhkM PghkM PghM× PkM
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The first case involves the following

((ε∞ × ε0) ◦ (1× j))∗(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

1×j

��
PgMε1×ε0PhM× PkM

j×1 //

ε∞×ε0
��

PgM× PhM× PkM

ε1×ε0×ε0

��
TM //_____________ M×M

∆×1
//M×M×M

and

(ε∞ × ε0)∗(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε∞×ε0
��

PgM× PhM× PkM

ε1×ε0×ε0

��
TM //___________ M×M

∆×1
//M×M×M

It is clear that (ε∞ × ε0)∗(TM) = ((ε∞ × ε0) ◦ (1× j))∗(TM), then F1 = 0.

In the second case we have

(ε∞ ◦ (∗ × 1))∗(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

∗×1

��
PghMε1×ε0PkM

∗ //

ε∞
��

PghkM

ε1
2
×ε0gh

��
TM //_____________ M

∆
//M×M
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and

(ε1 × ε∞)∗(TM) //___ PgMε1×ε0PhMε1×ε0PkM

ε1×ε∞
��

1×∗ // PgMε1×ε0PhkM

ε1×ε1
2
×ε0h

��
TM //___________ M×M

1×∆
//M×M×M

Finally (ε1 × ε∞)∗(TM) = (ε∞ ◦ (∗ × 1)∗(TM), and then F2 = 0.

6. Unit axiom

=

(1) (2)

Remember that the unit map is defined from the next diagram

M
r

~~}}}}}}}}
ic

""EEEEEEEE

pt PeM

where r : M → pt is the constant map, PeM = {α : I → M : α(1) =

α(0)} = LM, and ic : M ↪→ LM in the natural inclusion. Then u : H∗(pt) →
H∗(LM) = H∗(PeM) is the next composition map

H∗(pt) r!−→ H∗(M)
ic∗−→ LM.

The diagrams that represent the unit axiom are

(2)

PgM

1

||zzzzzzzzz
1

""DDDDDDDDD

PgM

1

||zzzzzzzzz
1

""DDDDDDDDD
PgM

1

||zzzzzzzzz
1

""DDDDDDDDD

PgM PgM PgM
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It is clear that F2 = 0.
(1)

PgM

1×ε1

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

1×ic◦ε1

%%LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

ψ

��

ϕ

		

PgM×M

1×r

{{vvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

1×ic

$$HHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH
PgMε1×ε0PeM

j

yyrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

∗

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGGG

PgM× {pt} PgM× PeM PgM

First, we note that the map ψ is homotopic to the identity Id : PgM→ PgM,
this is because

ψ : α 7→ (α, ic(α(1))) 7→ α ∗ ic(α(1)) ' α.

Clearly the map ϕ is the identity map.
Now, we determine the class of the square.

ε∗1(TM) //___ PgM

ε1

��

1×ε1// PgM×M

ε1×1
��

TM //_____ M
∆
//M×M

(1× ε1)∗ε∗∞(TM) //_____ PgM

1×ε1
��

PgMε1×ε0PeM

ε∞
��

j // PgM× PeM

ε1×ε0
��

TM //_________ M
∆

//M×M

In this case we note that ε∞ ◦ (1 × ε1) = ε1, this implies ε∗1(TM) = (1 ×
ε1)
∗ε∗∞(TM), and then F1 = 0.

7. Torus axiom
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-1

hghg

-1

-1

α

α

(2)

g

(1)

h

g

g

hgh
-1

-1

hghg

-1

-1-1

h

h ghg-1

=

The co-pairing map Θg : k → H∗(PgM) ⊗ H∗(Pg−1M) is defined as the com-
position of the unit and the coproduct as follows,

k u−→ H∗(PeM)
∆
g,g−1

−→ H∗(PgM)⊗H∗(Pg−1M).

Now, we describe this map.

Mg

ig

wwooooooooooooo
fg

((PPPPPPPPPPPPP

M

r

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrr
ic

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNN PgMε1×ε0Pg−1M

∗

wwoooooooooooo
j

))SSSSSSSSSSSSSS

pt PeM PgM× Pg−1M

where the map ig : Mg →M is the inclusion, and fg : Mg → PgMε1×ε0Pg−1M

is given by x 7→ (αx, αx) with αx the constant loop. The Quillen’s class of this
square is described as follows:

νig //Mg � � ig //M

and
f∗gε
∗
0(ν(1×αg)) //Mg

fg
��

PgMε1×ε0Pg−1M

ε0

��

∗ // PeM

ε0×ε1
2

��
ν(1×αg) //M

1×αg
//M×M
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Note that ε0 ◦ fg(x) = x, this implies that ε0 ◦ fg = ig and f∗gε
∗
0(ν(1×αg)) =

i∗g(ν(1×αg)). Therefore Fg is given by the next exact sequence

0 −→ νig −→ i∗g(ν(1×αg)) −→ Fg −→ 0.

In the next step we determine the diagram associated to the first figure.
(1)

Mg,h

igg,h

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

jg,h

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

i

��

r

��

Mg

ig

��������������

fg

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

M

r



�����������������������

ic

��,
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, PgMε1×ε0Pg−1M

∗

��																										
j

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM
Phgh−1Mε1×ε0Pg−1M

j

��

∗

��=============================

PgM× Pg−1M

αh×1

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

pt PeM Phgh−1M× Pg−1M Phgh−1g−1M

The class F1 is given by

νigg,h //Mg,h � �
igg,h //Mg

and

j∗g,hε
∗∞(TM) //Mg,h

jg,h
��

Phgh−1Mε1×ε0Pg−1M

ε∞
��

j // Phgh−1M× Pg−1M

ε1×ε0
��

TM //M
∆

//M×M

Note that ε∞ ◦ jg,h(x) = ε∞(αh(αx), αx) = x, then ε∞ ◦ jg,h = ig,h and we
have the next exact sequence

0 −→ νigg,h
−→ i∗g,h(TM) −→ F1 −→ 0.
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The second diagram is the following
(2)

Mg,h

ihg,h

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

jg,h

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

i

��

r

��

Mh

ih

��������������

fh

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

M

r



�����������������������

ic

��,
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, PhMε1×ε0Ph−1M

∗

����������������������������
j

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
PhMε1×ε0Pgh−1g−1M

j

��

∗

��>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

PhM× Ph−1M

1×αg

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

pt PeM PhM× Pgh−1g−1M Phgh−1g−1M

The class F2 is associate to the next map

νihg,h //Mg,h � �
ihg,h //Mh

in this case we have

j∗g,hε
∗∞(TM) //Mg,h

jg,h
��

PhMε1×ε0Pgh−1g−1M

ε∞
��

j // PhM× Pgh−1g−1M

ε1×ε0
��

TM //M
∆

//M×M

As before there is the identity j∗g,hε
∗∞(TM) = i∗g,h(TM). Then

0 −→ νihg,h
−→ i∗g,h(TM) −→ F2 −→ 0.

Applying the Quillen’s formulae we conclude

~∗j!((αh × 1)j)∗ ~ !ic∗r!(1) = i∗(r!(1) ∩ (e(i
g∗
g,h(Fg)) ∪ e(F1)))
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and
~∗j!((1× αg)j)∗ ~ !ic∗r!(1) = i∗(r!(1) ∩ (e(ih∗g,h(Fh)) ∪ e(F2)))

To prove the axiom we need to check that

e(i
g∗
g,h(Fg)) ∪ e(F1) = e(ih∗g,h(Fh)) ∪ e(F2),

or equivalently
i
g∗
g,h(Fg)⊕ F1 ∼= ih∗g,h(Fh)⊕ F2.

The bundles are the following:

E1 = i
g∗
g,h(Fg)⊕ F1 =

i∗g,h(TM)

ig∗g,h(νig )
⊕ i∗g,h(TM)

ν
i
g
g,h

E2 = ih∗g,h(Fh)⊕ F2 =
i∗g,h(TM)

ih∗g,h(νih )
⊕ i∗g,h(TM)

ν
ih
g,h

The information is represented in the next diagrams

i∗g,h(TM)

%%

i
g∗
g,h(νig)

��

νig

��

TM

��
νigg,h //Mg,h � �

igg,h

//Mg � �

ig
//M

and
i∗g,h(TM)

%%

ih∗g,h(νih)

��

νih

��

TM

��
νihg,h //Mg,h � �

ihg,h

//Mh � �

ih
//M

Using that all the maps are inclusions we have that i∗g,h(TM) = TM|Mg,h and
i
g∗
g,h(νig) = νig |Mg,h . On other hand, we observe that

TM|Mg,h = TMg,h ⊕ νigg,h ⊕ νig |Mg,h ,

and
TM|Mg,h = TMg,h ⊕ νihg,h ⊕ νih |Mg,h .

Then
νigg,h

⊕ νig |Mg,h
∼= νihg,h

⊕ νih |Mg,h

and in particular E1 ∼= E2. This proves that e(E1) = e(E2) and the torus axiom
is satisfied.

¨
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9.2 Open-closed Orbifold String Topology

In the previous section we saw that the homology of the Loop Orbifold has the
structure of a G-topological field theory with positive boundary. Now we describe
the open part of this theory.
The category of branes is the following:

B = {X ⊂M G-invariant submanifold with X t Y transverse for X 6= Y}

Now we consider the sets PX,YM = {α : I → M : α(0) ∈ X, α(1) ∈ Y}, for
X, Y ∈ B. We define HomB(X, Y) = H∗(PX,YM). Note that G acts in H∗(PX,YM) as
follows

ρ : G→Aut(H∗(PX,YM))

g 7→ ρg : H∗(PX,YM)→ H∗(PX,YM)

α 7→ α.g

where α.g(t) = α(t)g for t ∈ I.
The product and coproduct are the same as the product and coproduct defined in
the open-closed string topology.
Now we describe the connection maps. For this we consider the next diagram

PXgM

i

$$HHHHHHHHH
j

{{xxxxxxxx

PgM PX,XM

where PXgM = {α : I→M : α(1) = α(0)g, α(0) ∈ X}.
First, we will prove that the map j! : H∗(PgM)→ H∗(PXgM) exists. This is because
the next diagram is a pullback square.

PXgM
j //

ε0

��

PgM

ε0×ε1
��

X
� �

(id,g)
//M×M

Clearly the map (id, g) : X → M ×M is an embedding. Then, we can define the
map ιg,X as the composition

H∗(PgM)
j!−→ H∗(PXgM)

i∗−→ H∗(PX,XM).
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For the other map we consider the same diagram

PXgM

i

$$HHHHHHHHH
j

{{xxxxxxxx

PgM PX,XM

and we use the next pullback square

PXgM
i //

ε0

��

PX,XM

ε0×ε1
��

X
(id,g)

// X× X

to define the map ιg,X as the composition

ιg,X : H∗(PX,XM)
i!−→ H∗(PXgM)

j∗−→ H∗(PgM).

Theorem 9.2. The homology H∗(PG(M)), together with the graded vector spaces
HomB(X, Y) for all X, Y ∈ B, becomes a G-OC-TFT with positive boundary.

Proof. We will check the open axioms.

1. The action respects the product

=g

g

g

X

Z

Y

Z Y

X X

Y

Y Y

Y

X

X

X

Z

Z

(1) (2)

The property is the following
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(1)

PXZYM

1

yyrrrrrrrrrr
iXY

%%KKKKKKKKKK

PXZYM
jXZ×jZY

vvnnnnnnnnnnnn
iXY

%%LLLLLLLLLL PXYM

1

yyssssssssss
ρg

%%JJJJJJJJJ

PXZM× PZYM PXYM PXYM

(2)

PXZYM
jXZ×jZY

uukkkkkkkkkkkkkk
ρg

((PPPPPPPPPPPP

PXZM× PZYM

1

uukkkkkkkkkkkkkk

ρg×ρg ))SSSSSSSSSSSSSS PXZYM
jXZ×jZY

vvnnnnnnnnnnnn
iXZ

%%KKKKKKKKKK

PXZM× PZYM PXZM× PZYM PXYM

In the first diagram is clear that F1 = 0, this because the normal bundles are
zero. In the second diagram we have

(ρg ◦ ε1
2
)∗(η) //______ PXZYM

ρg

��
PXZYM

ε1
2
��

jXZ×jZY // PXZM× PZYM

ε1×ε0
��

η //__________ Z
∆

//M×M

and
ε∗1
2

(η) //______ PXZYM

ε1
2

��

jXZ×jZY // PXZ × PZYM

ε1×ε0
��

η //_________ Z
∆

//M×M

We note, as before, that (ρg ◦ ε1
2
)∗(η) = ε∗1

2

(η). Then F2 = 0.

2. The action respects the coproduct
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=g

g

g

X Z

Y Z

X

X

X

Z

Z

X

YY

Y Y

X

(1) (2)
Y

(1)

PXZYM
iXY

yyssssssssss
ρg

%%LLLLLLLLLL

PXYM

1

yyttttttttt
ρg

%%KKKKKKKKKK PXZYM
iXY

yyrrrrrrrrrr
jXZ×jZY

((PPPPPPPPPPPP

PXYM PXYM PXZM× PZYM

(2)

PXZYM

1

vvnnnnnnnnnnnn
jXZ×jZY

))SSSSSSSSSSSSSS

PXZYM
iXY

yyssssssssss
jXZ×jZY

((PPPPPPPPPPPP PXZM× PZYM

1

uukkkkkkkkkkkkkk
ρg×ρg

))SSSSSSSSSSSSSS

PXYM PXZM× PZYM PXZM× PZYM

In the second diagram it is clear that F2 = 0. In the first diagram the calculus
as the following

(ε1
2
◦ ρg)(ϑ) //___ PXZYM

ρg

��
PXZYM

ε1
2
��

iXY // PXYM

ε1
2
×ε1

2
��

ϑ //_______ Z
∆
//M×M
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and
ε∗1
2

(ϑ) //___ PXZYM

ε1
2

��

iXY // PXYM

ε1
2
×ε1

2

��
ϑ //_____ Z

∆
//M×M

Since ρg is a isomorphism, then the next bundles are isomorphic,

ε∗1
2

(ϑ) ' (ε1
2
◦ ρg)(ϑ)

hence F1 = 0.

3. The map ιg is an equivariant map

αρ

g -1X hg

X

X

X
h

X

X

=

(1) (2)

g

h

h

Remember that the connection maps are defined using the next diagram

PXgM

i

##HHHHHHHHH
j

{{xxxxxxxx

PgM PXXM

where PXgM = {α : I→M : α(1) = α(0)g, α(0) ∈ X}.
We defined ιg,X by the composition

H∗(PgM)
j!−→ H∗(PXgM)

i∗−→ H∗(PXXM)

The diagrams that model this properties are:
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(1)

PXgM

1

||zzzzzzzzz
i

""FFFFFFFFFF

PXgM

j

}}zzzzzzzzz
i

""EEEEEEEEEE
PXXM

1

{{xxxxxxxxxxx
ρh

##FFFFFFFFFFF

PgM PXXM PXXM

(2)

PXgM

i

{{wwwwwwwwwww
αh

%%JJJJJJJJJJJ

PgM

1

}}{{{{{{{{{{
αh

##GGGGGGGGGGG
PX
hgh−1M

j

yysssssssssss
i

$$HHHHHHHHHHH

PgM Phgh−1M PXXM

In the first case it is clear that F1 = 0. This because the normal bundles are
zero. For the second case we have

(ε0 ◦ αh)∗(ϑ) //____ PXgM

αh
��

PX
hgh−1M

ε0

��

j // Phgh−1M

ε0

��
ϑ //________ X ι

//M

and
ε∗0(ϑ)

//___ PXgM

ε0

��

i // PgM

ε0

��
ϑ //_____ X ι

//M

The bundles ε∗0(ϑ) and (ε0 ◦ αh)∗(ϑ) are isomorphic because the action αh is
a diffemorphism. Then, in particular is F2 = 0.
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4. The map ιh is an equivariant map

α ρ

hg-1

X
g

hg

X

X X

g

h

X

X
=

(1) (2)

The diagrams are the following
(1)

PX
g−1hg

M

1

zzttttttttttt
j

$$JJJJJJJJJJJ

PX
g−1hg

M

i

zzvvvvvvvvvvv
j

%%JJJJJJJJJJJ
Pg−1hgM

1

yytttttttttttt
αg

##GGGGGGGGGGG

PXXM Pg−1hgM PhM

(2)

PX
g−1hg

M

i

zzvvvvvvvvvvv
αg

##GGGGGGGGGG

PXXM

1

{{wwwwwwwwwww
ρg

$$IIIIIIIIIII PXhM

i

zzvvvvvvvvvv
j

""DDDDDDDDD

PXXM PXXM PhM

For the first case, it is an easy consequence that F1 = 0. This because the
normal bundles are zero.
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The second case involves the following diagrams

(ε0 ◦ αg)∗(ϑ) //___ PX
g−1hg

M

αg

��
PXhM

i //

ε0

��

PXXM

ε0×ε1
��

ϑ //________ X
1×αh

// X× X

and
ε∗0(ϑ)

//___ PX
g−1hg

M i //

ε0

��

PXXM

ε0×ε1
��

ϑ //______ X
1×α

g−1hg

// X× X

Note that the bundles ε∗0(ϑ) ' (ε0 ◦ αg)∗(ϑ) since αg is a diffeomorphism.
Then F2 = 0.

5. The map ιg is a ring homomorphism

=

gg

g X
h X

h

h
X
X

(2)(1)

In this case the diagrams that model this property are the following
(1)

PXgMε1×ε0PXhM
j×j

vvllllllllllllll
∗

''NNNNNNNNNNN

PgMε1×ε0PhM
j

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
∗

))RRRRRRRRRRRRRRR
PXghM

j

wwoooooooooooo
i

$$HHHHHHHHH

PgM× PhM PghM PXXM
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(2)

PXgMε1×ε0PXhM
j×j

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmm
∗

''OOOOOOOOOOOO

PXgM× PXhM

j×j

vvnnnnnnnnnnnn
i×i

((RRRRRRRRRRRRR
PXXXM

j12×j23

wwooooooooooooo
j13

$$JJJJJJJJJJ

PgM× PhM PXXM× PXXM PXXM

For the first case we have

(ε0 ◦ ∗)∗(η) //___ PXgMε1×ε0PXhM

∗
��

PXghM
j //

ε0

��

PghM

ε0×ε1
��

η //_________ X
1×g

//M×M

and
ε∗0(η)

//___ PXgMε1×ε0PXhM

ε0

��

j×j // PgMε0×ε1PhM

ε0×ε1
��

η //_______ X
1×g

//M×M

We note that ε0 ◦ ∗ = ε0, then ε∗0(η) = (ε0 ◦ ∗)∗(η) and F1 = 0.
The second case has the following diagrams

(ε1
2
◦ ∗)∗(TX) //______ PXgMε1×ε0PXhM

∗
��

PXXXM
j12×j23 //

ε1
2
��

PXXM× PXXM

ε1×ε0
��

TX //____________ X
∆

// X× X
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and

ε∗∞(TX) //______ PXgMε1×ε0PXhM
j //

ε∞
��

PXgM× PhM

ε1×ε0
��

TX //___________ X
∆

// X× X

We note that ε1
2
◦ ∗ = ε∞, hence ε∗∞(η) = (ε1

2
◦ ∗)∗(η) and F2 = 0.

6. G-twisted centrality condition

=

gg

ρg−1

(1) (2)

X

Y

X
X

X X

X

X

Y

Y

Y Y

Y

Y

Y

Y
YX

This condition is modeled by the next diagrams.
(1)

PXgMε1×ε0PXYM
j ′

vvlllllllllllll
∗◦ι

''OOOOOOOOOOOO ϕ1

��

ψ1

��

PXgM× PXYM

i×1

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmm
j×1

))RRRRRRRRRRRRRR
PXXYM

j12×j23

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnn
j13

$$JJJJJJJJJJ

PgM× PXYM PXXM× PXYM PXYM

(2)

PXYMε1×ε0PYgM
τ◦(1×ρg)

vvlllllllllllll
∗◦ι ′

''OOOOOOOOOOOO ϕ2

��

ψ2

��

PYgM× PXYM

i×1

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmm τ◦(j×ρ
g−1 )

))RRRRRRRRRRRRRR
PXYYM

j12×j23

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnn
j13

$$IIIIIIIIII

PgM× PXYM PXYM× PXYYM PXYM
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We first check that the spaces PXgMε1×ε0PXYM and PXYMε1×ε0PYgM are
homotopic. We define the maps as follow:

ϕ : PXgMε1×ε0PXYM −→ PXYMε1×ε0PYgM
(α,β) 7−→ (β,β ∗ ρg−1(α) ∗ ρg−1(β))

ψ : PXYMε1×ε0PYgM −→ PXgMε1×ε0PXYM
(γ, δ) 7−→ (ρg(γ) ∗ ρg(δ) ∗ γ, γ)

ψ◦ϕ(α,β) = ψ(β,β∗ρg−1(α)∗ρg−1(β)) = (ρg(β)∗ρg(β)∗α∗β∗β,β) ' (α,β),

ϕ◦ψ(γ, δ) = ϕ(ρg(γ)∗ρg(δ)∗γ, γ) = (γ, γ∗γ∗δ∗ρg−1(γ)∗ρg−1(γ)) ' (γ, δ).

Then
ψ ◦ϕ ' Id and ϕ ◦ψ ' Id .

Now we check the external maps for the diagrams (1) and (2).

• ϕ2 ◦ϕ(α,β) = ϕ2(β,β∗ρg−1(α)∗ρg−1(β)) = β∗β∗ρg−1(α)∗ρg−1(β) '
α ∗ β,

• ϕ1(α,β) = α ∗ β.

• ψ2◦ϕ(α,β) = ψ2(β,β∗ρg−1(α)∗ρg−1(β)) = (β∗ρg−1(α)∗ρg−1(β), ρg(β)) '
(α,β),

• ψ1(α,β) = (α,β).

• ϕ1 ◦ψ(γ, δ) = ϕ1(ρg(γ) ∗ ρg(δ) ∗ γ, γ) = ρg(γ) ∗ ρg(δ) ∗ γ ∗ γ ' γ ∗ δ,
• ϕ2(γ, δ) = γ ∗ δ.
• ψ1◦ψ(γ, δ) = ψ1(ρg(γ)∗ρg(δ)∗γ, γ) = (ρg(γ)∗ρg(δ)∗γ, γ) ' (δ, ρg(γ)),

• ψ2(γ, δ) = (δ, ρg(γ)).

Finally we need to calculate the Euler class in each diagram. For the first case
we have

(ε1
2
◦ ∗ ◦ ι)∗(TX) //___ PXgMε1×ε0PXYM

∗◦ι
��

PXXYM
j12×j23 //

ε1
2
��

PXXM× PXYM

ε1×ε0
��

TX //__________ X
∆

// X× X
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and

ε∗∞(TX) //___ PXgMε1×ε0PXYM
j ′ //

ε∞
��

PXgM× PXYM

ε1×ε0
��

TX //________ X
∆

// X× X

We note that ε∗∞(TX) = (ε1
2
◦ ∗ ◦ ι)∗(TX). Then F1 = 0.

The second case has associated the next diagrams

(ε1
2
◦ ∗ ◦ ι ′)∗(TY) //___ PXYMε1×ε0PYgM

∗◦ι ′
��

PXYYM
j12×j23 //

ε1
2
��

PXYM× PYYM

ε1×ε0
��

TY //__________ Y
∆

// Y × Y

and

ε∗∞(TY) //_____ PXYMε1×ε0PYgM
τ◦(1×ρg) //

ε∞
��

PYgM× PXYM

ε0×ε1
��

TY //__________ Y
∆

// Y × Y

As before the identity holds ε∗∞(TY) = (ε1
2
◦ ∗ ◦ ι ′)∗(TY). Then F2 = 0.

To finish the proof we only need to check that νϕ = 0. For this, we construct
the next homotopy:

H : I× (PXgMε1×ε0PXYM) −→ PXYMε×ε0PgM× I
(s, (α,β)) 7−→ (β,βs ∗ ρg−1(α) ∗ ρg−1(β), s)

where ε : I×PXYM→M is given by ε(s, β) := β(s). The next pullback square
proves that W := PXYMε×ε0PgM× I is an infinite manifold.

W = PXYMε×ε0PgM× I

ε∞×1
��

// PXYM× PgM× I

ε×ε0×1
��

M× I
∆×1

//M×M× I
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Similarly, the next pullback square

Zs := PXYMεs×ε0PgM× {s}

εs×{s}

��

// PXYMε×ε0PgM× I

ε×1
��

M× {s} � � //M× I

proves that Zs is an inclusion of codimension one on W for all s.
Note that the homotopy H satisfies that

H(0, (α,β)) = (β, ρg−1(α)) = (1× ρg−1) ◦ τ(α,β)

H(1, (α,β)) = (β,β ∗ ρg−1(α) ∗ ρg−1(β)) = ϕ(α,β)

Then, in particular we have the next situation

PXgMε1×ε0PXYM

(1×ρ
g−1 )◦τ diffemorphism

��

PXgMε1×ε0PXYM

ϕ

��

H
'

+3

Z0 = PXYMε1×ε0PYgM Z1 = PXYMε1×ε0PYgM

Since ν(1×ρ
g−1 )◦τ = 0 then νϕ = 0 and e(νϕ) = 1.

7. Cardy condition

g

=

g

X Y

ρX

X

X
X

Y
Y

Y

Y

(1) (2)
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(1)

PX∩Yg M

iX

{{vvvvvvvvv
iY

##HHHHHHHHH f1

��

g1

��

PXgM

i

{{vvvvvvvvv j

$$IIIIIIIII
PYgM

j

zzvvvvvvvvv
i

##GGGGGGGGG

PXXM PgM PYYM

(2)

PYg,XM

i

wwoooooooooooo ∗◦(ρg×1)◦τ◦(j×j)

''OOOOOOOOOOOO f2

��

g2

��

PXYXM
iYXX

yyssssssssss
τ◦(1×ρg)◦(j×j)

((PPPPPPPPPPPP PYXYM
j×j

wwnnnnnnnnnnnn
iXYY

%%KKKKKKKKKK

PXXM PYXM× PXYM PXXM

In this particular case, the maps are illustrated in Figure 29, and they are
homotopic to the cobordism illustrated in Figure 30. We will suppose that

g
X

YX

Y
=

g
Y

Y
Y

X

X
X

Figure 29: The composition maps in the Cardy condition.

gx

xg
y
yg

Figure 30: The cobordisms associated to the compositions.

the intersection X ∩ Y is non-empty, this because if it is empty then the two
composition maps are zero. In the second cobordism the composition is zero
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by definition, and in the first this is because for an empty intersection the
composition of the umhker maps is zero since the tubular neighborhoods are
disjoint.
We prove that PX∩Yg M and PYg,XM are homotopically equivalent spaces. First
we describe the maps between the spaces. Suppose that z ∈ X ∩ Y, and if
we take M path-connected then for x ∈ M there exists η : I → M such that
η(0) = z and η(1) = x.

ϕ : PX∩Yg M −→ PXg,YM

α 7−→ α ∗ α ∗ α
ψ : PXg,YM −→ PX∩Yg M

δ 7−→ η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η)

The composition maps are

ψ ◦ϕ(α) = ψ(α ∗ α ∗ α) = η ∗ α ∗ α ∗ α ∗ ρg−1(η) ' η ∗ ρg−1(η) ' α.

ϕ ◦ψ(δ) = ϕ(η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η)) = η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η) ∗ ρg−1(η) ∗ δ ∗ η ∗ η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η)

' η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η) ' δ.

The composition with the external maps is the following. First we note that the
maps f1 : PX∩Yg M ↪→ PXXM, g1 : PX∩Yg M ↪→ PYYM and g2 : PXg,YM ↪→ PXXM

are natural inclusion maps. Finally, the map f2 : PXg,YM→ PYYM is given by
f2(α ∗ β) = ρg(β) ∗ α. Then

δ
ψ7−→ η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η)

g17−→ η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η) ' δ

δ
g27−→ δ

δ
ψ7−→ η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η)

f17−→ η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η) = η ∗ α ∗ β ∗ ρg−1(η) ' ρg(β) ∗ α

δ = α ∗ β f27−→ ρg(β) ∗ α

α
g17−→ α

α
ϕ7−→ α ∗ α ∗ α g27−→ α ∗ α ∗ α ' α

α
f17−→ α

α
ϕ7−→ α ∗ α ∗ α f27−→ ρg(α ∗ α) ∗ α ' α
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Now we need to determine the Euler class for this case. First, we calcule that
e(νψ) = 0. Let be the homotopy

H : I× PXg,YM −→ PIg,Y,XM× I
(s, δ) 7−→ (ηs ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(ηs), s)

where ηs : I → M is given by ηs(t) = η((1 − s)t + s), then ηs(0) = η(s) and
ηs(1) = η(1). See Figure 31.

x xg
y

z zg

δ

η ρ
s g-1( )ηs

Figure 31: The homotopy H.

Note that H(0, δ) = (η0 ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η0), 0) = (η ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η) = ψ(δ), and
H(1, δ) = (η1 ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(η1), 1) = δ = Id(δ). Then, we have the next situation

PXg,YM

Id

��

PXg,YM

ψ

��

H
'
+3

Z0 = PXg,YM Z1 = PX∩Yg M

For the space Zs := Psg,Y,XM × {s} = {ηs ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(ηs) : δ ∈ PXg,YM} × {s} ⊂
W := PIg,Y,XM × I = {ηs ∗ δ ∗ ρg−1(ηs) : s ∈ I} × I we have that Zs gives an
inclusion on W of codimension one. This is because the next diagram is a
pullback square:

Zs := Psg,Y,XM× {s} //

ε∞×{s}

��

PIg,Y,XM× I

ε∞×1
��

X× {s}
� � // X× I
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Then νψ = νId = 0 and e(νψ) = 1.

Finally, we need to determine the Euler class of the following two diagrams.
The first diagram is

ε∗0(νi2)
// PX∩Yg M

iY
��

PYgM
j //

ε0

��

PgM

ε0

��
νi2 // Y

� �

i2
//M

and the second
ε∗0(νi1)

// PX∩Yg M

ε0

��

iX // PXgM

ε0

��
νi1 // X ∩ Y � �

i1
// X

If we suppose that X t Y then e(ε∗0(νi1)) = e(ε∗0(νi2)), and F1 = 0.
In the second case we have

ε∗0(ν(1×αg)) // PXg,YM

ε0

��

// PXYXM

ε0×ε1
��

ν(1×αg) // X
1×αg

// X× X

and
f∗ε∗1

2

(TX) // PXg,YM

f=∗◦(ρg×1)◦τ◦(j×j)
��

PYXYM //

ε1
2
��

PYXM× PXYM

ε1×ε0
��

TX // X
∆

// X× X

Note that f∗ε∗1
2

(TX) ' ε∗0(ν1×αg), this is because ν(1×αg)
∼= TX. Then F2 = 0.

¨
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9.3 BV-Structure

The Chas-Sullivan string product on H∗(LM) was only part of a very interesting
structure unveiled in their work; for example Chas and Sullivan defined a degree one
map

∆ : H∗(LM)→ H∗+1(LM)

given by
∆(σ) = ρ∗(dθ⊗ σ)

where ρ : S1 ×LM→ LM is the evaluation map and dθ is the fundamental class of
S1. One of the main theorems of [CS] is the following one

Theorem 9.3 (Chas-Sullivan [CS]). The triple

(H∗(LM), ◦, ∆)

is a Batalin-Vilkovisky algebra, namely

• (H∗−d(LM), ◦) is a graded commutative algebra.

• ∆2 = 0.

• The bracket

{α,β} = (−1)|α|∆(α ◦ β) − (−1)|α|∆(α) ◦ β− α ◦ ∆(β)

makes H∗−d(M) into a graded Gerstenhaber algebra (namely it is a Lie bracket
which is a derivation on each variable).

This establishes a striking relation between algebraic topology and recent findings
in quantum field theory and string theory [BV85, Get94].

Cohen and Jones [CJ02] discovered that a very rich part of this structure was
available at a more homotopy-theoretic level and reinterpreted the BV-algebra struc-
ture in terms of an action of the cactus operad on a certain prospectrum associated
to M. They showed moreover that the Chas-Sullivan string product was the natural
product in the Hochschild cohomology interpretation of the homology of the loop
space of M [Jon87]. Cohen and Godin [CG04] studied interactions with the study of
the homology of moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces, establishing a direct connection
to topological quantum field theories. Cohen and Godin used the concept of Sullivan
chord diagram in their work. Cohen, Jones and Yan [CJY04] provided more explicit
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calculations of the product by the careful use of the spectral sequence associated to
the fibration

ΩM −→ LM −→M

induced by the evaluation map. In particular they computed the Chas-Sullivan
product on the homology of the free loop space of spheres and complex projective
spaces.

In [LUX08] we generalize several of the fundamental results of string topology
by showing that they remain true if we replace the manifold M by an orientable
orbifold X = [M/G], where G is a finite group acting by orientation preserving
diffeomorphisms on M. More precisely the following theorem is the main result in
[LUX08] and can be seen as a generalization of Theorem 9.3 to the orbifold context.

Theorem 9.4. Let X = [M/G] be an orientable orbifold, then

ALX := H∗(L(M×G EG); Q)

has the structure of a Batalin-Vilkovisky algebra.

This BV-algebra can be identified in two extreme cases:

• When G = {1} and for arbitrary M then ALX coincides with the Chas-Sullivan
BV-algebra.

• When M = {m0} is a single point and for arbitrary finite G then ALX is
isomorphic to the center of the group algebra of G.

9.4 Examples

In this paragraph we illustrate how one computes the pair of pants product in
orbifold string topology.

Example 9.1. Let M be a smooth manifold and consider X = [M/{1}] (in other words
we consider the case when G = {1}). Then it is clear that Pg(M) = PG(M) = LM is
simple the free loop space and H∗(LX) = H∗(LM). By the work of Cohen and Jones
we recover the Chas-Sullivan BV-algebra in this case.

Example 9.2. Let G be a finite group and consider X = [•/G] be the orbifold con-
sisting of a point M = • being acted by G. Sometimes this orbifold is denoted by
BG (not to be confused with BG the classifying space of G). Clearly every loop and
every path in this case is constant, namely the space Pg(M) = ?g is a point, and so
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PG(M) is in one-to-one correspondence with G. Therefore the category [PG(M)/G]

is equivalent to the category [G/G] of G acting on G by conjugation, for we have

h(?g) = ?hgh−1 .

For each g ∈ G the stabilizer of this action is the centralizer

C(g) = {h ∈ G|hgh−1 = g}.

Now, in the category [G/G] an object g ∈ G is isomorphic to g ′ ∈ G if and only if
g and g ′ are conjugate. Therefore we have the equivalence of categories

LX ' [PG(M)/G] ' [G/G] '
∐
(g)

[?g/C(g)].

Here (g) runs through the conjugacy classes of elements in g ∈ G. From this we can
conclude that the equivalence

LBX = BLX

becomes in this particular case (cf. [LU04b])

LBG '
∐
(g)

BC(g)

This equation becomes at the level of homology with complex coefficients the center
of the group algebra

H∗(LBG) ∼= Z(C[G])

and in fact H∗(LBG) is simply the Frobenius algebra of Dijkgraaf and Witten
[DW90].

The reader may be interested in comparing this result with that of [ACG+08].

Let X be a topological space endowed with the action of a connected Lie group
Γ . Take G ⊂ Γ finite and consider the quotient X/G and the map π : X→ X/G the
projection.

Lemma 9.5. The projection map induces an isomorphism

π∗ : H∗(X; Q)
∼=→ H∗(X/G; Q).

Proof. Take g ∈ G and its induced action g : X → X. We claim that g∗ : H∗(X)
=→

H∗(X) is the identity. Join the identity of Γ with g with a path αt ∈ Γ (i.e. α0 = idΓ
and α1 = g), hence αt is a homotopy between the identity and g, therefore g∗ = id.
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Taking the averaging operator

H∗(X; Q)
α→ H∗(X; Q)G

x 7→
 1

|G|

∑
g∈G

g∗x

 (= x)

and using that H∗(X; Q)G
ι
∼= H∗(X/G; Q) the isomorphism follows, for it is not hard

to check that π∗ = ια.

¨

With the same hypothesis as before consider now the orbifold loops, namely
PgX = {f : [0, 1]→ X|f(0)g = f(1)}.

Lemma 9.6. There is a C(g)-equivariant homotopy equivalence between LX and
PgX.

Proof. Let αt : [0, 1]→ G be the map defined in Lemma 9.5. Consider the maps

ρ : PgX→ LX and τ : LX→ PgX (40)

where

ρ(f)(s) :=

{
f(2s) if 0 ≤ s ≤ 1

2

f(1)α−1
2s−1 if 1

2 ≤ s ≤ 1

and

τ(σ)(s) :=

{
σ(2s) if 0 ≤ s ≤ 1

2

σ(1)α2s−1 if 1
2 ≤ s ≤ 1.

The composition ρ◦τ : LX→ LX is clearly homotopic to the identity. The same
holds for τ ◦ ρ. The maps ρ and τ are trivially C(g)-equivariant.

¨

Corollary 9.7. The group structure of the loop homology of [X/G] can be seen as

H∗(L[X/G]; Q) ∼=
⊕
(g)

H∗(LX; Q).
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Proof. It follows from the lemmas 9.5 and 9.6 and the fact that

H∗(L[X/G]; Q) ∼=
⊕
(g)

H∗(PgX/C(g); Q).

¨

Notation: Let X be an orbifold of dimension d. Let us denote the loop homology
of X by

H∗(X) := H∗+d(LX; Q).

In this way the orbifold string product H∗(X) is graded associative.

Example 9.3. The loop homology of the lens spaces L(n,p) = Sn/Zp (n odd, p > 0)
is

H∗(L(n,p)) = H∗(LL(n,p)) = Λ[a]⊗Q[u, v]/(vp = 1)

with a ∈ H−n(L(n,p)), v ∈ H0(L(n,p)) and u ∈ Hn−1(L(n,p)).

Proof. As the action of Zp on Sn comes from the action of S1 on Sn via the Hopf
fibration, we can use Corollary 9.7 . Let g be a generator of Zp, then

H∗(L(n,p)) ∼= H∗([Sn/Zp]) ∼=

p−1⊕
j=0

H∗(PgjS
n)Zp ,

as graded vector spaces.
As H∗(PgjSn)Zp ∼= H∗(PgjS

n) the string product ◦ could be calculated from the
following commutative diagram

H∗(PgjS
n)Zp ×H∗(PgkSn)Zp

∼=
��

◦ // H∗(Pgj+kS
n)Zp

∼=
��

H∗(PgjS
n)×H∗(PgkSn) ◦ // H∗(Pgj+kS

n).

The map τj : LSn → PgjS
n defined in (40) gives an isomorphism in homology, so

we can define the generators of the homology of PgjS
n via the map τj and the loop

homology of the sphere, namely H∗(Sn) = H∗(LS
n) ∼= Λ[a] ⊗ Q[u] (see [CJY04]).

Denote then by σjk the generator of the group Hk+n(PgjS
n) and using that (τj)∗ is

an isomorphism one gets that σj(n−1)l−n = τ
j
∗(au

l), σj(n−1)l = τ
j
∗(u

l) and σjm = 0 for
all other values of m.
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We claim now that
σ
j
l ◦ σ

k
m = σ

j+k
l+m.

The identity follows from the fact that

σ
j
l ◦ σ

k
m = τj∗(σ

0
l ) ◦ τk∗(σ0m) = τj+k∗ (σ0l ◦ σ0m) = τj+k∗ (σ0l+m) = σ

j+k
l+m

where the second identity follows from the definition of the maps τ and the third
identity follows from the algebraic structure of Λ[a]⊗Q[u].

From this we can deduce that the map τj∗ : H∗(LS
n)→ H∗(PgjS

n) maps σ0k 7→
σ0k ◦ σ

j
0 where σj0 is the n-simplex of paths that to every x in Sn assigns the path

that goes from x to xgj through the S1 action.
We are only left to prove that when j+k = p the formula σjl ◦σ

k
m = σ0l+m holds.

So, let β : Sn → LSn be the map that to a point x in the sphere associates the free
loop defined that starts and ends in x and travels in the direction of the S1 action.
Now define the map φ : LSn → LSn that takes a loop γ to γ ◦ β. The map φ is
homotopic to the identity because the cycle β is homotopic to the cycle of constant
loops over the sphere (one way to prove this uses the fact that the odd dimensional
spheres have two orthogonal never vanishing vector fields). Therefore we have that
τp : LSn → PgpS

n = LSn is homotopic to the identity.
We can conclude then that the elements a = σ0−n, v = σ10 and u = σ0n−1 generate

the loop homology of L(n,p), and the only extra condition is that vp = 1. Therefore

H∗(L(n,p)) = Λ[a]⊗Q[u, v]/(vp = 1)

¨

Example 9.4. Take the orbifold defined by the action of Zp onto S2 given by rotation
of 2π/p radians with respect to the z-axis. Then the loop homology of [S2/Zp] is

H∗([S2/Zp]) = Λ[b]⊗Q[a, v, y]/(a2, ab, av, yp − 1)

Proof. The action of Zp comes from the S1 action on S2 given by rotation about
the z-axis. therefore the calculation of the loop homology product follows the same
argument as in the Example 9.3. To make the notation simpler we will work with
p = 2 ( Z2 = {1, g}); the other cases are similar.

From [CJY04] we know that the loop homology of S2 is given by

H∗(S2) = Λ[b]⊗ Z[a, v]/(a2, ab, 2av) (41)
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with |b| = 1, |a| = −2, |v| = 2. Since τ : LS2 → PgS
2 is a homotopy equivalence,

we will follow the argument of Example 9.3. The only different argument is on the
behavior of the map φ := τ2 : LS2 → LS2. In homology, φ∗ maps α ∈ Hk(LS2) to
α ◦ β ∈ Hk(LS2) where β ∈ H2(LS2) = H0(S2) is the class of the map S2 → LS2

that assigns to every point x the loop that starts at x and rotates around the z axis,
and ◦ is the homology string product.

We claim that β = 1+ av in the notation of (41), (the proof of this fact will be
postponed to Lemma 9.8). As av is a torsion class, i.e. 2av = 0, then in rational
homology φ∗ is the identity map. As in Example 9.3, we can add a new variable y
that behaves like a root of unity, and we conclude that

H∗([S2/Z2]) = Λ[b]⊗Q[a, v, y]/(a2, ab, av, y2 − 1).

¨

Lemma 9.8. The homology class β ∈ H2(LS2) = H0(S2) of the map S2 → LS2 that
to a point x assigns the loop that starts at x and winds around the sphere once by
the S1 action, and the homology class 1 + av ∈ H2(LS2) = H0(S2) as in (41), are
equal.

Proof. When we contract all the loops of β through the north pole we end up
with the homology class [S2] + ξ, where [S2] is the fundamental class of the sphere
(constant loops) and therefore the unit in 1 = [S2] ∈ H0(S2), and ξ is defined in
what follows. For θ ∈ S1 and PS the south pole, consider the map f : S1×S1 → LS2

such that the function fθ = f(·, θ) : S1 → LS2 is the loop of based loops that starts
at the constant loop in PS and goes around the sphere (as a rubber band) at the
angle θ. The class fθ∗([S1]) is the generator of H1(LS2), and the class f∗([S1 × S1])
is ξ. We claim that ξ = av.

We know that the homology spectral sequence of the Serre fibration ΩS2 →
LS2 → S2 has for E2-term

E
p,q
2 = Hp(S

2)⊗Hq(ΩS2)

with non trivial differential d2(u ⊗ x2k+1) = 2ι ⊗ x2k+2 where x ∈ H1(ΩS2), ι ∈
H0(S

2), 1Ω ∈ H0(ΩS2) and u ∈ H2(S2) are generators respectively. Also we know
from [CJY04] that av = ι⊗ x2.

Denote by ṪS2 π−→ S2 the sphere bundle of the tangent bundle TS2 → S2. The
map π is an S1-fibration and a point in ṪS2 consists of a pair (z, v) where z ∈ S2
and v is a unit vector tangent to S2 at z. For each point (z, v) we can define a map
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h(z,v) : S1 → LS2 in the same way that the function fθ was defined two paragraphs
above; namely, h(z,v) is the loop of loops that starts with the constant loop at z and
sweeps the sphere as a rubber band, following the direction of the oriented maximum
circle tangent to the vector v. We can assemble all the functions h(z,v) by letting
(z, v) vary and we can obtain a function

ψ : S1 × ṪS2 → LS2

such that ψ(φ, (z, v)) = h(z,v)(φ).
The map ψ defines a map of Serre fibrations

S1 × S1 //

��

ΩS2

��
S1 × ṪS2

ψ //

��

LS2

��
S2

= // S2

(42)

that induces a map in spectral sequences. If ε ∈ H0(S1) ⊗ H0(S1), a ∈ H1(S1) ⊗
H0(S

1), b ∈ H0(S1)⊗H1(S1), c ∈ H1(S1)⊗H1(S1), are the generators in homology,
at the second term of the map of spectral sequences

ψ∗ : Hp(S
2)⊗Hq(S1 × S1)→ Hp(S

2)⊗Hq(ΩS2)

induces the following identities:

• ψ∗(ε) = 1Ω,

• ψ∗(b) = 0 and

• ψ∗(a) = x because the functions fθ determine the generator x of H1(ΩS2).

We also know that d2(u⊗ a) = 2(ι⊗ c) because ṪS2 = SO(3) and its fundamental
group is Z2.

Therefore we have the following set of identities:

2(ι⊗ x2) = d2(u⊗ x)
= d2(ψ∗(u⊗ a))

= ψ∗(d
2(u⊗ a))

= ψ∗2(ι⊗ c)
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and this implies that ψ∗(ι⊗ c) = ι⊗ x2. Since ι⊗ c represents the class [S1× S1] we
can conclude that f∗([S1 × S1]) = ψ∗(ι⊗ c) = ι⊗ x2 = av.

¨
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10 Virtual Orbifold Cohomology

10.1 Virtual Cohomology as a TQFT+

Now we introduce a new structure which was defined in [LUX07] and further de-
veloped in [RU08, GLS+07]. The virtual orbifold cohomology could be understood
as the algebraic information which can be obtained from the Orbifold String Topol-
ogy [LUX08] if we restrict our attention only to constant loops. The virtual orbifold
cohomology will provide us with an important example of a nearly G-Frobenius
algebra.

This nearly Frobenius algebra generalizes two diferent families of nearly Frobe-
nius algebras. The first one is the Poincaré algebra of an oriented smooth manifold
M and the second one is the Frobenius algebra of the Dijkgraaf-Witten model asso-
ciated to a finite group G. We can relate these two structures through the diagram

G 	M

M

;;vvvvvvvvv
G.

ddHHHHHHHHH

We will work as before with the global quotient orbifold [M/G], where M is a
smooth manifold and G is a finite group acting by diffeomorphisms on M.

Denote Mg := {x ∈M : xg = x} the set of fixed points of g ∈ G.

Definition 10.1. As graded groups we can define the G-virtual cohomology

H∗virt(M,G) :=
⊕
g∈G

H∗(Mg; C).

The next diagram defines the virtual product in H∗virt(M,G) in the following way:
take g, h ∈ G and Mg,h := Mg ∩Mh with inclusion maps

Mg Mg,h
egoo

egh

##GGGGGGGGG
eh

{{xxxxxxxx

Mh Mgh

for α ∈ H∗(Mg) and β ∈ H∗(Mh) define the virtual product by

α ? β := egh∗
(
e∗gα · e∗hβ · Eu(ν(g, h))

)
,
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where Eu(ν(g, h)) is the Euler class of the excess bundle ν(g, h) =
TM|

Mg,h

TMg|
Mg,h

+TMh|
Mg,h

,
which is called the excess intersection class of the diagram

TM|Mg,h TMg|Mg,h
oo

TMh|Mg,h

OO

TMg,h.

OO

oo

In the Grothendieck group of vector bundles over Mg,h the class of the Excess
intersection bundle becomes

ν(g, h) = TM|Mg,h ⊕ TMg,h 	 TMg|Mg,h 	 TMh|Mg,h .

This product becomes graded when we endow it with the degree shift

dimvirt(α) = |α| + codR(Mg ⊆M).

We have a natural action of the group G on H∗virt(M;G)

αg : H∗(Mh)→ H∗(Mghg−1
)

where this map is induced by the natural action Mghg−1 →Mh, x 7→ xg. Note that
αg|H∗(Mg) = idH∗(Mg).

Now we define the virtual coproduct associated to the diagram

Mgh Mg,h
eghoo

eh

##FFFFFFFF
eg //Mg

Mh

as follows: for α ∈ H∗(Mgh) define the coproduct of α in H∗(Mg)⊗H∗(Mh) by

∆
g,h
gh (α) :=

(
eg � eh

)
∗
(
e∗gh(α) · Eu

(
µ(g, h)

))
where eg � eh denotes the map eg � eh : Mg,h →Mg ×Mh, x 7→ (x, x), and

µ(g, h) = e
(
TM|

Mg,h

TMgh|
Mg,h

+ TMg,h
)

is the sum of the normal bundle of the embed-

ding Mgh →M restricted to Mg,h together with the tangent bundle of Mg,h.
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Theorem 10.2. The graded groups H∗virt(M;G) endowed with virtual product and
the virtual coproducs is a nearly G-Frobenius algebra. We will call H∗virt(M;G) the
virtual cohomology of [M/G].

Proof. We will make use of Proposition 22.3 to prove the properties.

1. Associativity of the virtual product We have to prove that the virtual
product satisfies the property determined by the diagram:

(2)(1)

h

g

gh

g

h

k

ghk

k

hk
ghk

=

The information associated to the diagram (1) is:

Mg,h,k

e2

##HHHHHHHHHH
e1

yyrrrrrrrrrrr

Mg,h ×Mk

egh×1

%%LLLLLLLLLLL
eg×eh×1

wwppppppppppppp
Mgh,k

eghk

  AAAAAAAAA
egh×ek

{{wwwwwwwwww

Mg ×Mh ×Mk Mgh ×Mk Mghk

while the information associated to the diagram (2) is:

Mg,h,k

e ′2

&&MMMMMMMMMM
e ′1

wwnnnnnnnnnnnn

Mg ×Mh,k

1×ehk

''PPPPPPPPPPP
1×eh×ek

vvlllllllllllll
Mg,hk

eghk

$$IIIIIIIII
eg×ehk

xxqqqqqqqqqq

Mg ×Mh ×Mk Mg ×Mhk Mghk

In order to prove (α ? β) ? γ = α ? (β ? γ) it is enough to show that the
Euler classes of the different intersection bundles behave well when restricted
to Mg,h,k.
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From diagram (1) we get the cohomology class

e∗2
(
Eu(ν(gh, k))

)
Eu(F1)e

∗
1(Eu(ν(g, h))× 1)

where Eu(F1) = Eu
(

TMgh×Mk|
Mg,h,k

TMg,h×Mk|
Mg,h,k

+TMgh,k|
Mg,h,k

)
, Eu

(
ν(gh, k)

)
= Eu

(
TM|

Mgh,k

TMgh|
Mgh,k

+TMk|
Mgh,k

)
,

and Eu
(
ν(g, h)

)
= Eu

(
TM|

Mg,h

TMg|
Mg,h

+TMh|
Mg,h

)
.

Noting that e∗1 (Eu(ν(g, h))× 1) = Eu
(
ν(g, h)|Mg,h,k

)
, then we see that the

cohomology class defined above is the Euler class of an element in K-theory of
Mg,h,k which is

〈1〉+〈gh, k〉−〈gh〉−〈k〉+〈gh〉+〈k〉+〈g, h, k〉−〈g, h〉−〈k〉−〈gh, k〉+〈1〉+〈g, h〉−〈g〉−〈h〉

= 〈2〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈g〉− 〈h〉− 〈k〉.

once we have denoted = 〈k1, k2, ...〉 := TMk1,k2,...|Mg,h,k .

From diagram (2) we get the cohomology class

e ′∗2
(
Eu(ν(g, hk))

)
Eu(F2)e

′∗
1 (1× Eu(ν(g, h)))

where Eu(F2) = Eu
(

TMg×Mhk|
Mg,h,k

TMg×Mh,k|
Mg,h,k

+TMg,hk|
Mg,h,k

)
, Eu(ν(h, k)) = Eu

(
TM|

Mh,k

TMh|
Mh,k

+TMk|
Mh,k

)
,

and Eu(ν(g, hk)) = Eu
(

TM|
Mg,hk

TMg|
Mg,hk

+TMhk|
Mg,hk

)
.

So, we get that this cohomology class is the Euler class of the bundle that in
K-theory becomes

〈1〉+〈g, hk〉−〈g〉−〈hk〉+〈g〉+〈hk〉+〈g, h, k〉−〈g〉−〈h, k〉−〈g, hk〉+〈1〉+〈h, k〉−〈h〉−〈k〉

= 〈2〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈g〉− 〈h〉− 〈k〉.

Since the elements in K-theory associated to both diagrams (1) and (2) agree,
we get the the desired equality:

e∗2(Eu(ν(gh, k)))Eu(F1)e
∗
1(Eu(ν(g, h))×1) = e ′∗2 (Eu(ν(g, hk)))Eu(F2)e

′∗
1 (1×Eu(ν(g, h))).

2. Coassociativity of the virtual coproduct

The outline of the proof will follow the same steps as the one before. An
equivalence between two surfaces will determine the property to show, and this
property boils down to show that two cohomology classes match. The coho-
mology classes to compare are highlated by •, and the equality of these classes
is shown by comparing the elements in K-theory that define these classes.
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(2)(1)

h

g
gh

g

h

k

ghk

k

hk

ghk
=

(1)

Mg,h,k

e2

%%LLLLLLLLLLL
e1

{{vvvvvvvvvv

Mg,hk

eg×ehk

##HHHHHHHHHH
eghk

~~}}}}}}}}}
Mg ×Mh,k

1×eh×ek

''NNNNNNNNNNNNN
1×ehk

yyrrrrrrrrrrr

Mghk Mg ×Mhk Mg ×Mh ×Mk

• e∗1(Eu(µ(g, hk)))Eu(F1)e
∗
2(1× Eu(µ(h, k)))

where Eu(F1) = Eu
(

TMg×Mhk|
Mg,h,k

TMg,hk|
Mg,h,k

+TMg×Mh,k|
Mg,h,k

)
, Eu(µ(g, hk)) = Eu

(
TM|

Mg,hk

TMghk|
Mg,hk

+ TMg,hk
)

,

and Eu(µ(h, k)) = Eu
(
TM|

Mh,k

TMhk|
Mh,k

+ TMh,k
)

.
If we realize the calculations in K-theory, then

〈1〉+〈h, k〉−〈hk〉+〈1〉−〈ghk〉+〈g, hk〉+〈g〉+〈hk〉+〈g, h, k〉−〈g, hk〉−〈g〉−〈h, k〉

= 〈2〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈ghk〉.

(2)

Mg,h,k

e ′2

''PPPPPPPPPPPP
e ′1

xxqqqqqqqqqq

Mgh,k

egh×ek

&&MMMMMMMMMM
eghk

zzuuuuuuuuu
Mg,h ×Mk

eg×eh×1

((RRRRRRRRRRRRR
egh×1

wwoooooooooooo

Mghk Mgh ×Mk Mg ×Mh ×Mk

• e ′∗1 (Eu(µ(gh, k)))Eu(F2)e
′∗
2 (Eu(µ(g, h))× 1)

where Eu(F2) = Eu
(

TMgh×Mk|
Mg,h,k

TMg,h×Mk|
Mg,h,k

+TMgh,k|
Mg,h,k

)
, Eu(µ(g, h)) = Eu

(
TM|

Mg,h

TMgh|
Mg,h

+ TMg,hk
)

,
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and Eu(ν(gh, k)) = Eu
(

TM|
Mgh,k

TMghk|
Mgh,k

+ TMgh,k
)

.
In K-theory

〈1〉+〈g, h〉−〈gh〉+〈1〉+〈gh, k〉−〈ghk〉+〈gh〉+〈k〉+〈g, h, k〉−〈gh, k〉−〈g, h〉−〈k〉

= 〈2〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈ghk〉.

3. The action is an algebra homomorphism

=

h

k

hk ghkg-1

-1

h

k

ghg

gkg

-1

ghkg-1α

α

α

(1) (2)

g

g

g

(1)

Mghg−1,gkg−1

i
ghg−1,gkg−1

%%KKKKKKKKKKK
λg

zzuuuuuuuuuuu

Mh,k

ehk

$$IIIIIIIIIII
eh×ek

||yyyyyyyyyy
Mghkg−1

1

##HHHHHHHHHH
αg

yyssssssssssss

Mh ×Mk Mhk Mghkg−1

• Eu(F1) = Eu

(
TMhk|

Mghg
−1,gkg−1

TMh,k|
Mghg

−1,gkg−1+TMghkg−1 |
MM

ghg−1,gkg−1

)
and Eu(ν(h, k)) = Eu

(
TM|

Mh,k

TMh|
Mh,k

+TMk|
Mh,k

)
.

Then in K-theory the calculations are

〈1〉+ 〈h, k〉− 〈h〉− 〈k〉+ 〈hk〉+ 〈ghg−1, gkg−1〉− 〈h, k〉− 〈ghkg−1〉

= 〈1〉− 〈h〉− 〈k〉− 〈h, k〉.
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(2)

Mghg−1,gkg−1

1

''PPPPPPPPPPPPPP
e
ghg−1×egkg−1

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

Mghg−1 ×Mgkg−1

1

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ
αg×αg

wwppppppppppppp
Mghg−1,gkg−1

e
ghkg−1

%%KKKKKKKKKKKK
e
ghg−1×egkg−1

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Mh ×Mk Mghg−1 ×Mgkg−1
Mghkg−1

• Eu(F2) = Eu

(
TMghg−1×TMgkg−1

|
Mghg

−1,gkg−1

TMghg−1×TMgkg−1 |
Mghg

−1,gkg−1+TMghg−1,gkg−1 |
MM

ghg−1,gkg−1

)
and Eu(ν(ghg−1, gkg−1)) = Eu

(
TM|

Mghg
−1,gkg−1

TMghg−1 |
Mh,k

+TMgkg−1 |
Mh,k

)
Then in K-theory

〈1〉+ 〈ghg−1, gkg−1〉− 〈ghg−1〉− 〈gkg−1〉+ 〈ghg−1, gkg−1〉+ 〈ghg−1〉

+〈gkg−1〉− 〈ghg−1〉− 〈gkg−1〉− 〈ghg−1, gkg−1〉
= 〈1〉− 〈h〉− 〈k〉− 〈h, k〉.

4. Graded commutativity of the product

=

g

h

h h
h

h

h

g

g

g

g

g g-1

(2)

Mghg−1,g = Mg,h

1

%%LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

e
ghg−1×eg

xxpppppppppppppppppp
ig,h

��

δh,g

		

Mghg−1 ×Mg

1

&&MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM

αg×1

zztttttttttttttttt
Mghg−1,g

egh

!!BBBBBBBBBBBBBB

e
ghg−1×eg

yysssssssssssssssss

Mh ×Mg Mghg−1 ×Mg Mgh
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• Eu(ν(ghg−1, g))Eu(F2)1

where Eu(F2) = Eu

(
TMghg−1×Mg|

Mg,h

TMghg−1,g|
Mg,h

+TMghg−1×Mg|
Mg,h

)
= Eu(0) = 1.

In K-theory
〈1〉+ 〈g, h〉− 〈ghg−1〉− 〈g〉.

(1)

Mghg−1,g = Mg,h

1

$$JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

eg×eh

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

Mg ×Mh

1

&&LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

τ

{{vvvvvvvvvvvvvvv
Mg,h

egh

��>>>>>>>>>>>>>

eg×eh

zztttttttttttttttt

Mh ×Mg Mg ×Mh Mgh

• Eu(ν(g, h))Eu(F1)1

where Eu(F1) = Eu
(

TMg×Mh|
Mg,h

TMg×Mh|
Mg,h

+TMg,h|
Mg,h

)
= Eu(0) = 1.

In K-theory
〈1〉+ 〈g, h〉− 〈g〉− 〈h〉.

Then αg(β) ? α = ig,h!
(
Eu(ν(g, h))δ∗g,h (τ∗(β× α))

)
if and only if

〈h〉 = 〈ghg−1〉.

This is true because the bundles TMg|Mg,h and TMghg−1
|Mg,h are isomorphic.

Now we need to understand τ∗(β× α).
Let be τ : Mg×Mh →Mh×Mg the transposition, and π1 : Mg×Mh →Mg,
π2 : Mg ×Mh →Mh, π ′1 : Mh ×Mg →Mh, π ′2 : Mh ×Mg →Mg. Hence

τ∗(β× α) = τ∗(π
′∗
1 (β))τ∗(π

′∗
2 (α)) = (π ′1τ)

∗(β)(π ′2τ)
∗(α)

= π∗2(β)π∗1(α) = (−1)|α||β|π∗1(α)π∗2(β)

= (−1)|α||β|α× β.

Then αg(β) ? α = (−1)|α||β|ig,h!
(
Eu(ν(g, h))δ∗g,h(α× β)

)
= (−1)|α||β|α ? β.
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5. Abrams condition

=

(1) (2)

g

hk
h

k

g

hk

ghkgh gh

k

(3)

g

hk

h
k

gh

= -1

Remember that if α ∈ H∗(Mgh) then

∆
g,h
gh (α) :=

(
eg � eh

)
∗
(
e∗gh(α) · Eu

(
µ(g, h)

))
where Eu(µ(g, h)) = Eu

(
TM|

Mg,h

TMgh|
Mg,h

+ TMg,h
)

.

(2)

Mg,h,k

e1

yyttttttttt
e2

%%JJJJJJJJJ

Mg,hk

eg×ehk

xxqqqqqqqqqq
eghk

$$JJJJJJJJJ Mgh,k

eghk

zzttttttttt egh×ek

&&MMMMMMMMMM

Mg ×Mhk Mghk Mgh ×Mk

• e∗2(Eu(µ(gh, k)))Eu(F1)e
∗
1(Eu(ν(g, hk))),

where Eu(F1) = Eu
(

TMghk|
Mg,h,k

TMg,hk|
Mg,h,k

+TMgh,k|
Mg,h,k

)
.

Then 〈1〉+〈gh, k〉−〈ghk〉+〈ghk〉+〈g, h, k〉−〈g, hk〉−〈gh, k〉+〈1〉+〈g, hk〉−
〈g〉− 〈hk〉 = 〈2〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈g〉− 〈hk〉.
(1)

Mg,h,k

e ′1

yysssssssssssssssss

e ′2

%%KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK

Mg ×Mh,k

1×ehk

zzvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

1×eh×ek

%%KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKK Mg,h ×Mk

eg×eh×1

yysssssssssssssssss

egh×1

$$HHHHHHHHHHHHHHH

Mg ×Mhk Mg ×Mh ×Mk Mgh ×Mk
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• e ′∗2 (Eu(ν(g, h))× 1)Eu(F2)e
′∗
1 (1× Eu(µ(h, k))),

where Eu(F2) = Eu
(

TMg×Mh×Mk|
Mg,h,k

TMg×Mh,k|
Mg,h,k

+TMg,h×Mk|
Mg,h,k

)
.

Then 〈1〉+ 〈g, h〉− 〈g〉− 〈h〉+ 〈g〉+ 〈h〉+ 〈k〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈g〉− 〈h, k〉− 〈g, h〉−
〈k〉+ 〈1〉+ 〈h, k〉− 〈hk〉 = 〈2〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈hk〉− 〈g〉.
(3)

Mg,h,k

e ′′1

wwooooooooooooooooooo

e ′′2

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

Mgh,h−1 ×Mhk

eg×1

yytttttttttttttttt
egh×eh−1×1

''NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN Mgh ×Mh−1,hk

1×e
h−1×ehk

wwppppppppppppppppppp

1×ek

%%JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

Mg ×Mhk Mgh ×Mh−1 ×Mhk Mgh ×Mk

• e ′′∗2 (1× Eu(ν(h−1, hk)))Eu(F3)e
′′∗
1 (Eu(µ(gh, h−1))× 1),

where Eu(F3) = Eu

(
TMgh×Mh−1×Mhk|

Mg,h,k

TMgh,h−1×Mhk|
Mg,h,k

+TMgh×Mh−1,hk|
Mg,h,k

)
.

Then 〈1〉+〈h−1, hk〉−〈h−1〉−〈hk〉+〈gh〉+〈h−1〉+〈hk〉+〈g, h, k〉−〈gh, h−1〉−
〈hk〉− 〈gh〉− 〈h−1, hk〉+ 〈1〉+ 〈gh, h−1〉− 〈g〉 = 〈2〉+ 〈g, h, k〉− 〈hk〉− 〈g〉.
If we compare the three cases we have that the Abrams condition is satisfied.

6. Torus axiom

-1

hghg

-1

-1

α

α

(2)

g

(1)

h

g

g

hgh
-1

-1

hghg

-1

-1-1

h

h ghg-1

=
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(1)

Mg,h

e2

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ
e1

wwnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Mg,g−1

eg×eg−1 ''PPPPPPPPPPPPP
e
gg−1

yytttttttttttt
Mhgh−1,g−1

(αh×1)◦(ehgh−1×eg−1 )

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
e
hgh−1g−1

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

M Mg ×Mg−1
Mhgh−1g−1

• e∗2(Eu(ν(hgh−1, g−1))Eu(F1)e
∗
1(Eu(µ(g, g−1))),

where Eu(F1) = Eu

(
TMg×Mg−1

|
Mg,h

TMg,g−1
|
Mg,h

+TMhgh−1,g−1
|
Mg,h

)
and Eu(µ(g, g−1)) =

Eu

(
TM|

Mg,g
−1

TM|
Mg,g

−1
+ TMg,g−1

)
= Eu(TMg). Then

〈1〉+〈hgh−1, g−1〉−〈hgh−1〉−〈g−1〉+〈g〉+〈g−1〉+〈g, h〉−〈g, g−1〉−〈hgh−1, g−1〉+〈g, g−1〉

= 〈1〉+ 〈g, h〉− 〈hgh−1〉+ 〈g〉.

(2)

Mg,h

e ′2

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ
e ′1

vvnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Mh,h−1

eh×eh−1 ''PPPPPPPPPPPPPP
e
hh−1

yyssssssssssss
Mh,gh−1g−1

eh×egh−1g−1

vvmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
e
hgh−1g−1

((QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ

M Mh ×Mh−1
Mhgh−1g−1

• e ′∗2 (Eu(ν(h, gh−1g−1))Eu(F2)e
′∗
1 (Eu(µ(h, h−1))),

where Eu(F2) = Eu

(
TMh×Mh−1

|
Mg,h

TMh,h−1 |
Mg,h

+TMh,gh−1g−1 |
Mg,h

)
and Eu(µ(h, h−1)) =

Eu(TMh). Then

〈1〉+〈h, gh−1g−1〉−〈h〉−〈gh−1g−1〉+〈h〉+〈h−1〉+〈g, h〉−〈h, h−1〉−〈h, gh−1g−1〉+〈h, h−1〉

= 〈1〉+ 〈g, h〉− 〈gh−1g−1〉+ 〈h〉.

Using that 〈g〉 = 〈hgh−1〉 we finish the proof.
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¨

Definition 10.3. We define the orbifold virtual cohomology as the G-invariant part
of H∗virt(M;G). It is denoted by H∗virt([M/G]) = H∗virt(M;G)G.

Corollary 10.4. The orbifold virtual cohomology H∗virt([M/G]) is a nearly Frobenius
algebra.

Let us explicitely calculate an example:

Example 10.1. Consider the symmetric product of two copies of CPm, that is,
consider M = CPm×CPm and G = S2 acting on M permuting the coordinates. As
an algebra

H∗virt(CPm × CPm,S2; Z) ∼= Z[x, y, u]/〈xm+1, ym+1, u2 − (m+ 1)xmym, u(x− y)〉

where x and y are the generators of H∗(CPm×CPm; Z) labeled with 1 ∈ S2, and u is
a generator of H0((CPm×CPm)τ; Z) with label the non trivial transposition τ ∈ S2.
The coalgebra structure is determined by the coproduct of the unit

∆1,1(1) =

m∑
j=1

xj ⊗ ym−j, ∆τ,τ(1) = (m+ 1)[(xmu)⊗ (xmu)].

If m = 1 we have that

H∗virt(CP1 × CP1,S2; Z) ∼= Z[x, y, u]/〈x2, y2, u2 − 2xy, u(x− y)〉

and therefore the S2-invariant subalgebra becomes

H∗virt([(CP1)2/S2]; R) ∼= R[w,u]/〈w3, u3, u2 − 4w2〉

where 2w = x+ y and the coalgebra structure is determined by

∆(1) = 1⊗w+w⊗ 1+ 2wu⊗wu.

Further examples can be seen in [RU08].

10.2 Open-closed Virtual Cohomology

Similarly as in the case of orbifold string topology, where we saw that it has the
structure of a G-topological field theory with positive boundary, we will extend the
virtual theory to an open-closed theory. The open part is the following: Let be
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B =
{
X ⊂M : G-invariant

}
such that, if X, Y ∈ B then TX|(X∩Y)g

∼= TY|(X∩Y)g for all
g ∈ G. We define HomB(X, Y) = H∗(X ∩ Y), for X, Y ∈ B.

Now we consider the diagram

X ∩ Y ∩ Z

iYXZ

""EEEEEEEEEEEEEE

(iZXY×i
X
YZ)◦∆

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

(X ∩ Y)× (Y ∩ Z) X ∩ Z

where iZXY : X ∩ Y ∩ Z ↪→ X ∩ Y is the inclusion map.
We define the product ηYXZ : H∗(X ∩ Y)⊗H∗(Y ∩ Z)→ H∗(X ∩ Z) by

ηYXZ(α⊗ β) = iYXZ∗

(
EXYZ((iZXY × iXYZ) ◦ ∆)∗(α⊗ β)

)
with

EXYZ = e

(
TY|X∩Y∩Z

T(X ∩ Y)|X∩Y∩Z + T(Y ∩ Z)|X∩Y∩Z

)
.

In a similar way, we define the coproduct ∆YXZ : H∗(X∩Z)→ H∗(X∩Y)⊗H∗(Y∩Z)

by
∆YXZ(γ) :=

(
(iZXY × iXYZ) ◦ ∆

)
∗

(
E(X, Y, Z)iY∗XZ(γ)

)
where

E(X, Y, Z) = e

(
TM|X∩Y∩Z

TY|X∩Y∩Z + T(X ∩ Z)|X∩Y∩Z

)
.

The next step consists in defining the connection maps. For this we consider the
next diagram

Xg

ig

""DDDDDDDD
jg

~~}}}}}}}}

X Mg

Then we define ιg,X : H∗(Mg)→ H∗(X) as follows

ιg,X(α) := jg∗
(
e(Eg)i

∗
g(α)

)
where Eg =

TM|Xg
TX|Xg+TMg|Xg

. In the same way, the map ιg,X : H∗(X) → H∗(Mg) is
defined by

ιg,X(β) := ig∗
(
e(Fg)j

∗
g(β)

)
with Fg = TXg.
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Theorem 10.5. The virtual cohomology together with the category B as the D-
branes is a G-OC-TFT with positive boundary.

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as the one of the open part in the String
Topology case. Simply note that the the closed and open theories associated to
the Virtual product are obtained by looking at the theory that the String Topology
G-OC-TFT with positive boundary induce on constant paths. We leave the details
to the interested reader.

¨

Proposition 10.6. There exist a natural open-closed TFT morphism between the
open-closed Virtual orbifold cohomology and the open closed orbifold string topology
induced by the inclusion of constant paths on all paths.

Proof. We see the correspondence between the products. For this we consider the
commutative diagram

Mg ×Mh

i
��

Mg,h

i

��

eg×ehoo
egh //Mgh

(g,id)

��
M×M M

∆oo
∆

//M×M

PgM× PhM

ε1×ε0

OO

PgMε1×ε0PhM
joo ~ //

ε∞
OO

PghM

ε0g×ε1
2

OO

We consider the maps in homology:
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(
ε0g× ε1

2

)∗
(g, id)∗egh∗ ((eg × eh)∗(α⊗ β) ∩ e(ν(g, h)))

=
(
ε0g× ε1

2

)∗
∆∗i∗ ((eg × eh)∗(α⊗ β) ∩ e(ν(g, h)))

=
(
ε0g× ε1

2

)∗
∆∗
(
∆∗i∗(α× β)

)
= ~∗

(
e∗∞(∆∗i∗(α× β)

)
∩ e(F)

)
= ~∗

((
∆e∞)∗i∗(α× β) ∩ e(F)

)
= ~∗

((
(ε1 × ε0)j

)∗
i∗(α× β) ∩ e(F)

)
= ~∗

(
j∗
(
(ε1 × ε0)∗i∗

)
(α× β) ∩ e(F)

)
.

To conclude the proof it is easy to observe that e(F) = 0, where F is the excess
bundle of

PgMε1×ε0PhM

~
��

ε∞ // PghM

ε0g×ε1
2

��
M

∆
//M×M

¨

Notice that that fixing the closed string sector (commutative Frobenius algebra)
of the theory the resulting extension into an open-closed theory is not rigid:

Proposition 10.7. Let
(
H∗virt(M;G),B

)
be the open closed virtual cohomology of

[M/G]. If we change the correction clases of the open virtual coproduct and the
closed map by

Eε(X, Y, Z) =
(
TM+ T(X ∩ Y ∩ Z) − T(X ∩ Z) + εTY

)
|X∩Y∩Z

and
Fεg =

(
TXg + εTX

)
|Xg

we have a one parameter family of open closed TFT with positive boundary, where
ε ∈ C.
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11 Chen-Ruan Cohomology and K-theory

11.1 Chern-Ruan K-theory

Stringy K-theory for compact complex orbifolds was introduced independently in
[JKK07] and [ARZ07] as the K-theoretic analogue of Chen-Ruan Cohomology; both,
the Chen-Ruan cohomology and the Stringy K-theory provide examples of Frobenius
algebras. In this section we put forward an extension of these two Frobenius algebras
to the context of G-Frobenius algebras.

Let M be a smooth possibly non-compact manifold, or in the algebraic case a
quasi-projective variety, endowed with a holomorphic action of a finite group G. For
each g ∈ G we denote as in the previous sections the fixed locus of g in M by Mg,
and we let

IG(M) :=
∐
g∈G

Mg × g ⊂M×G

where [IG(M)/G] denotes the inertia orbifold of the global quotient [M/G] where
the action is given by

IG(M)×G→ G

((x, g), h) 7→ (xh, h−1gh).

The space IG(M) has a canonical G-equivariant involution σ : IG(M) → IG(M)

which maps Mg to Mg−1
via

σ : (x, g) 7−→ (
x, g−1

)
.

Definition 11.1. We define the Chen-Ruan K-theory K(M,G) of M, as a G-graded
G-complex vector space, to be the complexified K-theory of the inertia orbifold, i.e.

K(M,G) =
⊕
g∈G

Kg(M) =
⊕
g∈G

K
(
Mg
)
,

where K
(
Mg
)

= K∗(Mg)⊗Z C.

Note that the G-action on K(M,G) is induced by the map

αg : Mghg−1 −→ Mh

x 7−→ xg
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that is, for Fh ∈ K
(
Mh
)
G×K

(
M,G

)
−→ K

(
M,G

)(
g,Fh

)
7−→ α∗g

(
Fh
)

where α∗g : K
(
Mh
)
−→ K

(
Mghg−1)

.
The product structure for the Stringy K-theory is defined via the pull-push for-

malism as it was done for the virtual cohomology. The obstruction bundle that
appears in the formula of the product is a version of an ”equivariant holomor-
phic excess intersection bundle” which was constructed in [CR04a]; Chen and Ruan
noted that the cohomology of the Inertia orbifold could be endowed with a product
structure if one restricts the Quantum cohomology product on the orbifold to the
information provided by constant maps from orbifold Riemann spheres.

In [JKK07] a simple procedure to construct the obstruction bundle was devel-
oped. We will follow this setup.

Definition 11.2. Define S in K(M,G) to be such that for any g ∈ G, its restriction
Sg in K(Mg) is given by

Sg := S|Mg :=

r−1⊕
k=0

k

r
Wg,k,

where r is the order of g, and Wg,k is the eigenbundle of Wg := TM|Mg where g acts
with eigenvalue ζk = exp(2πki/r).

Remark 11.3 ([JKK07]). The G-equivariant involution σ : Mg →Mg−1
yields a G-

equivariant isomorphism σ∗ : Wg−1 →Wg for all g ∈ G. If g acts by multiplication
by ζk, then g−1 acts by ζr−k, so we have

σ∗Wg−1,0 = Wg,0

and
σ∗Wg−1,k = Wg,r−k

for all k ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1}. Consequently, the induced map σ∗ : K
(
Xg

−1) → K
(
Xg
)

satisfies
Sg ⊕ σ∗Sg−1 = Ng, (43)

since the normal bundle, Ng, of Mg in M satisfies the equation Ng = Wg 	Wg,0.

For any two elements g, h ∈ G we let Mg,h = Mg ∩Mh.
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Definition 11.4. Define the element R(g, h) in K0
(
Mg,h

)
by

R(g, h) =
(
TMg,h 	 TM ⊕ Sg ⊕ Sh ⊕ S(gh)−1

)
|Mg,h

=
(
TMg,h 	 TMgh ⊕ Sg ⊕ Sh 	 S(gh)

)
|Mg,h

Note that if we define the bundles in rational K-theory

Sg := S|Mg :=

r−1⊕
k=1

r− k

r
Wg,k,

we have that Sg ⊕ Sg = Ng and moreover we could define the bundle

R(g, h) :=
(
TMg,h 	 TM|Mg,h ⊕ Sg ⊕ Sh ⊕ S(gh)−1

)
|Mg,h

Let us see that

Lemma 11.5. There is an isomorphism of bundles

Ng,h = R(g, h)⊕ R(g, h)⊕Ngg,h ⊕N
h
g,h ⊕N

(gh)−1

g,h

where Ngig1,g2 denotes the normal bundle of the embbeding TMg1,g2 → TMgi and
Ng1,g2 denotes the normal bundle of the embbeding TMg1,g2 → TM.

Proof. Let us check the formula for the case on which g and h commute, the general
case is similar. Denote g1 = g, g2 = h and g3 = (gh)−1. Since we can simmultane-
ously daigonalize the action let us assume that we can split the bundle Ng1,g2 into
line bundles Ng1,g2 =

⊕
lWl where gj acts on Wl with eigenvalue e2πirl(gj) with

0 ≤ rl(gj) < 1.
Divide the line bundles Wl into three groups

O
g,h
2 :=

⊕
{l|
∑3
j=1 rl(gj)=2}

Wl

O
g,h
1 :=

⊕
{l|
∑3
j=1 rl(gj)=1, ∀j,rl(gj) 6=0}

Wl

O
g,h
0 :=

⊕
{l|
∑3
j=1 rl(gj)=1, ∃j,rl(gj)=0}

Wl
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we have Ng,h = O
g,h
2 ⊕ O

g,h
1 ⊕ O

g,h
0 . Moreover, it is easy to see that

O
g,h
2 = R(g, h)

O
g,h
1 = R(g, h)

O
g,h
0 = N

g
g,h ⊕N

h
g,h ⊕N

(gh)−1

g,h .

¨

We use R(g, h) to define the product in K
(
M,G

)
as follows. Denote by

eg : Mg,h →Mg, eh : Mg,h →Mh, egh : Mg,h →Mgh

the canonical inclusions.

Definition 11.6. Given g, h ∈ G and elements Fg ∈ K(Mg) and Fh ∈ K(Mh), we
define the string product of Fg and Fh in K(Mgh) ⊂ K

(
M,G

)
to be

Fg ∗ Fh := (egh)∗
(
e∗gFg ⊗ e∗hFh ⊗ λ−1

(
R(g, h)

))
and the product is extended linearly to every element in K

(
M,G

)
.

Note that R(g, h) is a bona-fide complex bundle over Mg,h and therefore its
Euler class λ−1

(
R(g, h)

)
is K-theory is well defined.

Definition 11.7. Define the element R ′(g, h) in K0
(
Mg,h

)
by

R ′(g, h) :=
(
TM⊕ TMg,h 	 TMg 	 TMh 	 Sg 	 Sh ⊕ Sgh

)
|Mg,h .

Note also that R ′(g, h) is a bundle over Mg,h and we will use it to define the
coproduct in K

(
M,G

)
as follows.

Definition 11.8. Given g, h ∈ G and an element Fgh ∈ K(Mgh), we define the
string coproduct of Fgh in K(Mg)⊗K(Mh) to be

∆
g,h
gh (Fgh) =

(
eg � eh

)
∗
(
e∗gh(Fgh)⊗ λ−1

(
R ′(g, h)

))
where eg � eh denotes the map eg � eh : Mg,h → Mg ×Mh, x 7→ (x, x). If gh = k

then the total coproduct of Fk is ∆k(Fk) =
∑
gh=k∆

g,h
k (Fk).

Theorem 11.9. K
(
M,G

)
is a nearly G-Frobenius algebra.
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Proof. Coassociativity

(1) (2)

=

g

h

k

ghk

gh

hk

ghk
g

h

k

(1)

Mg,h,k

f

||xxxxxxxxxxxxx
g

$$JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

ψ

��

ϕ

��

Mgh,k

eghk

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
egh×ek

""FFFFFFFFFFFFF Mg,h ×Mk

egh×1

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu
eg×eh×1

&&LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

Mghk Mgh ×Mk Mg ×Mh ×Mk

Let E(g, h, k) be the excess intersection bundle of the square in the diagram (1),
that is

E(g, h, k)=TMgh|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMk|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMg,h,k 	 TMgh,k|Mg,h,k 	 TMg,h|Mg,h,k 	 TMk|Mg,h,k

=TMgh|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMg,h,k 	 TMgh,k|Mg,h,k 	 TMg,h|Mg,h,k .

R ′(g, h) = TMg,h|Mg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TMgh|Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k⊕Sh−1 |Mg,h,k	S(gh)−1 |Mg,h,k .

R ′(gh, k) = TMgh,k|Mg,h,k	TMgh|Mg,h,k	TMghk|Mg,h,k	Sgh|Mg,h,k⊕Sk−1 |Mg,h,k	S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

The addition of these terms is

TMg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TM|Mg,h,k	TMghk|Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k⊕Sh−1 |Mg,h,k⊕Sk−1 |Mg,h,k	S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k
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(2)

Mg,h,k

f ′

||xxxxxxxxxxxxx
g ′

$$JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

ψ

��

ϕ

��

Mg,hk

eghk

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
eg×ehk

""FFFFFFFFFFFFF Mg ×Mh,k

1×ehk

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu
1×eh×ek

&&LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

Mghk Mg ×Mhk Mg ×Mh ×Mk

E ′(g, h, k)=TMg|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMhk|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMg,h,k 	 TMg,hk|Mg,h,k 	 TMg|Mg,h,k 	 TMh,k|Mg,h,k

=TMhk|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMg,h,k 	 TMg,hk|Mg,h,k 	 TMh,k|Mg,h,k .

R ′(h, k) = TMh,k|Mg,h,k	TMh|Mg,h,k	TMhk|Mg,h,k	Sh|Mg,h,k⊕Sk−1 |Mg,h,k	S(hk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

R ′(g, hk) = TMg,hk|Mg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TMghk|Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k⊕S(hk)−1 |Mg,h,k	S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

Then, the addition is

TMg,h,k	TMh|Mg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TMghk|Mg,h,k	Sh|Mg,h,k⊕Sk−1 |Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k	S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k

If we compare the two expression we only need to check that

Sh−1 |Mg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k = 	TMh|Mg,h,k 	 Sh|Mg,h,k

or equivalently

Sh−1 |Mg,h,k ⊕ Sh|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMh|Mg,h,k = TM|Mg,h,k

and this is a consequence of Sh−1 |Mg,h,k ⊕Sh|Mg,h,k = Nh, the normal bundle of Mh

in M.
Abrams condition

(1) (2)

=

g

h

k

gh
gh

hk
ghk

g

khk
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(1)

Mg,h,k

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

&&LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

Mg,h ×Mk

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

&&LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL Mg ×Mh,k

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII

Mgh ×Mk Mg ×Mh ×Mk Mg ×Mhk

E(g, h, k)=
(
TMg ⊕ TMh ⊕ TMk ⊕ TMg,h,k 	 TMg,h 	 TMk 	 TMg 	 TMh,k

)
|Mg,h,k

=TMh|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMg,h,k 	 TMg,h|Mg,h,k 	 TMh,k|Mg,h,k .

R ′(g, h) = TMg,h|Mg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TMgh|Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k⊕Sh−1 |Mg,h,k	S(gh)−1 |Mg,h,k .

R(h, k) = TMh,k|Mg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sh|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sk|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(hk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

Then the sum of these three formal bundles is

TMg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TMgh|Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k	S(gh)−1 |Mg,h,k⊕Sk|Mg,h,k⊕S(hk)−1 |Mg,h,k

(2)

Mg,h,k

~~||||||||||||

  BBBBBBBBBBBB

Mgh,k

||xxxxxxxxxxxxx

  BBBBBBBBBBBB Mg,hk

~~||||||||||||

""FFFFFFFFFFFFF

Mgh ×Mk Mghk Mg ×Mhk

E ′(g, h, k) = TMghk|Mg,h,k ⊕ TMg,h,k|Mg,h,k 	 TMgh,k|Mg,h,k 	 TMg,hk|Mg,h,k

R(gh, k) = TMgh,k|Mg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sgh|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sk|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

R ′(g, hk) = TMg,hk|Mg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TMghk|Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k⊕S(hk)−1 |Mg,h,k	S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

Then the sum of these three formal bundles is

TMg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TM|Mg,h,k	Sg|Mg,h,k⊕Sgh|Mg,h,k⊕Sk|Mg,h,k⊕S(hk)−1 |Mg,h,k
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To get en equality of the tow terms, we are left with checking that

TM|Mg,h,k 	 TMgh|Mg,h,k = Sgh|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(gh)−1 |Mg,h,k ,

but this is true because both sides are the restrictions of the normal bundle of the
inclusion Mgh →M.

Associativity

(1) (2)

=

g

h

k

gh

h

ghk
g

k hk

ghk

(1)

Mg,h,k

zzttttttttttttttt

""FFFFFFFFFFFFF

Mg,h ×Mk

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII Mgh,k

||xxxxxxxxxxxxx

  @@@@@@@@@@@@

Mg ×Mh ×Mk Mgh ×Mk Mghk

E(g, h, k) = TMgh|Mg,h,k⊕TMk|Mg,h,k⊕TMg,h,k	TMg,h|Mg,h,k	TMgh,k|Mg,h,k	TMk|Mg,h,k .

R(g, h) = TMg,h|Mg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sg|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sh|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(gh)−1 |Mg,h,k .

R(gh, k) = TMgh,k|Mg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sgh|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sk|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

Then the sum of these three formal bundles is

TMg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sg|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sh|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sk|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

(2)

Mg,hk

zzttttttttttttttt

""FFFFFFFFFFFFF

Mg ×Mh,k

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII Mg,hk

||xxxxxxxxxxxxx

  @@@@@@@@@@@@

Mg ×Mh ×Mk Mg ×Mhk Mghk
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E ′(g, h, k) = TMg|Mg,h,k⊕TMhk|Mg,h,k⊕TMg,h,k	TMg|Mg,h,k	TMh,k|Mg,h,k	TMg,hk|Mg,h,k .

R(h, k) = TMh,k|Mg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sh|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sk|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(hk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

R(g, hk) = TMg,hk|Mg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sg|Mg,h,k ⊕ Shk|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

Then the sum of these three formal bundles is

TMg,h,k 	 TM|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sg|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sh|Mg,h,k ⊕ Sk|Mg,h,k ⊕ S(ghk)−1 |Mg,h,k .

Therefore the two expressions agree.
The action is an algebra homomorphism

=

h

k

hk ghkg-1

-1

h

k

ghg

gkg

-1

ghkg-1α

α

α

(1) (2)

g

g

g

(1)

Mghg−1,gkg−1

{{wwwwwwwwwwwwww

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII

Mh,k

}}{{{{{{{{{{{{{

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGG Mghkg−1

zzuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

""FFFFFFFFFFFFF

Mh ×Mk Mhk Mghkg−1

E(g, h, k) = TMhk|
Mghg−1,gkg−1⊕TMghg−1,gkg−1	TMh,k|

Mghg−1,gkg−1	TMghkg−1
|
Mghg−1,gkg−1 .

R(h, k) = TMh,k|
Mghg−1,gkg−1	TM|

Mghg−1,gkg−1⊕Sh|Mghg−1,gkg−1⊕Sk|Mghg−1,gkg−1⊕S(hk)−1 |Mghg−1,gkg−1 .

(2)

Mghg−1,gkg−1

wwooooooooooooooooooo

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Mghg−1 ×Mgkg−1

xxrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

''OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO Mghg−1,ghg−1

xxppppppppppppppppp

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII

Mh ×Mk Mghg−1 ×Mgkg−1
Mghkg−1
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E ′(g, h, k) =
(
TMghg−1⊕TMgkg−1	TMghg−1	TMgkg−1	TMghg−1,gkg−1⊕TMghg−1,gkg−1)

|
Mghg−1,gkg−1 .

R(ghg−1, gkg−1) =
(
TMghg−1,gkg−1	TM⊕Sghg−1⊕Sgkg−1⊕S(ghkg−1)−1

)
|
Mghg−1,gkg−1 .

Pairing equal terms we get the desired equality

E(g, h, k)⊕ R(h, k) = E ′(g, h, k)⊕ R(ghg−1, gkg−1).

Graded commutativity of the product

=

g

h

h h

h

h

h

g

g

g

g
g

g g-1

α

(1) (2)

(1)

Mg,h

{{vvvvvvvvvvvvvv

!!DDDDDDDDDDDDD

Mg ×Mh

{{vvvvvvvvvvvvvv

##HHHHHHHHHHHHHH Mg,h

}}zzzzzzzzzzzzz

��============

Mh ×Mg Mg ×Mh Mgh

E(g, h) = TMg|Mg,h ⊕ TMh|Mg,h ⊕ TMg,h|Mg,h 	 TMg|Mg,h 	 TMh|Mg,h 	 TMg,h.

R(g, h) = TMg,h 	 TM|Mg,h ⊕ Sg|Mg,h ⊕ Sh|Mg,h ⊕ S(gh)−1 |Mg,h .

(2)

Mg,h = Mghg−1,g

xxppppppppppppppppp

%%LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

Mghg−1 ×Mg

zzttttttttttttttt

&&NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN Mg,ghg−1

yyssssssssssssssss

  BBBBBBBBBBBBB

Mh ×Mg Mghg−1 ×Mg Mgh

E ′(g, h) = TMghg−1
|Mg,h⊕TMg|Mg,h⊕TMg,h|Mg,h	TMghg−1

|Mg,h	TMg|Mg,h	TMghg−1,g.
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R
(
g, ghg−1

)
= TMg,ghg−1 	 TM|Mg,h ⊕ Sghg−1 |Mg,h ⊕ Sg|Mg,h ⊕ S(gh)−1 |Mg,h .

Pairing equal terms we get theequality

E(g, h)⊕ R(g, h) = E ′(g, h)⊕ R
(
g, ghg−1

)
.

Torus axiom

h

ghh
-1g-1-1

hgh-1g-1gh

g-1

-1
αg

=
h hgh-1g-1

α

h

g

(1) (2)

It suffices to prove that maps associated to the next two diagrams coincide.
(1)

Mg,h

{{wwwwwwwwwwwwww

%%JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

Mg,g−1

��������������

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGG Mhgh−1,g−1

zzttttttttttttttt

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII

M Mg ×Mg−1
Mhgh−1g−1

(2)

Mg,h

{{vvvvvvvvvvvvvv

%%JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

Mh,h−1

��������������

##GGGGGGGGGGGGGG Mh,gh−1g−1

zzttttttttttttttt

$$IIIIIIIIIIIIIII

M Mh ×Mh−1
Mhgh−1g−1

Fort the diagram (1) we have the formal bundles

E(g, h) = TMg|Mg,h⊕TMg−1
|Mg,h	TMg,g−1

|Mg,h	TMhgh−1,g−1
|Mg,h⊕TMg,h|Mg,h

R ′
(
g, g−1

)
= TMg,g−1

|Mg,h 	 TMg|Mg,h 	 TM|Mg,h 	 Sg|Mg,h ⊕ Sg|Mg,h 	 Se|Mg,h

R
(
hgh−1, g−1

)
= TMhgh−1,g−1

|Mg,h	TM|Mg,h⊕Shgh−1 |Mg,h⊕Sg−1 |Mg,h⊕S(hgh−1g−1)−1 |Mg,h ,
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and their sum becomes

TMg,h|Mg,h 	 TM|Mg,h ⊕ S(hgh−1g−1)−1 |Mg,h 	 Se|Mg,h .

For the diagram (2) we have the formal bundles

E(g, h) = TMh|Mg,h⊕TMh−1
|Mg,h⊕TMg,h|Mg,h	TMh,gh−1g−1

|Mg,h	TMh,h−1
|Mg,h

R ′
(
h, h−1

)
= TMh,h−1

|Mg,h 	 TMh|Mg,h 	 TM|Mg,h 	 Sh|Mg,h ⊕ Sh|Mg,h 	 Se|Mg,h

R
(
h, gh−1g−1

)
= TMh,gh−1g−1

|Mg,h	TM|Mg,h⊕Sh|Mg,h⊕Sgh−1g−1 |Mg,h⊕S(hgh−1g−1)−1 |Mg,h

whose sum becomes

TMg,h|Mg,h 	 TM|Mg,h 	 Se|Mg,h ⊕ S(hgh−1g−1)−1 |Mg,h ,

which is equal to the sum associated to diagram (1).

We have just proved that K
(
M,G

)
is a nearly G-Frobenius algebra. Let us see

now what happens in the case that M is compact.

¨

Theorem 11.10. Whenever M is compact then K
(
M,G

)
is a G-Frobenius algebra,

where ε : K
(
M,G

) → C maps F = ⊕kFk to p∗(F1) where p∗ : K(M) → K(pt) = Z
is the push-forward in K-theory of the map p : M→ pt.

Proof. The manifold M is a complex manifold, therefore itself and all its subman-
ifolds of fixed points are oriented in K-theory. Define the inner product 〈, 〉 on
K
(
M,G

)
by setting

〈F,G〉 := ε(F ∗ G).

We will just prove that 〈, 〉 is non degenerate since all the other properties will follow
from its definition.

Consider a bundle Fg ∈ K(Mg) and take its Poincaré dual bundle Gg = PD(Fg)

in K(Mg); this bundle exists since the K-theory of the complex manifold satisfies
Poincaré duality. So we have that (pg)∗(Fg⊗Gg) = 1 where (pg)∗ is the pushforward
of the map pg : Mg → pt.
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Take the bundle σ∗(Gg) in K(Mg−1
) and calculate

〈Fg, σ∗(Gg)〉 = ε(Fg ∗ σ∗(Gg))
= p∗((eg)∗(Fg ⊗ Gg))

= (pg)∗(Fg ⊗ Gg)

= 1

where we have used that R(g, g−1) = 0 and that (pg)∗ = (p ◦ eg)∗ = p∗ ◦ (eg)∗. We
have then that 〈, 〉 is non-degenerate and therefore K

(
M,G

)
becomes a G-Frobenius

algebra.

¨

Remark 11.11. The G-invariant Frobenius algebra K
(
M,G

)G is usually called the
“Stringy K-theory” of the complex orbifold [M/G], see [JKK07, ARZ07, BU09].

11.2 Further Stringy Ring Structures in K-theory

The stringy K-theory modules K
(
M,G

)
could be endowed with other ring structures

using the pull-push formalism provided we are given complex vector bundles

Dg,h →Mg,h

over the fixed point sets of every pair of elements g, h ∈ G, such that they satisfy
two conditions:

• Equivariantness: For every k ∈ G, we have that α∗kDkgk−1,khk−1
∼= Dg,h where

αk : Mg,h →Mk−1gk,k−1hk is the map αk(x) = xk.

• Compatibility: For all triples of elements g, h, k ∈ G the bundles satitisfy the
equation

Dg,h|N⊕Dgh,k|N⊕E(Mgh,Mg,h,Mgh,k) ∼= Dg,hk|N⊕Dh,k|N⊕E(Mhk,Mgh,k,Mh,k)

for N := Mg,h,k and E(S;S1, S2) denoting the excess intersection bundle of the
inclusions S1 → S and S2 → S which can be taken to be

E(S;S1, S2) = TS|V 	 TS1|V 	 TS2|V ⊕ TV

whenever V = S1 ∩ S2 is a manifold.
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If we denote by D = {Dg,h}g,h the collection of these bundles, then the K-theory
module K

(
M,G

)
could be endowed with the ring structure:

Definition 11.12. Given g, h ∈ G and elements Fg ∈ K(Mg) and Fh ∈ K(Mh),
we define the D-string product of Fg and Fh in K(Mgh) ⊂ K

(
M,G

)
to be

Fg ?D Fh := (egh)∗
(
e∗gFg ⊗ e∗hFh ⊗ λ−1

(
Dg1,g2

))
and the product is extended linearly to every element in K

(
M,G

)
. The compatibility

condition defined above implies that the product ?D is associative. Denote this ring
by

K
(
M,G; λ−1D

)
.

Lemma 11.13. If M is compact and the bundles Dg,g−1 = 0 for all g ∈ G, then
the inner product

〈F,G〉D := p∗(F ?D G)

is nongenerate.
Therefore K

(
M,G; λ−1D

)
together with 〈, 〉D is a G-Frobenius algebra.

Proof. The proof is the same as the one in Theorem 11.10.

¨

11.2.1 Virtual K-theory

The bundles

ν(g, h) = TM|Mg,h ⊕ TMg,h 	 TMg|Mg,h 	 TMh|Mg,h

introduced in Chapter 10 to define the Virtual cohomology satisfy the compatibility
and the equivariantness conditions. Therefore they define a ring structure in K-
theory:

Definition 11.14. The Virtual K-theory of the G-manifold M is the G-graded G-
vector space

K(M,G; λ−1(ν))

endowed with the ring structure defined by the bundles ν = {ν(g, h)}g,h.
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The same proofs of chapter 10 hold for the Virtual K-theory since all of them
are done at the level of bundles. Therefore we can indtroduce the virtual coproduct
at the level of K-theory as the map

∆
g,h
gh (F) :=

(
eg � eh

)
∗
(
e∗gh(F)⊗ λ−1

(
µ(g, h)

))
where F ∈ K(Mg), eg� eh denotes the map eg� eh : Mg,h →Mg×Mh, x 7→ (x, x),
and

µ(g, h) = e

(
TM|Mg,h

TMgh|Mg,h

⊕ TMg,h

)
is the sum of the normal bundle of the embedding Mgh → M restricted to Mg,h

together with the tangent bundle of Mg,h.

Theorem 11.15. The graded ring K(M,G; λ−1(ν)) together with the virtual coprod-
uct is a nearly G-Frobenius algebra.

11.2.2 New Structures From Old Ones

We will show in what follows two ways to modify a given nearly G-Frobenius alge-
bra structure on the K-theory K

(
M,G

)
, one by acting on the coefficients C of the

complexified K-theory, and another by acting on the K-theory elements by tensoring
with line bundles. Let us start with line bundles
• Recall that the automorphism group of the K-theory K(X) is isomorphic to the
Picard group of line bundles Pic(X). Any line bundle L → X over X defines an
automorphism K(X)

∼=→ K(X), E 7→ L ⊗ E. With this in mind, let us consider line
bundles Lg,h →Mg,h satisfying the equivariant condition under conjugation defined
above, and the compatibility

Lg,h|N ⊗ Lgh,k|N ∼= Lg,hk|N ⊗ Lh,k|N

with N := Mg,h,k; denote L = {Lg,h}g,h and the compatibility condition

(δL)g,h,k = Lh,k|N ⊗ L∗gh,k|N ⊗ Lg,hk|N ⊗ Lg,h|N ∼= 1.

If we are given vector bundles D = {Dg,h}g,h, we can define a new ring structure
by defining the product to be

Fg ?LD Fh := (egh)∗
(
e∗gFg ⊗ e∗hFh ⊗ λ−1

(
Dg1,g2

)
⊗ Lg,h

)
.

Denote this ring structure by K
(
M,G; λ−1D⊗L

)
and call it the L-twisted structure

of the stringy product of D.
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Lemma 11.16. If M is compact, the bundles Dg,g−1 = 0 for all g ∈ G and line
bundles L = {Lg,h}g,h with δL = 1, then the inner product

〈F,G〉LD := p∗(F ?LD G)

is nongenerate. Therefore K
(
M,G; λ−1D ⊗ L

)
together with 〈, 〉LD is a G-Frobenius

algebra.

Proof. Following the notation of Theorem 11.10 we see that

〈Fg, σ∗(Gg)⊗ L∗g,g−1〉LD = ε(Fg ?LD σ
∗(Gg))

= (pg)∗(Fg ⊗ Gg ⊗ L∗g,g−1 ⊗ Lg,g−1)

= 1.

Therefore 〈, 〉LD is nondegenerate.

¨

• We could also act with automorphisms of the coefficients. If we choose elements
τg,h ∈ C× such that

(δτ)g,h,k = τh,k(τgh,k)
−1τg,hk(τg,h)

−1 = 1

i.e. τ is a 2-cocyle of G with coefficients in C×, τ ∈ Z2(G,C×), then we can define
a a new ring structure by defining the product to be

Fg ?τD Fh := τg,h(egh)∗
(
e∗gFg ⊗ e∗hFh ⊗ λ−1

(
Dg1,g2

))
.

Denote this ring structure by K
(
M,G; λ−1D⊗ τ

)
and call it the τ-twisted structure

of the stringy product of D.
• Putting together the action of the line bundle L = {Lg,h}g,h and the action on the
coefficients τ = {τg,h}g,h, we can define a new ring structure to be

Fg ?
(τ⊗L)
D Fh := τg,h(egh)∗

(
e∗gFg ⊗ e∗hFh ⊗ λ−1

(
Dg1,g2

)
⊗ Lg,h

)
and we will denote it by K

(
M,G; λ−1D⊗ (τ⊗ L)

)
.
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11.2.3 Isomorphic Stringy Ring Structures

Given two ring structures defined by the stringy products through the bundles D
and D ′ of equal rank (twisted or untwisted by line bundles), we say that the two
rings K

(
M,G; λ−1D

)
and K

(
M,G; λ−1D

′) are isomorphic provided we can find line
bundles Lg →Mg and complex numbers σg ∈ C×, equivariant with respect to the
conjugation action, such that

σgσh

σgh
λ−1(Dg,h)⊗ Lg ⊗ Lh ⊗ L∗gh = λ−1(D

′
g,h)

If such equation is satisfied, it is easy to check that the map

K
(
M,G; λ−1D

) σ⊗L−→ K
(
M,G; λ−1D

′)
Fg ∈ K(Mg) 7→ σg(Fg ⊗ Lg) ∈ K(Mg)

gives the desired isomorphism.
For example, if we define the line bundles Lg,h →Mg,h to be

Lg,h := Lg|Mg,h ⊗ Lh|Mg,h ⊗ L∗gh|Mg,h ,

i.e. L = δL, then there is an isomorphism of rings

⊗L : K
(
M,G; λ−1D

)→ K
(
M,G; λ−1D⊗ δL

)
In particular we can say that whenever the line bundles Lg → Mg satisfy the

equation
Lg|Mg,h ⊗ Lh|Mg,h

∼= Lgh|Mg,h ,

namely that δL = 1, then the map Fg 7→ Fg⊗Lg produces an automorphism of the
ring K

(
M,G; λ−1D

)
.

If we think in cohomological terms, we have that we obtain new ring structures
provided we have line bundles L = {Lg,h}g,h satisfying δL = 1 where

(δL)g,h,k := Lg,h|N ⊗ Lgh,k|N ⊗ L∗g,hk|N ⊗ L∗h,k|N

for N := Mg,h,k, and two of these ring structures defined by L and L ′ are isomorphic
provided there exists line bundles L = {Lg}g such that δL = L ′ ⊗ L∗, i.e.

Lg|Mg,h ⊗ Lh|Mg,h ⊗ L∗gh|Mg,h = L∗g,h ⊗ L ′g,h.
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Denoting this group by H2(M/G, Pic( )G), since it is the second cohomology group
of the complex

Pic(M)G
δ→ Pic(IGM)G

δ→ Pic((IG)2M)G
δ→ Pic((IG)3M)G...

where (IG)nM =
⊔
Mg1,...,gn ⊂M×Gn, Pic denotes the Picard group of line bun-

dles, the G invariant part denotes that we only consider line bundles with the equiv-
ariant condition, and the differential is the one that was defined above, then from a
given ring structure defined by the line bundlesD, we can obtain |H2(M/G, Pic( )G)|

non-isomorphic Stringy ring structures through tensor product of Line bundles.
The same argument applied to the action on coefficients tells us that we get

|H2(G,C×)| as many non-isomorphic String ring structures once we start from a
fixed one. We will see in Section 12.2 that the procedure to act with a 2-cocycle
τ is equivalent to tensoring the nearly G-Frobenius algebra structure with the G-
Frobenius algebra structure obtained from a discrete torsion.

Finally note that the group H1(M/G, Pic( )G) is the group of line bundle auto-
morphisms of the Stringy K-theories K

(
M,G; λ−1D

)
, and thatH1(G,C×) = Hom(G,C×)

is the group of coefficient automorphisms of the Stringy K-theories K
(
M,G; λ−1D

)
.

11.2.4 Relation among the Different Definitions of Stringy K-theory

In this work we have followed the approach described in [ARZ07] and [BU09] to
define the K-theoretical version of the Chen-Ruan cohomology. There is another
approach of the Stringy product taken in [JKK07] in order to deal with smooth
projective algebraic orbifolds. In [JKK07] the ring structure in K

(
M,G), whenever

M is a smooth projective algebraic variety and G is a finite group acting on M, is
defined using the duals of the bundles R(g, h) defined previously. This is the case
because the defining property of the push-forward maps that are used in [JKK07]
contain the dual of the normal bundle, i.e. for the embedding of complex manifolds
i : M ′ → M with normal bundle N → M ′, the pushforward map in algebraic
geometry as defined in [FL85] satisfies

i∗i!F = F ⊗ λ−1(N
∗).

The reason for this choice is simple. For non smooth algebraic varieties the tangent
bundle may not exist, whereas the cotangent bundle always does. So the pushforward
map is defined through the conormal bundle, and not using the normal bundle.

In algebraic topology the push-forward map is defined using the Thom class, and
in this case the defining formula is

i∗i∗F = F ⊗ λ−1(N).

248



Note that we have used different notation for the two push-forwards. The algebro-
geometrical one will be with an exclamation sign, meanwhile the topological one will
be denoted with an asterisque.

Fortunately, both push-forwards are related by the multiplication of a line bun-
dle. Note that for a line bundle L we have that

λ−1(L) = C − L = −L⊗ (C − L∗) = −L⊗ λ−1(L
∗)

and therefore this implies that

λ−1(N) = (−1)kΛkN⊗ λ−1N
∗

where k is the rank of the bundle N and ΛkN is the line bundle of top degree,
also known as the determinant line bundle of N. Therefore we have that the two
pushforward maps relate by the formula

i∗i∗F = (−1)kΛkN⊗ (i∗i!F).

In [JKK07] the Stringy product is defined by the formula

Fg ?JKK Fh := (egh)!

(
e∗gFg ⊗ e∗hFh ⊗ λ−1

(
R(g, h)∗

))
where the push-forward is the algebro-geometric one. This formula is equivalent in
topological terms to

Fg ?JKK Fh = (egh)∗
(
e∗gFg ⊗ e∗hFh ⊗ λ−1

(
R(g, h)∗

)
⊗ (−1)dim(Nghg,h)

Λtop(N
gh
g,h)

∗)
where Ng1g2g1,g2 is the normal bundle of the embedding Mg1,g2 →Mg1g2 ; the formula
can be rewriten as

Fg?JKKFh = (egh)∗
(
e∗gFg⊗e∗hFh⊗λ−1

(
R(g, h)

)
⊗(−1)dim(R(g,h)⊕Nghg,h)

Λtop
(
R(g, h)

)∗⊗Λtop(Nghg,h)∗).
Note that the line bundles

Lg,h := Λtop
(
R(g, h)

)∗ ⊗Λtop(Nghg,h)∗
satisfy the compatibility conditions, i.e. δL = 1: for g, h, k ∈ G. Sicne we already
know that restricting each bundle to Mg,h,k,and denoting Rg,h := R(g, h), we have

Rg,h ⊕ Rgh,k ⊕ E(Mgh,Mg,h,Mgh,k) ∼= Rg,hk ⊕ Rh,k ⊕ E(Mhk,Mgh,k,Mh,k)
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which implies

Rg,h ⊕ Rgh,k ⊕ TMgh 	 TMg,h 	 TMgh,k ⊕ TMg,h,k ∼=

Rg,hk ⊕ Rh,k ⊕ TMhk	TMgh,k 	 TMh,k)⊕ TMg,h,k

and changing TMg,h,k by TMghk in each side and reorganizing we get

(Rg,h ⊕ TMgh 	 TMg,h)⊕ (Rgh,k ⊕ TMghk 	 TMgh,k) ∼=

(Rg,hk ⊕ TMghk 	 TMgh,k)⊕ (Rh,k ⊕ TMhk 	 TMh,k)

which implies

(Rg,h ⊕Nghg,h)⊕ (Rgh,k ⊕Nghkgh,k)
∼= (Rg,hk ⊕Nghkgh,k)⊕ (Rh,k ⊕Nhkh,k).

Dualizing and applying to both sides of the previous equation Λtop, we obtain the
desired equation δL = 1.

The equation δL = 1 also implies that the coefficients

τg,h = (−1)dim(R(g,h)⊕Nghg,h)

satisfy the cocycle condition δτ = 1.
In general there might not exist line bundles L = {Lg}g and coefficients σ =

{σg}g such that δL = L and δσ = τ, and this would mean that the Chen-Ruan K-
theoretical product ∗ defined at the begining of the chapter, and the product ?JKK
defined in [JKK07] and explained above might in general endow the vector spaces
K
(
M,G) with non-isomorphic ring structures. Summarizing:

Proposition 11.17. If there exists virtual line bundles L = {Lg}g and coefficients
σ = {σg}g

(δσ)g,h(δL)g,h = (−1)dim(R(g,h)⊕Nghg,h)
Λtop

(
R(g, h)

)∗ ⊗Λtop(Nghg,h)∗,
then σ⊗L : (K

(
M,G), ∗)→ (K

(
M,G), ?JKK) induces an isomorphism of G-Frobenius

algebras between the Chen-Ruan K-theory and the Stringy K-theory of [JKK07].

A famous example satisfying the hypothesis of the previous proposition is the
symmetric product of even dimensional smooth projective varieties with trivial
canonical divisor. Let us be more explicit:
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Proposition 11.18. Consider the symmetric product orbifold [Σn/Sn], where Σ is
a smooth projective algebraic variety of even dimension with trivial canonical class
(or compact complex manifold with trivial cohomological Euler class) then the Chen-
Ruan K-theory (K

(
Σn,Sn), ∗) is isomorphic Stringy K-theory (K

(
Σn,Sn), ?JKK) of

[JKK07].

Proof. The proposition follows from explicit calculations done in [Uri05] where it is
shown that the obstruction bundles R(g, h) are isomorphic to a direct sum of copies
of the tangent bundle TΣ; the explicit description of the bundle R(g, h) is carried
out in section 13.4 and the relevant equation is (53). Then, since we know that Σ
has trivial canonical class we get ΛtopTΣ = 1 and therefore Λtop

(
R(g, h)

)∗
= 1; and

since dim(TΣ) is even we conclude that

(−1)dim(Rg,h)ΛtopRg,h = 1.

Moreover, since the normal bundles Nghg,h are also isomorphic to a direct sum of
copies of TΣ, then

(−1)dim(Nghg,h)
ΛtopN

gh
g,h = 1.

Therefore the identity map of vector spaces

K
(
Σn,Sn)

Id−→ K
(
Σn,Sn)

induces an isomorphism of Sn-Frobenius algebras

(K
(
Σn,Sn), ∗)

∼=−→ (K
(
Σn,Sn), ?JKK).

¨

11.3 Chen-Ruan Cohomology

Definition 11.19. For [M/G] a complex orbifold we define the Chen-Ruan cohomol-
ogy HCR(M,G) of M, as a G-graded G-complex vector space, to be the cohomology
with complex coefficients of the inertia orbifold, i.e.

HCR(M,G) :=
⊕
g∈G

H∗
(
Mg; C

)
.

We bring the bundles R(g, h) used to define the Chen-Ruan product in K-theory,
in order to define the Chen-Ruan product in H∗CR(M,G). For g, h ∈ G, α ∈ H∗(Mg)
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and β ∈ H∗(Mh), we define the Chen-Ruan product of α and β in H∗(Mgh) ⊂
H∗CR(M,G) to be

α ∗CR β := egh∗
(
e∗gα · e∗hβ · Eu(R(g, h))

)
and the product is extended linearly to all of H∗CR(M,G); here Eu(R(g, h)) denotes
the Euler class of the bundle R(g, h).

The coproduct is also defined with the help of the bundles R ′(g, h) used in the
Chen-Ruan K-theory. For g, h ∈ G and an element γgh ∈ H∗(Mgh), we define the
Chen Ruan coproduct of γgh in H∗(Mg)⊗H∗(Mh) to be

∆
g,h
gh (γgh) =

(
eg � eh

)
∗
(
e∗gh(γgh) · Eu

(
R ′(g, h)

))
where eg � eh denotes the map eg � eh : Mg,h → Mg ×Mh, x 7→ (x, x). If gh = k

then the total coproduct of γk is ∆CR(γk) =
∑
gh=k∆

g,h
k (γk).

Theorem 11.20.
(
HCR(M,G), ?CR, ∆CR

)
is a nearly G-Frobenius algebra. More-

over, if M is compact, then
(
HCR(M,G), ?CR, ∆CR

)
is a G-Frobenius algebra.

Proof. This theorem follows from the proofs of Theorems 11.9 and 11.10.

¨

The invariant Frobenius algebra
(
HCR(M,G), ?CR, ∆CR

)G was the algebraic struc-
ture associated to complex orbifolds originally defined by Chen and Ruan in [CR04a].

Note that if we have bundles D = {Dg,h}g,h satisfying the equivariant and the
compatibility condition defined at the begining of section 11.2 then we can define
an associative ring structure in H∗(M,G) by the formula

α ?D β := egh∗
(
e∗gα · e∗hβ · Eu(Dg,h)

)
.

Let us denote this ring structure on H∗(M,G) by H∗(M,G, Eu(D)).

11.4 Chen-Ruan K-theory (Cohomology) of the Cotangent Bundle
and its Relation with Virtual K-theory (Cohomology)

Let [M/G] be a complex orbifold and consider [T∗M/G] the complex orbifold that
the induced action of G on the cotangent bundle defines. For Ag : TmM → TgmM

the induced action on the tangent bundle given by the element g ∈ G, then the
induced action on the cotangent bundle that preserves the covariance is given by
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Ag : T∗mM → T∗gmM, where as complex matrices Ag = (ATg)
−1 is the conjugate

matrix.
Since the zero section inclusion j : M→ T∗M induces an isomorphism of modules

j∗ : K
(
T∗M,G)

∼=→ K
(
M,G),

then we would like to find out whether the isomorphism j∗ is compatible with the
ring structures that can be endowed on each side: the Chen-Ruan product on the
left hand side and the Virtual product on the right hand side.

The first step in order to find the explicit relation between the Chen-Ruan K-
theory of the cotangent orbifold and the Virtal K-theory of the orbifold is to the ring
structure that the Chen-Ruan product induce on K

(
M,G

)
via the isomorphism j∗.

Let us do this first.
If we denote by R(T∗M,g, h) the obstruction bundle that the Chen-Ruan product

defines on K
(
T∗M,G) for the pair of elements g, h ∈ G, then from the proof of

Lemma 11.5 we deduce that

R(T∗M,g, h)|Mg,h
∼= R(g, h)⊕ R(g, h)∗ ∼= O

g,h
2 ⊕ (O

g,h
1 )∗

where we recall that R(g, h) is equal to R(g, h) but with the conjugate action of g, h
and gh.

Now what we need to calculate is the obstruction bundle in K
(
M,G) that the

Chen-Ruan ring structure on K
(
T∗M,G) induces. The extra information that we

need to add is the excess intersection formula for the inclusions

T∗Mg,h // T∗Mgh

Mg,h //

OO

Mgh

OO

which becomes a K-theory class on K(Mg,h) equal to

E(T∗Mgh, T∗Mg,h,Mgh) = T∗Mgh 	 T∗Mg,h.

Therefore the obstruction class on K
(
M,G) defined by the Chen-Ruan product

on K
(
T∗M,G) becomes

κg,h := R(g, h)⊕ R(g, h)∗ ⊕ T∗Mgh 	 T∗Mg,h

= R(g, h)⊕ R(g, h)∗ ⊕ (N
gh
g,h)

∗

253



as an element in K(Mg1,g2).
Since we have the following set of equalities

R(g, h)⊕ R(g, h)⊕Nghg,h = TM	 TMg,h 	 (N
g
g,h ⊕N

g
g,h ⊕N

gh
g,h)⊕ (N

gh
g,h)

= TM⊕ TMg,h 	 TMg 	 TMh

= ν(g, h)

where ν(g, h) = TM⊕TMg,h	TMg	TMh is the obstruction bundle for the Virtual
ring structure in K-theory; then we have the equation

λ−1(κg,h) = (−1)dim(R(g,h))ΛtopR(g, h)∗ ⊗ (−1)dim(Nghg,h)
Λtop(N

gh
g,h)

∗ ⊗ λ−1(ν(g, h))

which relates the Euler class in K-theory of κg,h with the Euler class in K-theory of
ν(g, h).

The previous equation permit us to compare the ring structure K
(
M,G; λ−1(κ)

)
induced by the Chen-Ruan ring structure on the cotangent orbifold, and the ring
structure K

(
M,G; λ−1(ν)

)
defined by the virtual product.

Proposition 11.21. Consider the cocycle of line bundles L = {Lg,h}g,h with

Lg,h := ΛtopR(g, h)∗ ⊗Λtop(Nghg,h)
∗,

and the 2-cocycle of coefficients τ = {τg,h}g,h with

τg,h := (−1)dim(R(g,h)⊕Nghg,h)
,

if there exist line bundles L = {Lg}g and coefficients σ = {σg}g such that δσ⊗ δL =

τ ⊗ L, then the Chen-Ruan product on the K-theory of the cotangent orbifold is
isomorphic to the Virtual product on the K-theory of the orbifold

(σ⊗ L)−1 ◦ j∗ : K
(
T∗M,G; λ−1(R(T∗M))

) ∼=→ K
(
M,G; λ−1(ν)

)
.

Corollary 11.22. Let Σ be an even dimensional smooth projective algebraic variety
with trivial canonical class, or a compact even dimensional complex manifold with
trivial determinant line bundle. Then the Chen-Ruan K-theory of the cotangent
bundle of the symmetric product T∗(Σn)/Sn is isomorphic to the virtual K-theory of
the symmetric product Σn/Sn via the map j∗,

j∗ : K
(
T∗(Σn),Sn; λ−1(R(T∗Σ))

) ∼=→ K
(
Σ,Sn; λ−1(ν)

)
.
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Proof. The top Chern class of the normal bundles Nghg,h and the bundles R(g, h) are
zero since these bundles can be built out of direct sums of the bundle TΣ. Moreover,
since Σ is even dimensional, then the bundles Nghg,h and R(g, h) are all of even rank.
Therefore in this case we have

λ−1(κg,h) = λ−1(ν(g, h))

and the isomorphism follows.

¨

When comparing the Chen-Ruan cohomology ring of the cotangent orbifold and
the Virtual cohomology ring of the orbifold itself, we can get a sharper result. The
reason for this to happen is the following: for a complex vector bundle E→ X over
a manifold X the complex dual E∗ and E are in general not isomorphic as complex
bundles. Nevertheless, after picking a metric on the bundle E one can show that E
and E∗ become isomorphic as R-bundles and their Euler classes are related by the
equation

Eu(E) = (−1)dimC(E)Eu(E∗)

since c1(L) = −c1(L
∗) where L is a complex line bundle over E.

Therefore we have that for the obstruction classes κ and ν we obtain

Eu(κg,h) = (−1)dim(R(g,h)⊕Nghg,h)
Eu(ν(g, h)).

Theorem 11.23. For an even dimensional complex orbifold [M/G] such that all
the fixed point sets Mg are even dimensional, then the Chen-Ruan cohomology of
the cotangent orbifold is isomorphic to the virtual cohomology of the orbifold

j∗ : H∗CR(T
∗M,G)

∼=→ H∗virt(M,G).

Proof. In this case all the bundles R(g, h) andNghg,h are of even dimension as complex
bundles, and therefore their cohomological Euler classes are equal to the ones of their
duals, therefore

Eu(κg,h) = Eu(ν(g, h));

this implies that the identity map

H∗(M,G, Eu(κ))
Id−→ H∗(M,G, Eu(ν)) = H∗virt(M,G)

is an isomorphism of rings.
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Since the map j∗ : H∗(T∗M,G;Eu(R))
∼=→ H∗(M,G;Eu(κ)) induce the isomor-

phism of rings, then

j∗ : H∗CR(T
∗M,G) = H∗(T∗M,G, Eu(R))

∼=→ H∗(M,G, Eu(µ))

and the theorem follows.

¨

In particular we have:

Corollary 11.24. Let Σ be an even dimensional smooth projective algebraic variety,
or a compact even dimensional complex manifold. Then the Chen-Ruan cohomology
of the cotangent bundle of the symmetric product T∗(Σn)/Sn is isomorphic to the
Virtual cohomology of the symmetric product Σn/Sn via the map j∗,

j∗ : H∗
(
T∗(Σn),Sn;Eu(R(T∗Σ))

) ∼=→ H∗(Σ,Sn;Eu(ν)
)
.

With the use of Chern character maps that will be developed in the next section,
we will see that Corollary 11.24 will imply the equivalent isomorphism but at the
level of the K-theories. In particular it will permit us to remove the condition of the
triviality on the canonical class from Corollary 11.22, but the isomorphism will not
be a priori obtained by the methods outlined in section 11.2.3.

11.5 Chern Characters

Let us suppose we have bundles D = {Dg,h}g,h satisfying the equivariantness and
compatibility condition described in section 11.2. We show in this section sufficient
conditions under which there exists a calibrated Chern character map from the
stringy K-theory K

(
M,G; λ−1(D)

)
and the stringy cohomology H∗

(
M,G;Eu(D)

)
which is furthermore an isomorphism of rings.

The sufficient conditions are the following: Existence of elements Eg ∈ K0(Mg)⊗Z
Q such that E = {Eg}g is equivariant with respect to the G-action, and moreover the
following equation

Dg,h ⊕ TMgh|Mg,h 	 TMg,h = e∗gEg ⊕ s∗hEh 	 e∗ghEgh

holds in K(Mg,h) for all g, h ∈ G.
But in order to define the calibrated Chern character map we will recall some

properties of the Thom isomorphism in K-theory and in cohomology and their rela-
tion with the Chern character (see [AS68, section 2]).
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Let X be a manifold and V a complex vector bundle over X. The Chern character
of V is the cohomology class in X defined by the expresion

ch(V) =
∑
i

exi

where the xi denote the Chern roots of the bundle V. Denoting by

φ : K∗(X)→ K∗(V)

ψ : H∗(X,Q)→ H∗(V,Q)

the Thom isomorphisms in K-theory and in cohomology respectively, then for any
u ∈ K∗(X) one has

ch(φ(u)) = ψ(ch(u) · µ(V))

where the cohomology class µ(V) is defined as

µ(V) :=
∏ 1− exi

xi
.

Moreover, the class µ(V) is multiplicative, i.e. µ(V ⊕ F) = µ(V) · µ(F) and measures
the difference of the Chern character of the Euler class in K-theory with the one in
cohomology, namely

chλ−1(V) = eu(V) · µ(V).

The inverse µ−1 is what is usually called the Thom class of V.
For an inclusion of manifolds i : X→ Y with normal bundle V and pushforward

maps
i∗ : K∗(X)→ K∗(Y)

i∗ : H∗(X,Q)→ H∗(Y,Q)

then one has the equality

ch(i∗u) = i∗(ch(u) · µ(V)) (44)

where in this case the cohomology class µ(V) has support on the normal bundle of
X.
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Definition 11.25. For E = {Eg}g where Eg ∈ K0(Mg) ⊗Z Q and E is equivariant
with respect to the G-action, we can define the E-calibrated Chern character map

ChE : K(M,G)→ H∗(M,G)

Fg ∈ K(Mg) 7→ ch(Fg)µ(Eg) ∈ H∗(Mg)

The calibrated Chern character map is a G-equivariant isomorphism of G-graded
vector spaces since the Chern character is an isomorphism and the classes µ(Eg) are
invertible. We claim that the calibrated Chern character map becomes an isomor-
phism of rings if the conditions explained above hold.

Theorem 11.26. Consider bundles D = {Dg,h}g,h and E = {Eg}g satisfying the
equivariantness condition, an where D satisfy the compatibility condition described
in section 11.2. Assume furthermore that

Dg,h ⊕ TMgh|Mg,h 	 TMg,h = e∗gEg ⊕ e∗hEh 	 e∗ghEgh

holds in K(Mg,h) for all g, h ∈ G. Then the E-calibrated Chern character map

ChE : K(M,G; λ−1(D))
∼=−→ H∗(M,G;Eu(D))

is an isomorphism of rings.

Proof. Take F ∈ K∗(Mg) and H ∈ K∗(Mh) and consider the following set of equali-
ties:

ChE(F ?D H) = ch(F ?D H)µ(Egh)

= ch
(
egh∗

(
e∗gF ⊗ e∗gH ⊗ λ−1(Dg,h)

))
µ(Egh)

= egh∗

(
e∗gch(F) e∗hch(H) Eu(Dg,h) µ(Dgh)µ(TMgh|Mg,h 	 TMg,h)

)
µ(Egh)

= egh∗

(
e∗gch(F) e∗hch(H) Eu(Dg,h) µ(Dg,h)

µ(TMgh|Mg,h 	 TMg,h) e∗ghµ(Egh)
)

= egh∗

(
e∗gch(F) e∗hch(H) Eu(Dg,h) e

∗
gµ(Eg) e

∗
hµ(Eh)

)
= egh∗

(
e∗gChE(F) e∗hChE(H) Eu(Dg,h)

)
= ChE(F) ?D ChE(H).

where in the third line we used formula (44), the fourth line follows from the prop-
erties of the pushforward and the fifth line is obtained by using the hypothesis of
the Theorem once the map µ is applied.
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¨

Chen-Ruan and Virtual K-theory are both endowed with calibrated Chern char-
acter isomorphisms. Let us see how.

11.5.1 Chen-Ruan’s Calibrated Chern Character

Take the bundles S = {Sg}g defined in Definition 11.2 and note that by Definition 11.4
we have that S satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 11.26 with respect to the bundles
R = {R(g, h)}g,h which define the Chen-Ruan product in K-theory. Therefore we
have

Theorem 11.27. The S-calibrated Chern character induces an isomorphism of G-
Frobenius algebras

ChS : K(M,G; λ−1(R))
∼=−→ H∗(M,G;Eu(R))

between the Chen-Ruan K-theory and the Chen-Ruan cohomology.

11.5.2 Virtual’s Calibrated Chern Character

Take the bundles N = {Ng}g where Ng is the normal bundle of the embedding
Mg →M. Then we have that

ν(g, h)⊕ TMgh|Mg,h 	 TMg,h = TM|Mg,h ⊕ TMg,h 	 TMg|Mg,h 	 TMh|Mg,h ⊕ TMgh|Mg,h 	 TMg,h

= TM|Mg,h 	 TMg|Mg,h 	 TMh|Mg,h ⊕ TMgh|Mg,h

= Ng|Mg,h ⊕Ng|Mg,h 	Ngh|Mg,h

which implies that the hypothesis of Theorem 11.26 ais satisfied with respect to the
clases ν = {ν(g, h)}g,h which define the virtual products. Therefore

Theorem 11.28. The N-calibrated Chern character induces an isomorphism of
nearly G-Frobenius algebras

ChN : K(M,G; λ−1(ν))
∼=−→ H∗(M,G;Eu(ν))

between the Virtual K-theory and the Virtual cohomology.

We can now use calibrated Chern character isomorphisms for Virtual and Chen-
Ruan K-theory, together with Theorem 11.23 in order to obtain the following result:
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Theorem 11.29. For an even dimensional complex orbifold [M/G] such that all
the fixed point sets Mg are even dimensional, then the Chen-Ruan K-theory of the
cotangent orbifold is isomorphic to the virtual K-theory of the orbifold

K(T∗M,G; λ−1(R))
∼=−→ K(M,G; λ−1(ν))

through the composition of the isomorphisms

K(T∗M,G; λ−1(R))
ChS→ H∗CR(T

∗M,G)
j∗→ H∗virt(M,G)

(ChN)−1

−→ K(M,G; λ−1(ν)).

In particular we obtain an improvement of Corollary 11.22:

Corollary 11.30. Let Σ be an even dimensional smooth projective algebraic variety,
or a compact even dimensional complex manifold. Then the Chen-Ruan K-theory
of the cotangent bundle of the symmetric product T∗(Σn)/Sn is isomorphic to the
virtual K-theory of the symmetric product Σn/Sn via the composition

(ChN)−1 ◦ j∗ ◦ ChS : K
(
T∗(Σn),Sn; λ−1(R(T∗Σ))

) ∼=→ K
(
Σ,Sn; λ−1(ν)

)
.

We do not know whether the isomorphism of Theorem 11.29 might be obtained
via tensorization with line bundles. A quick look at the composition of maps
(ChN)−1 ◦ j∗ ◦ ChS might lead one to think that this is not true in general; we
do not know and we leave this question open.

Remark 11.31. Proposition 11.21 is the correct statement that replaces Theorem
5.4 of [GLS+07] which has a mistake. Nevertheless, Theorem 5.4 of [GLS+07] was
correct at least for the cases specified by Corollary 11.22. In view of Theorem
11.23 we see that in order to avoid problems with signs we impose the hypothesis of
Theorem 11.23 for Theorem 6.5 of [GLS+07] to be correct. We thanks Tyler Jarvis
for spotting the error.

Corollary 11.32. In either one of the following cases the hypothesis of theorem
11.29 are satisfied:

• X = [M/G] is hyperkahler (e.g. M hyperkahler and G acting by hyperkahler
isomorphisms.)

• X = Y× Y for a complex orbifold Y.

• X = TY for a complex orbifold Y.
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and hence we have in those cases:

j∗ : H∗CR(T
∗M,G)

∼=→ H∗virt(M,G),

and
K(T∗M,G; λ−1(R))

∼=−→ K(M,G; λ−1(ν))

Remark 11.33. Let sg be the Chen-Ruan degree shifting number for a component of
I(T∗X) and σg the virtual degree shifting number for I(X). Then it is a fun exercise
to show that

sg = σg.

Therefore the isomorphism of theorem 11.23 is a graded isomorphism. For more
on gradings we refer the reader to [Hep10]. For related work we refer the reader
to [EJK12b, EJK10, EJK12a] where there is alternative approaches to some very
related results.

Remark 11.34. For ordinary manifolds Viterbo [Vit99], Salamon-Weber [SW06] and
Abbondandolo-Schwarz [AS06] have constructed isomorphisms between a particular
flavor of the Floer homology of the cotangent bundle T∗M and the ordinary homology
of the free loop space

HF∗(T
∗M) ' H∗(LM).

Abbondandolo and Schwarz have proved that the pair of pants product in Floer
cohomology of the cotangent corresponds to a product in the homology of the loop
space, defined via Morse theory, which Antonio Ramirez and Ralph Cohen [CV]
proved is the Chas-Sullivan product. One of the main conjectures in the field states
that the symplectic field theory on the left-hand side corresponds to the string
topology on the right-hand side. Here we should also mention that for a wide class
of manifolds it has been shown that Floer cohomology is isomorphic to Quantum
cohomology [PSS96].

The results of this chapter and more specifically Theorem 11.23 are in line with
those conjectures.

It is routinary to generalize these results to non-global orbifolds.
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12 Gerbes over Orbifolds and Discrete Torsion

12.1 Gerbes

12.1.1 Gerbes on Smooth Manifolds

We will start by explaining a well known example arising in electromagnetism as a
motivation for the theory of gerbes. We will consider our space-time as canonically
split as follows

M4 = R4 = R3 × R = {(x1, x2, x3; t) : x ∈ R3, t ∈ R}.

We will consider a collection of differential forms as follows

• The electric field E ∈ Ω1(R3).

• The magnetic field B ∈ Ω2(R3).

• The electric current JE ∈ Ω2(R3).

• The electric charge density ρE ∈ Ω3(R3).

We will assume that these differential forms depend on t (so to be fair E : R →
Ω1(R3), etc.).

We will define the intensity of the electromagnetic field by

F = B− dt∧ E ∈ Ω2(M)

and the compactly supported electric current by

jE = ρE − dt∧ JE ∈ Ω3c(M).

We are ready to write the Maxwell equations. They are

dF = 0, d ∗ F = jE.

They are partial differential equations where the unknowns are the 3 + 3 time-
dependent components of the electric and the magnetic field.

If we would like them to look more symmetric we would need to introduce “mag-
netic monopoles”, namely a compactly supported 3-form for the magnetic charge
density

jB ∈ Ω3c(M)
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and rewrite the equations as

dF = jB, d ∗ F = jE.

Now we let Nt = R3 × {t} be a space-like slice. Then the instantaneous total
electric magnetic charges are respectively∫

Nt

jE and
∫
Nt

jB.

But we prefer to consider the charges as elements in cohomology, namely

QtE = [jE|Nt ] ∈ H3c(Nt)

and
QtB = [jB|Nt ] ∈ H3c(Nt).

Now, quantum mechanics predicts that the charges above are quantized by the
so-called Dirac quantization condition, namely QtE is in the image of the homomor-
phism

H3c(Nt,Z)→ H3c(Nt; R).

We can give a geometric interpretation to this quantization condition. For this
purpose we must introduce the concept of (abelian) gauge field.

Definition 12.1. Let M be a manifold. A U(1)-gauge field on M consists of a line
bundle with a connection on M, to wit

i) A good Leray atlas U = {Ui}i of M.

ii) Smooth transition maps gij : Uij := Ui ∩ Uj −→ U(1). (These are the gluing
maps that define the line bundle).

iii) A collection (Ai)i of 1-forms Ai ∈ Ω1(Ui) that together are referred to as the
field potential.

iv) These forms must satisfy the following equations:

a) gij is a cocycle (i.e. gijgjk = gik on Uijk)

b) dAi = dAj on Uij = Ui ∩Uj.
c) Aj −Ai = −

√
−1g−1

ij dgij.
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v) The 2-form ω = F = dA ∈ Ω2(M) is called the curvature of the connection
A.

It is an immediate consequence of the definition that the Bianchi identity is
satisfied, that is:

dF = 0

and therefore we have a de Rham cohomology class −[F] ∈ H2(M,R).
We can use the fact that gij is a cocycle and consider its Čech cohomology class

[g] ∈ H1(M,U(1)) where U(1) is considered as a sheaf over M. The exponential
sequence of sheaves

0 −→ Z −→ R exp(2πi )→ U(1) −→ 1

immediately implies an isomorphism

H1(M,U(1)) ∼= H2(M,Z)

The class of [g] in H2(M,Z) is called the Chern class c1(L) of L.
It is a theorem of Weil [Wei52] that −[F] is the image of the Chern class c1(L)

under the map H2(M,Z)→ H2(M,R). The Chern class completely determines the
isomorphism type of the line bundle L, but does not determine the isomorphism
class of the connection.

We say that a line bundle with connection is flat if its curvature vanishes. We
have therefore that if a line bundle with connection is flat then its Chern class is a
torsion class.

To solve the Maxwell equations is therefore equivalent to finding a line bundle
with connection that in addition satisfies the field equation d ∗ F = jE. Let us for a
moment consider the equation in the vacuum, namely consider the case of the field
equation of the form d ∗ F = 0. We can write a rather elegant variational problem
that solves the Maxwell equations in the vacuum (we learned this formulation from
Dan Freed). Moreover, we can do so in a manner that exhibits fully the magnetic-
electric duality of the problem. Let A ′ be a second connection so that F ′ = ∗F. The
electromagnetic Lagrangian is

L(A,A ′) =

∫
M

(
1

4
|F|2 +

1

4
|F ′|2

)
dV

Clearly the equations in the vacuum are the Euler-Lagrange equation for L(A,A ′),
namely δL = 0.
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To add charges to the previous Lagrangian we consider a electrically charged
particle whose worldline is a mapping γ from a compact one-dimensional manifold
to M. We consider the charge as an element q ∈ H0(γ,Z) = {q|q : γ −→ Z}. To
identify this with the charge as an element in H3c(M,Z) we us the Gysin map in
cohomology

i! : H
0(γ,Z) −→ H3c(M,Z)

given by the Thom-Pontrjagin collapse map and the Thom isomorphism. We can
write the new Lagrangian that includes charges

L =

∫
M

(
1

4
|B|2 +

1

4
|B ′|2

)
dV + i

∫
γ

1

2
qA

Several remarks are in order.

• We have switched notations. We call B what we used to call F. This is
unfortunate but matches better the rest of the discussion.

• It is no longer true that dB = 0 (that is after all the whole point). In fact B
is no longer a global form.

• Likewise A is not a global form an actually only exp
(
i
∫
γ qA

)
is well defined.

Nevertheless the Lagrangian does define the correct Euler-Lagrange equations.

This situation is no longer a form of a line bundle with a connection. In spite of
this, there is a geometric interpretation of the previous situation. This can be seen
as a motivation for the introduction of the concept of gerbe (cf. [Hit01]). (For more
details on the physics see [FH00, Fre00].)

Definition 12.2. Let M be a manifold. A gerbe with connection on M is given
by the following data:

i) A good Leray atlas U = {Ui}i of M.

ii) Smooth maps gijk : Uijk −→ U(1).

iii) A collection (Aij) of 1-forms Aij ∈ Ω1(Uij).

iv) A collection Bi of 2-forms Bi ∈ Ω2(Ui)

v) These forms must satisfy the following equations:

a) gijk is a cocycle (i.e. gijkg−1
ijl giklg

−1
jkl = 1).
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b) Aij +Ajk −Aik = −
√

−1d log gijk
c) Bj − Bi = dAij

vi) The global 3-form ω = dB ∈ Ω3(M) is called the curvature of the gerbe with
connection (g,A, B).

The class [gijk] ∈ H2(M,U(1)) ∼= H3(M,Z) (where the isomorphism is induced
by the exponential sequence of sheaves) is called the Dixmier-Douady class of the
gerbe and is denoted by dd(g). Just as before the class [ω] ∈ H3(M,R) in de Rham
cohomology is the real image of the Dixmier-Douady class dd(g) ∈ H3(M,Z).

Gerbes on M are classified up to isomorphism by their Dixmier-Douady class
dd(g) ∈ H3(M,Z). This again ignores the connection altogether. In any case we
have the following fact.

Proposition 12.3. An isomorphism class of a gerbe on M is the same as an iso-
morphism class of an infinite-dimensional Hilbert projective bundle on M.

Proof. We will use Kuiper’s theorem that states that the group U(H) of unitary
operators in a Hilbert space H is contractible, and therefore one has

P(C∞) ' K(Z, 2) ' BU(1) ' U(H)/U(1) = PU(H).

This fact immediately implies K(Z, 3) ' BPU(H). Hence the class dd(g) ∈ H3(X,Z) =

[X,K(Z, 3)] = [X,BPU(H)] produces a Hilbert projective bundle E.

¨

In fact more is true. The collection of all gerbes in M form a group under tensor
product since U(1) is abelian (multiplication of the cocycles), and so do the set of
all Hilbert projective bundles. One can prove that these two groups are isomorphic.

A gerbe with connection is said to be flat if its curvature vanishes. Notice the
following consequence of this fact,

Proposition 12.4. A gerbe with connection is flat if and only if dd(g) is a torsion
class in cohomology. This is the case if and only if the projective bundle E is finite
dimensional.

Proof. This is true because of a result of Serre [DK70] valid for any CW-complex
M. It states that if a class α ∈ H3(M,Z) is a torsion element then there exists a
principal bundle Z→M with structure group PU(n) so that when seen as an element
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β ∈ [M,BPU(n)] → [M,BPU] = [M,BBU(1)] = [M,BK(Z, 2)] = [M,K(Z, 3)] =

H3(M,Z) then α = β. In other words, the image of [M,BPU(n)] → H3(M,Z) is
exactly the subgroup of torsion elements that are killed by multiplication by n.

¨

We refer the reader to the paper [CM] for gerbes from the point of view of bundle
gerbes.

12.1.2 Gerbes over Orbifolds

In this section we discuss definitions and result first introduced in [LU04a].

Example 12.1. Let us recast the definition of gerbe over a manifold (M,U), with
Leray groupoid MU. Notice than in this case

• (MU)0 =
∐
iUi

• (MU)1 =
∐

(i,j)Uij

• (MU)2 =
∐

(i,j,k)Uijk

and so on.
To have a gerbe over an orbifold is the same as to have a map g : (MU)2 −→ U(1)

satisfying the cocycle condition. The data defining a gerbe with connection are in
addition forms A ∈ Ω1((MU)1) and B ∈ Ω2((MU)0, satisfying the equations of
definition 12.2

Definition 12.5. A gerbe (with band U(1)) over an orbifold is a pair (G, g) where
G is a groupoid representing the orbifold and g is a 2-cocycle g : G2 → U(1). A gerbe
with connection consists of a 1-form A ∈ Ω1(G1), a 2-form B ∈ Ω2(G0) satisfying:

• t∗B− s∗B = dA and

• π∗1A+ π∗2A− m∗A = −
√

−1g−1dg

The G-invariant 3-form ω = dB ∈ Ω3(G0) is called the curvature of the gerbe with
connection (g,A, B). Here by G-invariant we mean that s∗ω = t∗ω.

The following theorem of [LU04a] describes the basic classification of gerbes over
orbifold (without a connection).
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Theorem 12.6. The following holds.

• Every gerbe on an orbifold has a representative of the form (G, g) where G is
a Leray groupoid.

• We define the characteristic class `(g) of g to be the class in H3(BG,Z) '
H3(G,Z) ' H2(G,U(1)) induced by the Čech cocycle g ∈ C2(G,U(1)). Then
isomorphism classes of gerbes over the orbifold G are in one to one correspon-
dence with H3(BG,Z) via the class `(g).

To classify gerbes with connection (g,A, B) up to isomorphism we need to intro-
duce a new type of cohomology. We define now the so-called Beilinson-Deligne
cohomology of G. We will be expository at this point and refer the reader to
[LU02a, LU06a] for full details.

A G-sheaf is a sheaf over G on which G acts continuously. Let A
p
G denote the

G-sheaf of differential p-forms and ZG the constant Z valued G sheaf with ZG → A0G
the natural inclusion of constant into smooth functions.

Let’s denote by C̆∗(G; U(1)(q)) the total complex

C̆0(G; U(1)(q))
δ−d // C̆1(G; U(1)(q))

δ+d // C̆2(G; U(1)(q))
δ−d // · · ·

induced by the double complex

...
...

...

Γ(G2,U(1)G)

δ

OO

−
√

−1d log // Γ(G2,A
1
G)

d //

δ

OO

· · · d// Γ(G2,A
q−1
G )

δ

OO

Γ(G1,U(1)G)

δ

OO

−
√

−1d log // Γ(G1,A
1
G)

d //

δ

OO

· · · d// Γ(G1,A
q−1
G )

δ

OO

Γ(G0,U(1)G)

δ

OO

−
√

−1d log // Γ(G0,A
1
G)

d //

δ

OO

· · · d// Γ(G0,A
q−1
G )

δ

OO

(45)

with (δ + (−1)id) as coboundary operator, where the δ’s are the maps induced by
the simplicial structure of the nerve of the category G and Γ(Gi,A

j
G) stands for

the global sections of the sheaf that induces A
j
G over Gi (see [LU06a]). Then the

Beilinson-Deligne cohomology is defined as as follows:

Hn(G,Z(q)) ∼= Hn−1(G,U(1)(q)) := Hn−1C̆(G; U(1)(q)).
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It is proved in [LU02a] that Hn(G,Z(q)) only depends on the orbifold and not
on the particular groupoid used to represent it, therefore we write Hn(X,Z(q)) :=

Hn(G,Z(q)) . In the same paper the notation Hn(G,Z(q)) (given by a refined version
of the exponential sequence of sheaves for complexes of sheaves) is explained.

We have the following.

Proposition 12.7. For G a Leray description of a smooth étale groupoid, a gerbe
with connection is a 2-cocycle of the complex C̆(G,U(1)(3)), that is, a triple (h,A, B)

with B ∈ Γ(G0,A2G), A ∈ Γ(G1,A1G) and h ∈ Γ(G2,U(1)G) that satisfies δB = dA,
δA = −

√
−1d logh and δh = 1.

Definition 12.8. An n-gerbe with connective structure over G is an (n+1)-cocycle
of C̆n+1(G,U(1)(n+ 2)). Their isomorphism classes are classified by

Hn+1(G,U(1)(n+ 2)) = Hn+2(G,Z(n+ 2)).

The following theorems were proved in [LU02a, LU06a].

Proposition 12.9.

Hp(G,Z(n)) ∼= Hp−1(G,U(1)(n)) =

{
Hp−1(G,U(1)) = Hp(G,Z) for p > n

Hp−1(G,U(1)) for p < n

where U(1) stands for the sheaf of U(1) valued functions.

We have argued in [LU02a] that a B-field in the physics terminology for type II
orbifold superstring theories is the same as a gerbe with connection on the orbifold.

The following theorem generalizes a result of Brylinski that he proved in the case
of a smooth manifold M [Bry93].

Theorem 12.10. We have the following classifications.

• The group of isomorphism classes of line orbibundles with connection on G is
isomorphic to H2(M,Z(2)).

• The group of isomorphism classes of gerbes with connection on G is isomorphic
to H3(M,Z(3)).

Remark 12.11. It is quite interesting to point out that if [g,A, B] is the BD-class of
(g,A, B) then ω = dB is completely determined by [g,A, B]. We call the 3-from ω

the curvature of the class [g,A, B]. An analogous definition can be made for n-gerbes
yielding a (n+ 2)-form ω.
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A discrete torsion on an orbifold X = [M/G] is a 2-cocycle θ : G×G→ U(1) in
the bar group cohomology complex of G [VW95] (cf. [Sha02]).

Proposition 12.12. [LU02a] For a global orbifold [M/G] the map θ 7→ (θ, 0, 0)

injects the group of discrete torsions of an orbifold into the group of flat gerbes
(=flat B-fields). In fact the induced map in cohomology H3(G,Z) −→ H3(X,Z(3))

is injective.

Remark 12.13. Let us remark that the gerbes coming from discrete torsion do not
amount to all the flat gerbes. Consider the case in which G = {1} and H2(M,U(1)) 6=
0, then there is no discrete torsion but there are non trivial flat gerbes.

12.1.3 Holonomy

To warm up consider a line bundle with connection (L, g,A) over a manifold (M,U).
Classically the holonomy of (L, g,A) determines for every path γ : [0, T ] −→ M a
linear mapping

hol(L,g,A)(γ) : Lγ(0) −→ Lγ(T)

that composes well with path concatenation. On a chart γ : [0, T ] −→ V ∈ Rn of M
where L = V × C we can write such a map simply as an element in U(1) by

hol(L,g,A)(γ) = exp
(
2πi

∫
γ
A

)
.

This formula is enough to completely define the holonomy for manifolds in general
in view of the following.

Proposition 12.14. Let S0(M) be the 0-th Segal category of M having

• Objects: The points m ∈M.

• Arrows: Paths γ : [0, T ] −→ M with composition given by concatenation of
paths.

Then the holonomy of a line bundle with connection defines a functor

hol(g,A) : S0(M)→ Vector Spaces1(C)

from S0(M) to the category of 1-dimensional vector spaces with linear isomorphisms.
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Notice that we can restrict our attention to the closed paths (automorphisms of
S0(M)) to obtain a function on the loop space LM of M

hol◦(g,A) : LM→ U(1)

We consider this function as an element hol◦(g,A) ∈ H0(LM,U(1)).

Definition 12.15. The transgression map H2(M; Z)→ H1(LM; Z) is defined as the
following composition. Let

S1 × LM −→M

be the evaluation map sending (z, γ) 7→ γ(z). We can use this map together with
the Künneth theorem and the fact that H1(S1; Z) = Z to get

H2(M; Z)→ H2(S1 × LM; Z) ∼= H2(LM; Z)⊕ (H1(LM; Z)⊗H1(S1; Z))

∼=→ H2(LM; Z)⊕H1(LM; Z)→ H1(LM; Z) ∼= H0(LM; U(1))

(where the next to last map is projection into the second component, and the last
is induced by the exponential sequence).

Proposition 12.16. The element hol◦(g,A) ∈ H0(LM,U(1)) is the image of c1(g) ∈
H2(M,Z) under the transgression map.

This implies that hol◦(g,A) depends only on the Chern class (namely on the iso-
morphism class of (L, g) and not on the specific connection A. So the functor hol(g,A)

contains more information that hol◦(g,A).

Example 12.2. Suppose thatω = dA = 0, so the line bundle L is flat. Then c1(g) is a
torsion class. In this case the holonomy induces a homomorphism ρ : π1(M) −→ U(1)

that determines the functor hol(g,A) up to natural transformation.

Let us consider consider the holonomy as a map

holZ(g,A) : Z1(M) −→ U(1),

where Z1(M) are the closed smooth 1-chains on M. We define χ to be

χ := −

√
−1

2π
log holZ.

If we consider the curvature of L as a 2-form ω on M we have obtained a pair (χ,ω)

with
χ : Z1(M) −→ R/Z
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and
χ(∂c) =

∫
c
ω mod Z

whenever c is a smooth 2-chain (the pair (χ,ω) is called a differential character).
Following Cheeger-Simons [CS85] we will denote by Ĥ2cs(M) the group of such

differential characters of M.
If we substitute the line bundle by a (q−2)-gerbe with connection. The holonomy

becomes now a homomorphism Zq−1(M) → U(1), then we can define in general
Ĥ
q
cs(M).

The following theorem [Bry93, BCM+02] relates the CS-cohomology to the BD-
cohomology of a manifold M:

Theorem 12.17.
Hq(M; Z(q)) ∼= Ĥqcs(M).

Actually the holonomy of a gerbe can also be seen as a functor.

Theorem 12.18. Let S1(M) be the 1-st Segal category of M having

• Objects: Maps γ : S1
∐
. . .
∐
S1 −→M.

• Arrows: Maps Σ : F −→ M from 2-dimensional compact manifolds F to M
forming cobordisms between two objects, with composition given by concatena-
tion of surfaces.

Then the holonomy of a gerbe with connection (g,A, B) defines a functor

hol(g,A,B) : S1(M)→ Vector Spaces1(C)

from S1(M) to the category of 1-dimensional vector spaces with linear isomorphisms.
Such a functor is called a string connection.

For instance, in the picture below we have four maps γi : S1 →M (i = 1, 2) and
a map Σ : F → M from a 2-dimensional manifold F into M. Such a configuration
would produce a linear isomorphism

hol(g,A,B)(Σ) : Lγ1 ⊗ Lγ2 −→ Lγ3 ⊗ Lγ4 .

Where L is a line bundle on LM defined by the functor. The reader may imagine
that these are two strings evolving and interacting in M if she prefers to do so.
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Now consider in general an orbifold X. We will describe now the results of
[LU02b, LU06a, LU06b, LU] that refine the previous results to the case of orbifolds.

Recall that we have defined an infinite dimensional orbifold, the loop orbifold LX

associated to X by giving an explicit groupoid representation of it that we call the
loop groupoid. Let Γ be a finite group.

As we have studied before an orbifold loop on X = [M/G] will consist of a map
φ : Q → M of a Γ -principal bundle Q over the circle S1 together with a homomor-
phism φ# : Γ → G such that φ is φ#-equivariant. Let us denote this space of orbifold
loops (φ,φ#) by L[M/G]. It has a natural action of the group G as follows. For
h ∈ G let ψ := φ·h where ψ(x) := φ(x)h and ψ#(τ) = h−1φ#(τ)h, then ψ : Q→M

and is ψ# equivariant. We have called the (infinite dimensional) orbifold given by
the groupoid LX the loop orbifold in section 7.2.

We need to consider the equivalent definition for a morphism from a Riemann
surface with boundary to the orbifold [M/Γ ]. This will consist of a map Φ : P →
M of a Γ -principal bundle P over an oriented Riemann surface Σ (Γ finite) and a
homomorphism Φ# : Γ → G such that Φ is Φ#-equivariant. Note that there is a
natural action of the group G on Φ. It is defined in the same way as for the loop
orbifold.

To define string connections in the case of orbifolds we must deal in one way
or the other with 2-categories. Roughly speaking we define S1(X) as a 2-category
where the objects are orbifold loops (φ,φ#), the arrows are orbifold surface maps
as above. Then the boundary ∂P of P will consist of p incoming orbifold loops
γi : Qi →M 1 ≤ i ≤ p with the induced orientation, and q outgoing ones γj : Qj →
M, p+1 ≤ j ≤ p+q with the opposite orientation so that ∂P =

⊔
iQit

⊔
jQj. Here

the Qi’s and the Qj’s are Γ -principal bundles over the circle. The 2-morphism of the
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2-category are given by the natural action of G on the orbifold surface maps. We
will define an orbifold string connection for X = [M/G] to be a 2-functor S1(X) −→
Vector Spaces1(C), namely a G-equivariant ordinary functor.

In [LU06a] we prove the following refined version of the transgression (for a
general orbifold G).

Theorem 12.19. There is a natural holonomy homomorphism

τ2 : C̆2(G,U(1)(3)) −→ C̆1(LG,U(1)(2))

from the group of gerbes with connection over the orbifold G to the group of line bun-
dles with connection over the loop groupoid. Moreover this holonomy map commutes
with the coboundary operator and therefore induces a map in orbifold Beilinson-
Deligne cohomology

H3(G; Z(3)) −→ H2(G; Z(2)).

In fact we give a proof for the corresponding statement in n-gerbes. So given a
gerbe L = (g,A, B) we obtain a line orbibundle E over the loop orbifold LX.

We remind the reader of two basic facts

Definition 12.20. The inertia groupoid I(G) is defined by:

• Objects I(G)0: Elements v ∈ G1 such that s(v) = t(v).

• Morphisms I(G)1: For v,w ∈ I(G)0 an arrow v
α→ w is an element α ∈ G1 such

that v · α = α ·w
◦v 99

α ** ◦ w−1
yy

α−1
jj

Theorem 12.21. The fixed suborbifold of LG under the natural S1-action (rotating
the loops) is

I(G) = (LG)S
1

The following definition is due to Ruan [Rua02a, PRY08, Rua03]. He used this
definition to obtain a twisted version of the Chen-Ruan cohomology [CR04b] that
has revived the interest in the theory of orbifolds in the last few years.

Definition 12.22. An inner local system is a flat line bundle L over the inertia
groupoid I(G) such that:

• L is trivial once restricted to e(G0) ⊂ I(G)1 (i.e. L|e(G0) = 1) and
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• i∗L = L−1 where i : I(G)→ I(G) is the inverse map (i.e. (i(v, α) = (α−1vα, α−1)).

Theorem 12.23. The restriction of the holonomy of a gerbe with connection over
I(G) (that is a line bundle with connection over LG) is an inner local system on I(G).

In the case in which we have a Lie group acting with finite stabilizers these
line bundles are the coefficients Freed-Hopkins-Teleman [FHT08] used to twist the
cohomology of the twisted sectors in order to get a Chern character isomorphism
with the twisted K-theory of the orbifold. We have used gerbes in [LU04a] to obtain
twisted versions of K-theory that act as recipients of the charges of D-branes in
string theory [Wit01] generalizing the work of Adem and Ruan [AR03].

Returning to the subject of string connections we have the following result.

Theorem 12.24. Take a global gerbe ξ with connection over X = [M/G] and let E
be the line bundle with connection induced by it via transgression. Then ξ permits
to define a string connection hol extending the line bundle E of the loop groupoid
LX.

The analogous result for a general orbifold is more subtle and we refer the reader
to [LU] for details. There we use this theorem to generalize the results of Freed and
Witten [FW99] on anomaly cancellation in string theory to the orbifold case.

To conclude let us mention that building on an idea of Hopkins and Singer [HS05]
we have defined orbifold Chern-Simons cohomology. The main difficulty here is to
make sense of what an orbifold differential character should be [LU06b]. We make
a definition in such a way that we can prove the following result (see [LU06b])

Theorem 12.25. The orbifold Beilinson-Deligne cohomology and the orbifold Cheeger-
Simons cohomology are canonically isomorphic.

12.2 Discrete Torsion

12.2.1 Geometric Interpretation of Discrete Torsion

Recall that a discrete torsion α can be interpreted as a flat gerbe on BG := [•/G]

by Proposition 12.12. Let us consider the meaning of theorem 12.18 for the orbifold
X = BG = [•/G] taking the place of M.

Observe that a map Σ : F → BG is the same as a pair of a principal G-bundle
P over F together with an equivariant map P → • (cf. Example 7.18). We can of
course forget the map P → • and we lose nothing.
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Therefore the 1-st Segal category S1(BG) of BG is the category 2CobG whose
objects are circles provided with a principal G-bundles and whose morphisms are
surfaces F together with a principal G-bundle on them (cf. Definition 8.1.)

From Theorem 12.18 and Proposition 12.12 we conclude that for every α we
obtain a holonomy functor:

holα : S1(BG) = 2CobG → Vector Spaces1(C).

To wit, this gives us a G-TQFT for every α. Invoking the fact that it is the same
to have a G-TQFT as it is to have a G-Frobenius algebra this procedure produces a
G-Frobenius algebra for every α.

All this can be translated to pure algebra and we do so in the next paragraphs.

12.2.2 Algebraic Interpretation of Discrete Torsion

Discrete torsion can be interpreted as be a normalized co-cycle α : G × G −→ C∗
with values in C∗. This means that for all triples in G we have

δα(g, h, k) =
α(h, k)α(g, hk)

α(g, h)α(gh, k)
= 1 ,

which is equivalent to

α(h, k)α(g, hk) = α(g, h)α(gh, k) ,

and moreover that
α(g, 1) = 1 = α(1, g) .

Define the G-Frobenius algebra Cα[G] =
⊕
g∈GCg of elements in C labeled by

elements in G, with the following structural operations on generators

• Product
mα(g, h) = g ·α h := α(g, h)gh

• Coproduct

∆α(h) =
∑
k∈G

α(gk, k−1)−1gk⊗ k−1

=
∑
k∈G

α(k, k−1g)−1k⊗ k−1g
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• Automorphism ρα : G −→ Aut(Cα[G]) which is generated by

ραg(h) =
α(g, h)

α(ghg−1, g)
ghg−1

for any g, h ∈ G.

Proposition 12.26. Let α : G × G → C∗ be a normalized cocycle. Then the
vector space Cα[G] endowed with the structural operations mα, ∆α, ρα becomes a
G-Frobenius algebra.

Proof. • Associativity:

g ·α (h ·α k) = α(h, k)g ·α hk= α(h, k)α(g, hk)ghk

(g ·α h) ·α k = α(g, h)gh ·α k= α(g, h)α(gh, k)ghk

• Coassociativity: on the one side we have

(1⊗ ∆α)∆α(g) = (1⊗ ∆α)
∑
k∈G

α(gk, k−1)gk⊗ k−1

=
∑
k,l∈G

α(gk, k−1)−1α(k−1l, l−1)−1gk⊗ k−1 ⊗ l−1

=
∑
k,l∈G

α(gk−1, k)−1α(kl, l−1)−1gk−1 ⊗ kl⊗ l−1

=
∑
k,l∈G

α(k−1, kg)−1α(kgl, l−1)−1k−1 ⊗ kgl⊗ l−1

and on the other we have

(∆α ⊗ 1)∆α(g) = (∆α ⊗ 1)
∑
k∈G

α(gl, l−1)gl⊗ l−1

=
∑
k,l∈G

α(gl, l−1)−1α(k−1, kgl)−1k−1 ⊗ kgl⊗ l−1.

Since δα(k−1, kgl, l−1) = 1 we therefore we have

α(kgl, l−1)α(k−1, kg) = α(k−1, kgl)α(gl, l−1).

The coassociativity follows.

• Unit
g ·α 1 = α(g, 1)g = g = α(1, g)g = 1 ·α g
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• Counit

(ϕ⊗ 1)∆α(g) =
∑
k∈G

α(gk, k−1)ϕ(gk)k−1 = α(1, g)g = g

(1⊗ϕ)∆α(g) =
∑
k∈G

α(k−1, kg)ϕ(kg)k−1 = α(g, 1)g = g

• Frobenius identities

∆α(g ·α h) =
∑
k∈G

α(g, h)α(ghk, k−1)−1ghk⊗ k−1

(mα ⊗ 1) ◦ (1⊗ ∆α)(g⊗ h) =
∑
k∈G

α(hk, k−1)−1α(g, hk)ghk⊗ k−1

and δα(g, hk, k−1) = 1 then

α(hk, k−1)α(g, h) = α(g, hk)α(ghk, k−1)

(1⊗mα) ◦ (∆α ⊗ 1)(g⊗ h) =
∑
k∈G

α(gk, k−1)−1α(k−1, h)gk⊗ k−1h

=
∑
k∈G

α(ghk, k−1h−1)−1α(k−1h−1, h)ghk⊗ k−1

and δα(ghk, k−1h−1, h) = 1 then

α(k−1h−1, h)α(ghk, k−1) = α(ghk, k−1h−1)α(g, h)

• Twisted commutattivity of the product :

g ·α h = α(g, h)gh =
α(g, h)

α(ghg−1, g)
(ghg−1 ·α g) = ρg(h) ·α g

• The map ρα being a homomorphism: we have on the one hand

ραk (ραg(h)) =
α(g, h)

α(ghg−1, g)
ραk (ghg−1) =

α(g, h)

α(ghg−1, g)

α(k, ghg−1)

α(kghg−1k−1, k)
kghg−1k−1

and on the other

ραkg(h) =
α(kg, h)

α(kghg−1k−1, kg)
kghg−1k−1.
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Now, note that

α(g, h)

α(ghg−1, g)

α(k, ghg−1)

α(kghg−1k−1, k)

α(kghg−1k−1, kg

α(kg, h)

= δα(k, g, h)
α(k, g)

α(k, gh)
(δα(k, ghg−1, g))−1 α(k, gh)

α(kghg−1, g)
δα(kghg−1k−1, k, g)

α(kghg−1, g)

α(k, g)

= 1

• The map ρα being an algebra map: on the one hand we have

ραk (g ·α h) = α(g, h)ραk (gh) = α(g, h)
α(k, gh)

α(kghk−1, k)
kghk−1

and on the other

ραk (g) ·α ραk (h) = α(kgk−1, khk−1)
α(k, g)

α(kgk−1, k)

α(k, h)

α(khk−1, k)
kghk−1.

A simple calculation shows that

α(g, h)

α(kgk−1, khk−1)

α(k, gh)

α(kghk−1, k)

α(kgk−1, k)

α(k, g)

α(khk−1, k)

α(k, h)

= δα(k, g, h) · (δα(kgk−1, k, h))−1 · δα(kgk−1, khk−1, k)

= 1

• Torus axiom: we have to prove

mα ◦ (ρh ⊗ 1)(∆α(1)|Ag⊗Ag−1
) = mα ◦ (1⊗ ρg)(∆α(1)|Ah⊗Ah−1

)

On the one hand we get

mα ◦ (ρh ⊗ 1)(∆α(1)|Ag⊗Ag−1
)

= mα ◦ (ρh ⊗ 1)
(
α(g, g−1)−1g⊗ g−1

)
= mα

(
α(g, g−1)−1 α(h, g)

α(hgh−1, h)
hgh−1 ⊗ g−1

)
=
α(hgh−1, g−1)

α(g, g−1)

α(h, g)

α(hgh−1, h)
[h, g]
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and on the other

mα ◦ (1⊗ ρg)(∆α(1)|Ah⊗Ah−1
)

= mα ◦ (1⊗ ρg)
(
α(h, h−1)−1h⊗ h−1

)
= mα

(
α(h, h−1)−1 α(g, h−1)

α(gh−1g−1, g))
h⊗ gh−1g−1

)
=
α(h, gh−1g−1)

α(h, h−1)

α(g, h−1)

α(gh−1g−1, g)
[h, g]

since we have the identity

α(hgh−1, g−1)

α(g, g−1)

α(h, g)

α(hgh−1, h)

α(h, h−1)

α(h, gh−1g−1)

α(gh−1g−1, g)

α(g, h−1)

=
δα(hg, h−1, h)

δα(gh−1, g−1, g)δα(h, gh−1, g−1)δα(h, g, h−1)

= 1

it follows that the torus axiom is satisfied.

¨

12.2.3 The Tensor Product of nearly G-Frobenius Algebras

Given two G-nearly Frobenius algebras
(
A, α, ∆A

)
and

(
B, β, ∆B

)
we can define a

new G-nearly Frobenius algebra
(
C, γ, ∆

)
by

C = ⊕g∈GCg

where Cg = Ag ⊗Bg for all g ∈ G.
The homomorphism γ : G→ Aut(C) is defined by

γg = αg ⊗ βg : Ch = Ah ⊗Bh → Aghg−1 ⊗Bghg−1 = Cghg−1

xh ⊗ yh 7→ αg(xh)⊗ βg(yh)
for all g ∈ G.

The coproduct ∆g,h : Cgh → Cg ⊗ Ch is defined by

∆g,h =
(
1⊗ τ⊗ 1

)
◦
(
∆A
g,h ⊗ ∆B

g,h

)
.

These structural maps satisfy the next conditions:
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1. γg|Cg = IdCg .

γg|Cg =
(
αg ⊗ βg

)
|Ag⊗Bg = αg|Ag ⊗ βg|Bg = IdAg ⊗ IdBg = IdCg .

2. The product is twisted commutative, i.e. uv = γg(v)u, for all u ∈ Cg and
v ∈ Ch.

Let u = x1 ⊗ y1 ∈ Cg = Ag ⊗Bg and v = x2 ⊗ y2 ∈ Ch = Ah ⊗Bh:

uv =
(
x1 ⊗ y1

)(
x2 ⊗ y2

)
= x1x2 ⊗ y1y2

= αg
(
x2
)
x1 ⊗ βg

(
y2
)
y1 =

(
αg(x2)⊗ βg(y2)

)(
x1 ⊗ y1

)
= γg

(
x2 ⊗ y2

)(
x1 ⊗ y1

)
= γg(v)u.

3. The family of coproducts verify that the diagrams

Cg ⊗ Chk
mg,hk //

1⊗∆h,k
��

Cghk

∆gh,k
��

Cg ⊗ Ch ⊗ Ck
mg,h⊗1

// Cgh ⊗ Ck

Cgh ⊗ Ck
mgh,k //

∆g,h⊗1
��

Cghk

∆g,hk
��

Cg ⊗ Ch ⊗ Ck
1⊗mh,k

// Cg ⊗ Chk

commute.

Remember that the coproducts ∆A and ∆B verify this property.

∆gh,k ◦mg,hk
((
xg ⊗ yg

)
⊗
(
xhk ⊗ yhk

))
= ∆gh,k

(
xgxhk ⊗ ygyhk

)
=
(
1⊗ τ⊗ 1

) (
∆A
gh,k

(
xgxhk

)
⊗ ∆B

gh,k

(
ygyhk

))
=
(
1⊗ τ⊗ 1

) ((
mA
g,h ⊗ 1

)(
xg ⊗ ∆A

h,k

(
xhk
))
⊗
(
mB
g,h ⊗ 1

)(
yg ⊗ ∆B

h,k

(
yhk
)))

=
(
1⊗ τ⊗ 1

)(
mA
g,h ⊗ 1⊗mB

g,h ⊗ 1
) (
xg ⊗ ∆A

h,k

(
xhk
)
⊗ yg ⊗ ∆B

h,k

(
yhk
))

=
(
mA
g,h ⊗mB

g,h ⊗ 1⊗ 1
)
◦ (1⊗ τ⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1

) (
xg ⊗ yg ⊗ ∆h,k

(
xhk ⊗ yhk

))
=
(
mg,h ⊗ 1

)
◦
(
1⊗ ∆h,k

) ((
xg ⊗ yg

)
⊗
(
xhk ⊗ yhk

))
The other case is similar.

4. The last condition is that the diagram

C u //

u

��

Ce
∆
h,h−1 // Ch ⊗ Ch−1

1⊗γg // Ch ⊗ Cgh−1g−1

m
h,gh−1g−1

��
Ce ∆

g,g−1

// Cg ⊗ Cg−1
γh⊗1

// Chgh−1 ⊗ Cg−1
m
hgh−1,g−1

// Chgh−1g−1

281



commutes.

1
� u // 1A ⊗ 1B

�∆h,h−1 // 1A,h
1 ⊗ 1B,h

1 ⊗ 1A,h
2 ⊗ 1B,h

2
� 1⊗γg //

1A,h
1 ⊗ 1B,h

1 ⊗ αg
(
1A,h
2

)
⊗ βg

(
1B,h
2

) � mh,gh−1g−1
// 1A,h
1 αg

(
1A,h
2

)
⊗ 1B,h

1 βg
(
1B,h
2

)
,

on the other hand

1
� u // 1A ⊗ 1B

�∆g,g−1
// 1A,g
1 ⊗ 1B,g

1 ⊗ 1A,g
2 ⊗ 1B,g

2
� γh⊗1 //

αh
(
1

A,g
1

)
⊗ βh

(
1

B,g
1

)
⊗ 1A,g

2 ⊗ 1B,g
2

� mhgh−1,g−1
// αh
(
1

A,g
1

)
1

A,g
2 ⊗ βh

(
1

B,g
1

)
1

B,g
2

,

using that ∆A
g,h and ∆B

g,h satisfy this property we have that

1A,h
1 αg

(
1A,h
2

)
= αh

(
1

A,g
1

)
1

A,g
2

and
1B,h
1 βg

(
1B,h
2

)
= βh

(
1

B,g
1

)
1

B,g
2 .

Then the diagram commutes.

12.2.4 Twisting G-TQFTs by Discrete Torsion

To end this chapter we merely point out that given a nearly Frobenius algebra A and
a discrete torsion α : G × G −→ C∗ we can define the α-twisted Frobenius algebra
Aα by using the definition of the previous paragraph:

Aα := A⊗ Cα[G].

This procedure allows us to twist any G-TQFT+ by a discrete torsion α.
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13 Symmetric Products

The (naive) symmetric product of a space X is often defined as the topological space

Xn/Sn := X× · · · × X/Sn.

We find that it is better to study instead the orbispace

[Xn/Sn] := [X× · · · × X/Sn].

and we call it the symmetric product of X.
In this chapter we study the basic properties of the string topology of the sym-

metric product [Xn/Sn], and also we give a description of the Virtual cohomology
and of the Chen-Ruan cohomology associated to it.

13.1 Poincaré Polynomials

Let X be a topological space, we will denote by φ(X, y) its Poincaré polynomial

φ(X, y) =
∑
i

bi(X)yi

where bi(X) is the i-th Betti number of X.
Macdonald [Mac62] proved the formula:

∞∑
n=0

φ(Xn/Sn, y)q
n =

∏
i

(
1+ qy2i+1

)b2i+1(X)∏
i (1− qy2i)

b2i(X)
.

Setting the variable y = −1 we get the famous formula for the Euler characteristic
of the symmetric product:

∞∑
n=0

χ(Xn/Sn)qn = (1− q)−χ(X) .

The previous formulæ are valid for topological spaces whose cohomologyHi(X,R)

is finitely generated for each i ≥ 0, and there is no restriction on the homological
dimension of X.
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13.1.1 Equivariant Euler Characteristic

There is a similar formula associated to the equivariant Euler characteristic χSn of
the symmetric product, which is defined using the Sn-equivariant K-theory of Xn

by the following expression,

χSn(Xn) := Rank K0Sn(Xn) − Rank K1Sn(Xn)

and can also be calculated using generating functions by the following formula

∞∑
n=0

χSn(Xn)qn =
∏
j>0

(
1− qj

)−χ(X)
. (47)

This last equation is obtained by using a formula due to Segal [Seg68b] that
allows to calculate the torsion free part of K∗G(Y) (where G acts on Y and G is a
finite group) by localizing on the prime ideals of R(G), the representation ring of G;
namely

K∗G(Y)⊗ C ∼=
⊕
(g)

K∗(Yg)C(g) ⊗ C

where (g) runs over the conjugacy classes of elements in G, Yg are the fixed point
loci of g and C(g) is the centralizer of g in G.

For the symmetric group Sn, its conjugacy classes are in one-to-one correspon-
dence with partitions of n. Given τ ∈ Sn we will write

∑
j jnj = n to denote the

partition corresponding to its cojugacy class. Here nj stands for the number of
cycles of size j that appear in the τ. Then we have that the fixed point set (Xn)τ

is isomorphic to X
∑
j nj and C(τ) ∼=

∏
jSnj n (Z/j)nj . As the cylic groups Z/j act

trivially in K∗(X
∑
j nj) the following decomposition holds

K∗Sn(Xn)⊗ C ∼=
⊕
(τ)

K∗((Xn)τ)C(τ) ⊗ C ∼=
⊕

∑
jnj=n

⊗jK∗(Xnj)Snj ⊗ C.

Since the equivariant Euler characteristic can also be obtained via the Orbifold
Cohomology, we postpone the proof of Formula (47) to the following section.

13.1.2 Orbifold Cohomology

For an orbifold [Y/G] its orbifold cohomology is H∗orb([Y/G]) := H∗(Y,G)G, and there-
fore H∗orb([Y/G]) ∼= ⊕(g)H

∗(Yg)C(g) where (g) runs over the conjugacy classes and
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C(g) is the centralizer of g in G. By the chern character isomorphism we have then
K∗G(Y)⊗ C ∼= H∗orb([Y/G]).

We can define the Poincaré orbifold polynomial φorb([Y/G], y) =
∑
biorb([Y/G])yi

where the orbifold Betti number biorb([Y/G]) is the rank of Hiorb([Y/G])).
For the symmetric product we get that

H∗orb([X
n/Sn]) ∼=

⊕
∑
jnj=n

⊗
j

H∗(Xnj)Snj (48)

and calculating the orbifold Poincaré polynomial one gets

∞∑
n=0

φorb([X
n/Sn], y)qn =

∞∑
n=0

qn

 ∑
∑
jnj=n

∏
j

φ(Xnj/Snj , y)

 (49)

=

∞∑
n=0

 ∑
∑
jnj=n

∏
j

φ(Xnj/Snj , y)(q
j)nj

 (50)

=
∏
j>0

( ∞∑
n=0

φ(Xn/Sn, y)q
jn

)
(51)

=
∏
j>0

∏
i(1+ qjy2i+1)b

2i+1(X)∏
i(1− qjy2i)b

2i(X)
(52)

that when y = −1, yields the formula (47) for the equivariant Euler characteristic.
Again, for the previous formulæ to be valid one only needs that the cohomology

of X is finitely generated at each degree.

13.1.3 Loop Orbifold of the Symmetric Product

For an orbifold [Y/G] the loop orbifold L[Y/G] has been defined in [LU02b, LUX08]
and for the case of a global quotient it has a very simple description: L[Y/G] =

[PGY/G] where PGY = tg∈GPgY × {g} with PgY = {f : [0, 1] → Y|f(0)g = f(1)} and
the G action is given by

G× tg∈GPgY × {g} → tg∈GPgY × {g}

(h, (f, g)) 7→ (f · h, h−1gh)

with f·h(t) := f(t)h. The loop orbifold has another presentation (Morita equivalent)
given by

L[Y/G] ∼=
⊔
(g)

[PgY/C(g)]
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where C(g) acts on PgY in the natural way. It is a theorem proved in [LUX08]
that BL[Y/G] ' LB[Y/G], i.e. the geometrical realization of the loop orbifold is
homotopically equivalent to the free loop space of the geometrical realization of the
orbifold, which in terms of the Borel construction states:⊔

(g)

(
PgY ×C(g) EC(g)

)
' Maps(S1, Y ×G EG).

For the case of the symmetric product, one gets

L[Xn/Sn] ∼=
⊔
(τ)

[PτX
n/C(τ)].

But there is a better presentation of this orbifold, namely, .

Lemma 13.1. The orbifold [PτX
n/C(τ)] is isomorphic to

∏
j[(LX)nj/Snjn(Z/j)nj ]

where the action of Z/j is given by rotation by the angles 2πk/j on LX, the free loop
space of X.

Proof. When (τ) is represented by the product τ11 . . . τ
n1
1 τ

1
2 . . . τ

n2
2 . . . of disjoint

cycles, with τij the i-th cycle of size j, and
∑
jnj = n, then

PτX
n ∼=
∏
j

nj∏
i=1

Pτij
Xj ∼=

∏
j

(PσjX
j)nj

where σj is the cycle (1, 2, . . . , j). Now, the space PσjX
j consists of j-tuples f =

(f1, . . . , fj) of paths fi : [0, 1] → X such that f(0)σj = f(1), i.e. fi(0) = fσj(i)(1),
which imply that the paths fi could be concatenated into a loop f̃ which belongs to
LX. The map PσjX

j → LX, f 7→ f̃ is clearly a homeomorphism.
We have then,

[PτX
n/C(τ)] ∼=

∏
j

[(PσjX
j)nj/Snj n (Z/j)nj ] ∼=

∏
j

[(LX)nj/Snj n (Z/j)nj ]

where the action of Z/j on an element f = (f1, . . . , fj) ∈ PσjX
j is generated by the

action of σj, namely f ·σj = (fj, f1, . . . , fj−1). As fj(0) = f1(1), then the cyclic action
rotates the loop f̃ by an angle of 2π/j.

¨
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Since the action of Z/j in LX factors through the rotation action of the circle S1

in LX, then the action of the group Z/j is trivial in H∗(LX), therefore

Corollary 13.2.

H∗orb(L[Xn/Sn]) ∼=
⊕
(τ)

H∗(PτX
n)C(τ) ∼=

⊕
∑
jnj=n

∏
j

H∗((LX)nj)
Snj

At this point we can see some similarities between the loop orbifold of the sym-
metric product of X, and the inertia orbifold of the symmetric product of LX, namely
that their rational cohomologies agree even though the orbifolds cannot be isomor-
phic

Proposition 13.3. The orbifolds L[Xn/Sn] and I[(LX)n/Sn] cannot be naturally
isomorphic unless n = 1, but their cohomologies with real coefficients agree.

Proof. By formula (48) we have

H∗orb([(LX)n/Sn]) ∼=
⊕

∑
jnj=n

∏
j

H∗((LX)nj)
Snj

which is isomorphic by the previous corollary to H∗(L[Xn/Sn]).
But the orbifolds L[Xn/Sn] and I[(LX)n/Sn] cannot be naturally isomorphic

because the actions of the cyclic groups Z/j are different. On the one hand, for
L[Xn/Sn], we just argued that the action of the cyclic groups are by rotation on LX

(coming from the action of σj into PσjX
j), and on the other, for I[(LX)n/Sn], the

action of the cyclic groups are trivial, because the copies of LX come from the fixed
point loci of the group action generated by the cycle σj into (LX)j. Therefore on the
one hand one has the orbifold [LX/(Z/j)] with the rotation action, and in the other
one has the orbifold [LX/(Z/j)] with the trivial action. These orbifolds cannot be
naturally isomorphic. In the case that n = 1 both orbifolds are the same.

Let us see the case when X = S1 and n = 2. Then L[(S1)2/S2] = [(LS1)2/S2] t
[LS1/(Z/2)] where the action of Z/2 in the second component is by rotation, and
I[(LS1)2/S2] = [(LS1)2/S2] t [LS1/Z/2] where the action of Z/2 is the trivial one.
As LS1 ' Z × S1 it is easy to see that in the first case the geometrical realization
of [LS1/(Z/2)] is homotopically equivalent to (Z× S1)t (Z× S1 ×RP∞) and in the
second case is just Z× S1 × RP∞.

¨

Using the previous result and formula (49), we get
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Corollary 13.4. Let X be such that Hi(LX; R) is finitely generated. Then

∞∑
n=0

φ(L[Xn/Sn], y)qn =
∏
j>0

∏
i(1+ qjy2i+1)b

2i+1(LX)∏
i(1− qjy2i)b

2i(LX)

where bi(LX) is the i-th Betti number of LX. And via the chern character map we
get

K∗Sn((LX)n)⊗ C ∼= H∗(L[Xn/Sn]).

Remark 13.5. The fact that the cohomologies of I[LXn/Sn] and L[Xn/Sn] agree is
a feature of the symmetric product. In general, for any orbifold [Y/G], the coho-
mologies of I[LY/G] and L[Y/G] do not have to agree. Take for example the Z/2
action on S2 by rotating π radians along the z-axis. I[LS2/Z/2] = [LS2/Z/2] t
[L(S2)ξ/Z/2] where ξ generates the group Z/2, and therefore L(S2)ξ is the set of
two points, the north and the south pole. Hence H∗(I[LS2/Z/2]; R) ∼= H∗(LS2; R)⊕
R⊕2. On the other hand L[S2/Z/2] = [LS2/Z/2] t [PξS

2/Z/2] with cohomology
H∗(L[S2/Z/2]; R) ∼= H∗(LS2; R) ⊕ H∗(LS2; R) (this is shown in the examples of
[LUX08]).

13.2 String Topology for the Symmetric Product

In this section we will study the ring structure of of the String TopologyH∗(PSnM
n,Sn)

as it was defined in Chapter 9, and we will show that it induces a ring structure in
the homology

H∗(M
n,Sn) :=

⊕
τ

H∗((M
n)τ)

in such a way that H∗(Mn,Sn) becomes a sub ring of H∗(PSnM
n,Sn).

Let us start by showing the previous statement for M itself

Lemma 13.6. The natural inclusion i : M → LM of constant loops and the eval-
uation at 0, ev : LM → M induce ring maps in homology i∗ : H∗(M) → H∗(LM)

and ev∗ : H∗(LM) → H∗(M) such that ev∗ ◦ i∗ = id, in paticular as i∗ is injective,
H∗(M) can be seen as a subring of H∗(LM).

Proof. One just need to check that the following diagram is commutative

LM×M LM

ev∞
��

// LM× LM

ev×ev
��

M

i

CC

diag //M×M.

i×i

BB
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This induces the following diagram relating the Thom-Pontryagin construction of
the top row with the bottom row (recall that the normal bundle of the diagonal
inclusion is isomorphic to the tangent bundle, and the subindex 0 means that we
are taking everything ouside the zero section)

LM× LM

ev×ev
��

// (ev∗∞TM, (ev∗∞TM)0)

ev

��
M×M

i×i

CC

// (TM, TM0)

i

DD

that at the level of homology gives

H∗(LM× LM)

ev∗×ev∗
��

// H∗(ev
∗∞TM, (ev∗∞TM)0)

ev∗
��

∼= // H∗−d(LM)

ev∗
��

H∗(M×M)

i∗×i∗

DD

// H∗(TM, TM0)
= // H∗−d(M)

i∗

DD

where d = dim(M). Then one has that i∗ and ev∗ are ring homomorphism, and as
ev ◦ i = id then i∗ is injective

¨

For the case of orbifold of the symmetric product, the String Topology had a
similar setup. Since the following diagram is a pull-back square

PτM
n
1 ×0 PσM

n //

ev∞
��

PτM
n × PσM

n

ev1×ev0
��

Mn //Mn ×Mn,

one can do the Thom-Pontryagin construction, defining a homomorphism

H∗(PτM
n × PσM

n)→ H∗−nd(PτσM
n)

where the map H∗(PτM
n
1 ×0 PσM

n) → H∗(PτσM
n) is induced by the natural

concatenation of paths ~ : PτM
n
1 ×0 PσM

n → PτσM
n.

Then we have a product

Hp(PτM
n)×Hq(PσMn) → Hp+q−nd(PτσM

n)

(α,β) 7→ α · β
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that is graded (shifted by −nd) associative, and thus defines a product in

H∗(PSnM
n,Sn)

which is what we have called the Strin Topology product.
By taking the Sn invariant part

(H∗(PSnM
n,Sn))Sn ∼= H∗(L[Mn/Sn])

we have a ring structure on the homology of the loop orbifold of the symmetric
product.

Now let us study what is the behavior of the evaluation and inclusion of constant
maps. So consider the following commutative diagram

PτM
n ev //Mn

(Mn)τ
fτ

;;wwwwwwwww
iτ

OO

where fτ is the lnclusion of fixed point set, iτ is the inclusion of constant loops, and
ev is the evaluation at 0, we have the following

Lemma 13.7. The image in homology of ev∗ is equal to the image in homology of
fτ∗.

Proof. Restricting the previous diagram to one of the cycles σ of size l that defines
τ, the diagram becomes

PσM
l = LM

ev //Ml

(Ml)σ = M

fσ

66mmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
iσ

OO

where fσ becomes the diagonal inclusion M→Ml and the evaluation map ev takes
a loop α : S1 → M and maps it to ev(α) = (α(0), α(2πl ), . . . , α(

2(l−1)π
l )). Defining

the homotopy evt(α) = (α(0), α(2πtl ), . . . , α(
2(l−1)πt

l )) one sees that ev1 = ev and
ev0 are homotopic, and as ev0(α) = fσ(α(0)), the lemma follows.

¨
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Since the inclusion maps fτ induce injective homomorphisms fτ∗ : H∗((M
n)τ)→

H∗(M
n), we define the groups Hτ∗(M

n) := image(fτ∗) ⊂ H∗(Mn) and therefore we
get

H∗(PτM
n)

ev∗ // Hτ∗(M
n)

H∗((M
n)τ)

∼=

fτ∗

88ppppppppppp
iτ∗

OO

So we can define a ring structure in H∗(Mn,Sn) in the following way

• : Hτ∗(M
n)×Hσ∗ (Mn) → Hτσ∗−nd(M

n)

(α,β) 7→ α • β

where
α • β = ev∗

((
iτ∗ ◦ (fτ∗)

−1α
)
·
(
iσ∗ ◦ (fσ∗ )

−1β
))

and · is the product structure of String Topology. Using the isomorphisms fτ∗ we
define the ring structure in H∗(Mn,Sn) that we will also denote by •.

Then we have the compatibility of all the products

H∗((M
n)τ)×H∗((Mn)σ)

∼=
--

iτ∗×iσ∗
//

•
��

H∗(PτM
n)×H∗(PσMn)

ev∗×ev∗
//

·
��

Hτ∗(M
n)×Hσ∗ (Mn)

•
��

H∗((M
n)τσ)

iτσ∗ //

∼=

11H∗(PτσM
n)

ev∗ // Hτσ∗ (Mn)

so we can conclude

Proposition 13.8. The homology H∗(Mn,Sn) becomes a Sn-graded ring. More-
over, the inclusion of constant loops i : (Mn)τ → PτM

n and the evaluation maps
induce ring homomorphisms that makes the following diagram commute

H∗(PSnM
n,Sn)

ev∗

))TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT

H∗(M
n,Sn)

i∗
66lllllllllllll

∼=
// (
⊕
τH

τ
∗(M

n)× {τ})

.

Remark 13.9. The inclusion of the inertia orbifold into the loop orbifold, in general
does not induce an injective homomorphism in homology. Take the example of
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remark 13.5, namely the action of Z/2 in S2 by rotation along the z-axis. If the
generator of Z/2 is ξ, then the fixed point set (S2)ξ consist of two points, the north
and the south pole. The inclusion of the inertia orbifold into the loop orbifold is
then (S2)ξ → PξS

2, where PξS
2 = {f : [0, 1] → S2|f(0)ξ = f(1)}. It is clear that

PξS
2 ' LS2 which is connected, then the homomorphism H∗((S

2)ξ)→ H∗(PξS
2) is

not injective.

Remark 13.10. We have seen how to define a ring structure in the homology of
I[Mn/Sn] using the structure of the homology of the loop orbifold. It is easy to see
that the homology product we have defined boils down to intersection of cycles in
Mn. Namely, for cycles in (Mn)τ and (Mn)σ (say α ∈ Hτ∗(Mn) and β ∈ Hσ∗ (Mn)),
their transversal intersection inMn is a cycle in (Mn)〈τ,σ〉 (α∩β ∈ Hτ,σ∗−nd(Mn)), and
therefore could be pushforwarded to a cycle in (Mn)τσ (α ∩ β ∈ Hτσ∗−nd(Mn)). The
associativity follows directly from the fact that transversal intersection is associative
in homology.

13.3 The Virtual Intersection Product

We would like to compare the product structure that we have defined in the previous
section to the Virtual product of Chapter 10

In the symmetric product, it is easy to see that the Virtual product ? defined in
the cohomology of the inertia orbifold is just the Poincaré dual of the product • in
homology we defined previously. Using the isomorphisms fτ∗ : H∗((M

n)τ) ∼= Hτ∗(M
n)

we get the following commutative diagram:

Hτp(M
n)×Hσq(Mn) oo PD//

∩

��
•

��

Hd|O(〈τ〉)|−p((Mn)τ)×Hd|O(〈σ〉)|−q((Mn)σ)

e∗τ( )∪e∗σ( )
��

?

��

Hd|O(〈τ〉)|+d|O(〈σ〉)|−p−q((Mn)τ,σ)

∪Eu(ντ,σ)

��
Hτ,σp+q−nd(M

n)
��

inclusion
��

oo PD // Hdn+d|O(〈τ,σ〉)|−p−q((Mn)τ,σ)

eτσ∗
��

Hτσp+q−nd(M
n) oo PD // Hdn+d|O(〈τσ〉)|−p−q((Mn)τ,σ)

where the horizontal maps are Poincaré duality maps, d = dimR(M), O(H) is the
set of orbits of the action of H ⊂ Sn on {1, 2, . . . , n} and |O(H)| is its cardinality.
The commutativity of the diagram permit us to conclude
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Proposition 13.11. The Poincaré duality maps induce an isomorphism of rings

H∗virt(M
n,Sn) = (H∗(Mn,Sn), ?)

∼=−→ (H∗(M
n,Sn), •) .

Therefore the Virtual cohomology ring is isomorphic to a subring of the String Topol-
ogy ring

H∗virt(M
n,Sn) ⊂ H∗(PSnM

n,Sn).

The same theorems are valid also in K-theory, the proofs are the same.

13.4 Chen-Ruan Cohomology

In this chapter we will study the obstruction bundle R(τ, σ) (see Definition 11.4) as-
sociated to the Chen-Ruan product in the particular case of the symmetric product,
and we will show a simple description of this bundle. This description is the key
ingredient needed in Section 11.1 to prove Proposition 11.18 and Corollary 11.22.
Let us start with some notation.

For two elements τ, σ ∈ Sn let O(τ, σ) = {Γ1, ..., Γk} be the set of orbits of the
action of the group generated by τ and σ on {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let ni = |Γi| and without
loss of generality assume that the orbit Γi consists of the numbers

Γi = {n1 + · · ·+ ni−1 + 1, n1 + · · ·+ ni−1 + 2, ..., , n1 + · · ·+ ni}.

Denote by τi and σi the elements in Sni which encode the restricted action of τ and
σ on the set orbit Γi; in particular we have that (τσ)i = τiσi and the action of the
group 〈τi, σi〉 is transitive on Γi.

If we denote by R(τi, σi) the obstrcution bundle of the action of τi and σi on
Mni then we have that

R(τ, σ) ∼=

k∏
i=1

R(τi, σi).

Since tha action of 〈τi, σi〉 on Γi is transitive, we have that ∆i(M) = (Mni)τi,σi

where ∆i : M→Mni is the diagonal inclusion. By Definition 11.4 we have that

R(τi, σi) =
(
T∆i(M)	 TMni ⊕ Sτi ⊕ Sσi ⊕ S(τiσi)−1

)
|∆i(M)

where we have that TMni |∆i(M)
∼= niT∆i(M) and by a simple linear algebra a we
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get

Sτi |∆i(M)
∼=
1

2
(ni − |O(τi)|)T∆i(M)

Sσi |∆i(M)
∼=
1

2
(ni − |O(σi)|)T∆i(M)

S(τiσi)−1 |∆i(M)
∼= Sτiσi |∆i(M)

∼=
1

2
(ni − |O(τiσi)|)T∆i(M)

where O(τi) denotes the set of orbits of the action of τi on Γi; and hence

R(τi, σi) =
1

2
(2− 2ni + ni − |O(τi)| + ni − |O(σi)| + ni − |O(τiσi)|) T∆i(M)

=
1

2
(2+ ni − |O(τi)| − |O(σi)| − |O(τiσi)|) T∆i(M).

Denoting the natural number

g(τi, σi) =
1

2
(2+ ni − |O(τi)| − |O(σi)| − |O(τiσi)|)

we have then that the Euler class of the obstruction bundle R(τi, σi) is a multiple
of the Euler class of the manifold M ∼= ∆i(M), i.e.

Eu(R(τi, σi)) = Eu(∆i(M))g(τi,σi)

and therefore if g(τi, σi) > 1 then we get that Eu(R(τi, σi)) = 0.
The total obstruction bundle is then equal to

R(τ, σ) =

k∏
i=1

(T∆i(M))⊕g(τi,σi) (53)

and its Euler class becomes

Eu(R(τ, σ)) =

k∏
i=1

Eu (∆i(M))g(τi,σi) .

This explicit description of the obstruction bundle was the key fact that led Uribe
[Uri05] and Fantechi and Göttsche [FG03] to prove independently the following result
that we quote:
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Theorem 13.12. Let Σ be a smooth projective surface with trivial canonical divisor.
Then there is an isomorphism of graded rings between the orbfiodl Chen-Ruan co-
homology of the symmetric product [Σn/Sn] and the cohomology of the n-th Hilbert
scheme Σ[n] of the surface Σ:

(H∗CR(Σ
n,Sn))Sn ∼= H∗(Σ[n]; C).

This result led Ruan to state what is known as the Crepant Resolution Conjecture
which basically states that the Chen-Ruan orbifold cohomology of a Gorenstein
orbifold is isomorphic to a semiclassical limit of the quantum cohomology of a crepant
resolution of the underlying quotient variety (see the original conjecture in [Rua06]).
This dovetails nicely with the discussion of the McKay correspondence of Appendix
19.
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14 Final Comments

To end the book we merely point towards further reading that you may find inter-
esting.

The interested reader should first look at the excellent book [ALR07] where she
will find a complementary point of view on the theory of orbifolds.

The name Calabi-Yau category can be better understood by noticing that given
a Calabi-Yau manifold its B-model is a 2-dimensional open-closed TQFT. We refer
the reader to [CW10] for details. From this fact we conjecture that for a non-compact
Calabi-Yau orbifold we should obtain a nearly G-Frobenius structure as we defined
it in this book. This would be a sort of generalized Serre duality for non-compact
orbifolds. We will return to this issue elsewhere.

In this book we only considered the connected component of the moduli spaces of
curves, but the full cohomology of the moduli space can be made to act on the state
spaces of the theories described, for a first approximation to this we recommend
[God07].

This points towards the fact that to have a fuller picture in string theory we
must work at the level of chains rather than at the homological level that we have
worked at in this book. For the concept of a Calabi-Yau category at the level of
chains see [Cos07]. For string topology at the level of chains see [BCT09].

Throughout this book we worked over a field k usually the rational, real or
complex numbers. But orbifold string topology can be done over the integers, see
[ÁBU12].

For generalizations of the structures developed here to the case in which G is
a Lie group see [GW12b] for extensions of Chen-Ruan theory and [BGNX07] for
extensions of string topology. Also [FHLT09] is very interesting. It is reasonable to
conjecture that a version of the relation between virtual cohomology (ghost string
topology) and Chen-Ruan theory of the cotangent bundle will still hold when the
groups are no longer finite.

For some interesting explicit calculations see [GW12a], [GS08], [Pod03],[Pod02],
and [CH06], [Per07], [Jia07], [JK02].

For the crepant resolution conjecture of Ruan see [Rua01], [CR07], [BG06],
[CCIT07], [Coa09], [BMP09], [BG09], and [Ito94].

The McKay correspondence has a truly vast literature, for example: [Rei02],
[BKR01],[BD96], [Kal02], [Kos84], [DL02a], [LP04], [AP01], [BL05] and [IN00].

The classification of topological field theories has been developed in [Bae01],

296



[BD95], [GMTW09] and [Lur09].
Finally for conformal field theories from the point of view described in this book

look at the classic [Seg02].
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15 Appendix: Categories and Functors

15.1 Categories

Category theory was discover by Eilenberg and MacLane in the 50’s [ML98] and
ever since has pervaded all fields of mathematics.

You may want to think of the category of sets as you read the following definition.
The objects of the category of sets are all sets and the arrows are all mappings
between them. You may also want to think of an object as a sort of dot and an
arrow as something with a direction joining the dots.

Definition 15.1. A category consists of:

• A class Obj(C), that we will denote by C0, of objects of C.

• A class Arr(C), that we will denote by C1, of arrows of C. For each pair of
objects a and b the class of all arrows from a to b is denoted by C(a, b).

• Two assignments sC, tC : Arr(C) → Obj(C) called source and target respec-
tively.

• Unit. An assignment uC : Obj(C)→ Arr(C) such that:

sC(uC(a)) = tC(uC(a)) = a,

for every a ∈ Obj(C).

• Composition Law. For each triple a, b and c of objects of C an assignment
m(a,b,c) : C(a, b) × C(b, c) → C(a, c), where its image on (α,β) ∈ C(a, b) ×
C(b, c) well be denoted by β ◦ α, satisfying the following properties:

1. For every a ∈ Obj(C)

sC(uC(a)) = tC(uC(a)) = a,

Obj(C)

u

��

u //

Id

%%JJJJJJJJJ
Arr(C)

s

��
Arr(C)

t // Obj(C)

in other words the source and target of uC(a) = a for every a.

298



2. Associativity. For all α,β, γ ∈ Arr(C) it holds that α◦(β◦γ) = (α◦β)◦γ,
formally for every elements a, b, c, d fixed in Obj(C) we have

m(a,c,d) ◦ (m(a,b,c) × IdC(c,d)) = m(a,b,d)(IdC(a,b) ×m(b,c,d)),

C(a, b)× C(b, c)× C(c, d)

IdC(a,b)×mb,c,d
��

ma,b,c×IdC(c,d) // C(a, c)× C(c, d)

m(a,c,d)

��
C(a, b)× C(b, d)

m(a,b,d) // C(a, d)

3. Unity. For every a, b ∈ Obj(C) and α ∈ C(a, b) α = uC(b)◦α = α◦uC(a)

holds, formally

m(a,b,b)(α, uC(b)) = m(a,a,b)(uC(a), α) = α.

Example 15.1. Let us define Sets the category with objects the class of all spaces
(proper class) and arrows the class of function of sets. The unity of this category
assigns to each set X the usual identity function of sets over X and the function mC

the composition of functions, when it is defined.

Example 15.2. The category Ab the subclass of Sets whose objects are all abelian
groups and arrows the class of morphism of groups with the same unity and rule of
composition as Sets. In he same manner are defined the categories Mod, Ring,
Groups, etc.

Example 15.3. The category Top of topological spaces and continuous functions.

Example 15.4. Let us consider the category Corr of correspondences [CV] whose
objects are topological spaces and whose arrows (from X to Y) are diagrams of
continuous mappings of the form

Z
α

���������
β

��???????

X Y

for Z some topological space. We define the composition of arrows by

(X
α← V

β→ Y) ◦ (Y
γ←W

δ→ Z) = X
α← U

δ→ Z

where U is defined as the fiber product

U = V ×Y W = {(v,w)|β(v) = γ(w)}.
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Observe that the ordinary category of topological spaces can be embedded as a
subcategory of Corr since a continuous map f : X → Y can be interpreted as the
correspondence

X
πX← Gf

πY→ Y,

where Gf = {(x, y)|y = f(x)} is the graph of f. This is functorial for we have

Gf ×Y Gh = Gh◦f.

Unfortunately homology is not a functor from Corr to graded abelian groups.
Nevertheless suppose that we have a correspondence X α← Z

β→ Y where

• X, Y and Z are manifolds (possibly infinite dimensional).

• α is a regular embedding of finite codimension d.

In this case we say that X α← Z
β→ Y is a smooth correspondence of degree −d. In

any case using the Gysin map we can produce the composition

H∗(X)
α!→ H∗−d(Z)

β∗→ H∗−d(Y)

which is the induced homomorphism of degree −d in homology.

Definition 15.2. A Groupoid is a category in which each arrow has an inverse,
namely for each pair a, b ∈ ObjC and each α ∈ C(a, b) there exist an arrow α−1 ∈
C(b, a) in such a way that α−1 ◦ α = u(a) y α ◦ α−1 = u(b). In this case we will
denote by i : C(a, b)→ C(b, a) the map that assigns to each arrows its inverse.

Example 15.5. Let G be a group acting on a set M. Let G nM be the groupoid
whose objects are the set M, and arrows g : x→ y such that y = gx, this set can be
seen as the set G×M. Here the composition is defined of natural manner gg ′ : x→ z

where g ′ : x→ y and g : y→ z. For each object x the unit map associates the unit
e of G. The structure maps are defined in the obvious way as s : G ×M →M the
projection and t : G×M→M the action.

15.2 Natural Transformations as Homotopies.

Definition 15.3. A (covariant) functor F from C to B is an assignment so that to
every object a ∈ Obj(C) associates an object F(a) ∈ Obj(B) and to every arrow
α ∈ Arr(C), α : a → b associates an arrow F(α) ∈ Arr(B), F(α) : F(a) → f(b),

sending identities to identities and satisfying:

F(α ◦ β) = F(α) ◦ F(β).
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The category Top of topological spaces with continuous mappings has an in-
teresting additional structure. Homotopies of smooth mappings. This endows
Top(X, Y) with the structure of a category. We will call a category with this addi-
tional structure a bicategory.

The category Cat of all categories is also a bicategory. Let us define the homo-
topies between functors. Let F and D functors from C to B, a homotopy of functors
is a functor H : C × I → B where I is a category with two objects and one arrow
going between them, and the restrictions of H to the two copies of C above, coincide
with F and D respectively. The reader can verify that to have a homotopy between
functors is the same as having a natural transformation.

Definition 15.4. A natural transformation of functors is a map Φ : C0 → B1 in
such a way that

• For every a ∈ C0, Φ(a) ∈ B(F(a), D(a)), and

• For each α ∈ C(a, b)

Φ(b) ◦ F(α) = D(α) ◦Φ(a)

F(a)
F(α) //

Φ(a)
��

F(b)

Φ(b)
��

D(a)
D(α) // D(b)
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16 Appendix: Monoidal Categories

16.1 Definitions

Definition 16.1. A monoidal category (or tensor category) consists of the follow-
ing data: a category C, a covariant functor ⊗ : C × C −→ C, called the monoidal
product(or tensor product), an object u ∈ Ob(C), called the unit and natural iso-
morphisms

• αx,y,z : x⊗ (y⊗ z) −→ (x⊗ y)⊗ z,

• λx : u⊗ x −→ x,

• ρx : x⊗ u −→ x,

called associativity, left unit and right unit. This natural isomorphisms satisfy the
following axioms:

x⊗ (y⊗ (w⊗ z))
αx,y,w⊗z//

1⊗αy,w,z
��

(x⊗ y)⊗ (w⊗ z)
αx⊗y,w,z// ((x⊗ y)⊗w)⊗ z

x⊗ ((y⊗w)⊗ z) αx,y⊗w,z
// (x⊗ (y⊗w))⊗ z

αx,y,w⊗1

OO

x⊗ (u⊗ y)
αx,u,y //

1⊗λy &&MMMMMMMMMM
(x⊗ u)⊗ y

ρx⊗1xxqqqqqqqqqq

x⊗ y

for x, y,w, z ∈ Ob(C), and also

λu = ρu : u⊗ u −→ u.

A monoidal category is called strict monoidal category if the morphisms α, λ, ρ are
the identity morphisms.

16.2 Monoidal Functors

Definition 16.2. Let (C,⊗) and (D,⊗) be monoidal categories. A monoidal functor
is a functor F : C −→ D together with natural isomorphisms
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• ξx,y : F(x)⊗ F(y) −→ F(x⊗ y)

• ξ0 : uD −→ F(uD)

which satisfy the following commutative diagrams:

F(x)⊗ (F(y)⊗ F(z))

α

��

1⊗ξ // F(x)⊗ F(y⊗ z) ξ // F(x⊗ (y⊗ z))

F(α)
��

(F(x)⊗ F(y))⊗ F(z)
ξ⊗1

// F((x⊗ y)⊗ F(z)
ξ
// F((x⊗ y)⊗ z)

u⊗ F(x) ξ0⊗1//

λ ''NNNNNNNNNNN
F(u)⊗ F(x) ξ // F(u⊗ x)

F(λ)wwppppppppppp

F(x)

F(x)⊗ u 1⊗ξ0//

ρ
''NNNNNNNNNNN

F(x)⊗ F(u)
ξ // F(x⊗ u)

F(ρ)wwppppppppppp

F(x)

A monoidal functor is called stric monoidal functor if ξ and ξ0 are the identity
morphisms.

Remark 16.3. For any monoidal functors F : C −→ D and G : D −→ E. Let
(ξ, ξ0) and (ξ ′, ξ ′0) the natural isomorphisms of F and G, respectively. The natural
isomorphisms (ξ ′′, ξ ′′0 ) for the composition F ◦G : C −→ E are defined by

G ◦ F(x)⊗G ◦ F(y) ξ ′ //

ξ ′′

33
G(F(x)⊗ F(y))

G(ξ) // G ◦ F(x⊗ y)

uE
ξ ′0 //

ξ ′′0

66
G(uD)

G(ξ0)// G ◦ F(uC)
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Example 16.1. The most important ones are

(Set,×, {∗}), the category of sets with the cross product.
(Set,t, ∅), the category of sets with the disjoint union.

(Vectk,⊗, k), the category of vector spaces with the tensor product over k.
(Top,×, ∗), the category of topological spaces with the cross product.
(Ab,⊗,Z), the category of abelian groups with the usual tensor product over Z.

(nCob,t, ∅), the category of n-cobordisms with the disjoint union.

16.3 Monoidal Natural Transformations

Definition 16.4. A natural transformation σ : F −→ F ′ between two monoidal
functors is called a monoidal natural transformation if the diagrams

F(x)⊗ F(y) ξ //

σ⊗σ
��

F(x⊗ y)

σ

��
F ′(x)⊗ F ′(y)

ξ
// F ′(x⊗ y)

u
ξ0 //

ξ ′0 !!BBBBBBBBB F(u)

σ

��
F ′(u)

commute.
Let C and D monoidal categories. A monoidal functor F : C −→ D is called a

monoidal equivalence if there exists a monoidal functor G : D −→ C and monoidal
natural isomorphisms ϕ : G ◦ F ∼= 1C and ψ : F ◦G ∼= 1D.

16.4 Braided Monoidal Categories

A braided monoidal category consists of a monoidal category M together with a
braiding, which is defined by a family of isomorphims

σx,y : x⊗ y −→ y⊗ x.
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They are natural for x and y in M, and satisfy for the unit u the commutative
diagram

x⊗ u σ //

ρ
##GGGGGGGG u⊗ x

λ{{wwwwwwww

x,

Moreover the maps σx,y, together with the associativity α make commutative the
following hexagonal diagrams:

(x⊗ y)⊗ z σ //

α−1

}}zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz
z⊗ (x⊗ y)

α

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD

x⊗ (y⊗ z)

1⊗σ

!!DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD
(z⊗ x)⊗ y

σ⊗1

||zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz

x⊗ (z⊗ y) α
// (x⊗ z)⊗ y,

x⊗ (y⊗ z) σ //

α

}}zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz
(y⊗ z)⊗ x

α−1

""DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD

(x⊗ y)⊗ z

σ⊗1

!!DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD
y⊗ (z⊗ x)

1⊗σ

||zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz

(y⊗ x)⊗ z
α−1

// y⊗ (x⊗ z).

16.5 Symmetric Monoidal Categories

A symmetric monoidal category is a monoidal category with a braiding, which sat-
isfies the identity

σy,x ◦ σx,y = 1.
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Proposition 16.5. For M a symmetric monoidal category we have the identity

(1⊗ σ) ◦ σ ◦ α−1 = α ◦ σ ◦ (1⊗ σ).

Proof.
· α //

σ

���������������
·

σ⊗1

��/
////////////

·

α−1

��/
//////////// ·

α−1

���������������
σ // ·

α

��1
111111111111

·
1⊗σ

// ·

1⊗σ

��/
//////////// ·

σ⊗1

���������������

·
α

// · ,

then

σ = (σ⊗ 1) ◦ α ◦ σ · (σ⊗ 1) · α,⇒ α−1 · (σ⊗ 1) · σ = σ · (σ⊗ 1) · α,⇒(1⊗ σ) ◦ σ ◦ α−1 = α ◦ σ ◦ (1⊗ σ).

¨
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17 Appendix: Classifying Spaces

Let G be a topological group. The classifying space of G is defined as the unique
(up to homotopy) space BG so that the set BunG(Y) of isomorphism classes of G-
principal bundles on Y is in one-to-one correspondence

BunG(Y) ∼= [Y, BG],

where [Y, Z] denotes the set of continuous maps Y → Z modulo homotopies. This is
of course closely related to the orbifold BG := [•/G]. Recall that whenever Y is a
manifold we have that

C∞(Y,BG) = {P → Y : P is a G− principal bundle},

namely C∞(Y,BG) is the groupoid of principalG-bundles on Y. Notice that C∞(Y,BG)

is a discrete groupoid, not merely a set (cf. Example 7.18). Notice that

[Y, BG] = BunG(Y) = {P → Y : P is a G− principal bundle}/iso = C∞(Y,BG)/hom.

From this we can clearly see that BG carries strictly less information that BG which
sometimes is good and sometimes is bad. Morally speaking BG (which is defined
only up to homotopy) is the homotopy type of BG.

There is various ways of understanding the space BG, the most common one is
to construct a space EG that is a contractible space with a free action of G. Then
one can define BG := EG/G. This is unique up to homotopy and has the desired
properties [Ste99]. The space BG thus defined classifies bundles up to isomorphism.
The quotient map EG→ BG is called the universal G-principal bundle. The reason
is that for any G-principal bundle P → Y there is a map (unique up to homotopy)
f : Y → BG so that P ∼= f∗EG.

Example 17.1. Consider the group G = Z2. The infinite dimensional sphere S∞
is contractible and has a free action of Z2 given by the antipodal map x 7→ −x.
Therefore we can take EZ2 := S∞ and then

BZ2 = S∞/Z2 = RP∞.
In other words: the classifying space of Z2 is the infinite dimensional real projective
space. The space RP∞ can be interpreted as the space of real lines l in R∞ passing
through the origin. There is a canonical universal bundle Γ → RP∞ called the
tautological bundle. It is called tautological because the fiber over l ∈ RP∞ is Γl = l.
To have a double cover over Y is the same as to have a real line bundle over Y, for by
taking the sphere bundle of unit vectors of a line bundle we obtain a double cover.
So RP∞ classifies both double covers and real line bundles.
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Example 17.2. Consider the circle group G = S1 of complex numbers of modulus 1.
The infinite even dimensional sphere S∞ ⊂ C∞ is contractible and has a free action
of S1 given by the map x 7→ zx. Therefore we can take ES1 := S∞ and then

BS1 = S∞/S1 = CP∞.
In other words: the classifying space of S1 is the infinite dimensional complex pro-
jective space. The space CP∞ can be interpreted as the space of complex lines l
in C∞ passing through the origin. There is a canonical universal bundle Γ → CP∞
called the tautological bundle. It is called tautological because the fiber over the
complex line l ∈ CP∞ is Γl = l. To have a circle bundle over Y is the same as to
have a complex line bundle over Y, for by taking the sphere bundle of unit vectors
of a line bundle we obtain a circle bundle. So CP∞ classifies both circle bundles and
complex line bundles.
Example 17.3. Consider the group G = U(n) of unitary n×n matrices. By consid-
ering EU(n) to be the space of orthonormal frames on C∞ it is proved that BU(n)

is the grassmannian of n-dimensional complex subspaces of C∞
Example 17.4. Consider any finite group G. Notice that by Cayley’s theorem G can
be though of as a group of permutations, and this in turn realizes G as a subgroup
of Un. The classifying space of BG can then be constructed by the space of frames
in infinite dimensional space modulo the appropriate permutations.

While the geometric constructions of BG are quite useful to study more structural
properties of BG a combinatorial approach is very convenient.

Recall that a group G can be thought of as a category with one object • and as
many morphisms g : •→ • as elements of G. Composition of morphisms is given by
group multiplication.

Definition 17.1. A (semi-)simplicial set (resp. group, space, scheme) X• is a se-
quence of sets {Xn}n∈N (resp. groups, spaces, schemes) together with maps

X0 � X1 � X2 � · · ·� Xm � · · ·

∂i : Xm → Xm−1, sj : Xm → Xm+1, 0 ≤ i, j ≤ m.
called boundary and degeneracy maps, satisfying

∂i∂j = ∂j−1∂i if i < j
sisj = sj+1si if i < j

∂isj =


sj−1∂i if i < j
1 if i = j, j+ 1

sj∂i−1 if i > j+ 1
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The nerve of a category (following Segal [Seg68a]) is a semi-simplicial set NC

where the objects of C are the vertices, the morphisms the 1-simplices, the triangular
commutative diagrams the 2-simplices, and so on.

We can consider small categories C that are topological categories in Segal’s sense.
What this means is that both the set of objects and the set of morphisms are topo-
logical spaces and all the structural maps that define the category are continuous.

We can define the boundary maps ∂i : X(n) → X(n−1) by:

∂i(γ1, . . . , γn) =


(γ2, . . . , γn) if i = 0

(γ1, . . . ,m(γi, γi+1), . . . , γn) if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1

(γ1, . . . , γn−1) if i = n

and the degeneracy maps by

sj(γ1, . . . , γn) =

{
(e(s(γ1)), γ1, . . . , γn) for j = 0

(γ1, . . . , γj, e(t(γj)), γj+1, . . . , γn) for j ≥ 1

We will write ∆n to denote the standard n-simplex in Rn. Let δi : ∆n−1 → ∆n

be the linear embedding of ∆n−1 into ∆n as the i-th face, and let σj : ∆n+1 → ∆n

be the linear projection of ∆n+1 onto its j-th face.

Definition 17.2. The geometric realization |X•| of the simplicial object X• is the
space

|X•| =

(∐
n∈N

∆n × Xn

)/
(z, ∂i(x)) ∼ (δi(z), x)

(z, sj(x)) ∼ (σj(z), x)

Notice that the topologies of Xn are relevant to this definition.

The simplicial object NC determines C and its topological realization is called
BC, the classifying space of the category.

Observe that B is actually a functor

B : Cat→ hTop,

where hTop is the category of topological spaces modulo homotopy. It sends cat-
egories to spaces, functors to continuous maps, and natural transformations to ho-
motopies. It also satisfies the less evident property

B(C×D) = BC× BD.

For a nice proof of this we refer the reader to [Dri04, Bes03, Crh01]. Also look at
the classical reference [May93].
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Example 17.5. Consider a finite group G. This produces a category CG with one
object • and arrows g : •→ •. So we have that X0 is a one element set, X1 = G is the
set of arrows, X2 = G× G is the set of commutative triangles with edges (g, h, gh)

(completely determined by the pair (g, h), and so on. Therefore Xk = Gk. It turns
out that

BG ' BCG = |X•|.

Computing the cellular homology of BG given by this model one recovers the alge-
braic definition of group cohomology. We refer the readers to Segal’s paper for a
very elegant proof [Seg68a].

Example 17.6. Let G be a group acting on a set M. Let CGnM be the category
(groupoid) whose objects are the set M, and arrows g : x → y such that y = gx,
this set can be seen as the set G ×M. Here the composition is defined of natural
manner gg ′ : x→ z where g ′ : x→ y and g : y→ z. We have in this case:

BCGnM = (M× EG)/G = M×G EG,

called the Borel construction or homotopy quotient of the group action. See [Seg68a].

Example 17.7. Let M be a smooth manifold. Consider an atlas U = (Ui)i∈I. To
have a pair (M,U) is the same thing as to have a small topological category MU

defined as follows.

• Objects: Pairs (m, i) so that m ∈ Ui. We endow the space of objects with the
topology ∐

i

Ui.

• Arrows: Triples (m, i, j) so that m ∈ Ui ∩Uj = Uij. An arrow acts according
to the following diagram.

(x, i)
(x,i,j)→ (x, j).

• The composition of arrows is given by

(x, i, j) ◦ (x, j, k) = (x, i, k)

The topology of the space of arrows in this case is∐
(i,j)

Uij.
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The category M is actually a groupoid, in fact

(x, i, j) ◦ (x, j, i) = (x, i, i) = Id(x,i).

The classifying space can be computed in this case to be homotopy equivalent
to the original manifold:

BM 'M.

See [Seg68a, Section 4].
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18 Appendix: K-theory

18.1 Basic Concepts

Ordinary cohomology satisfies a collection of axioms known as the Eilenberg-Steenrod
axioms. We define an extraordinary cohomology theory to be an integer indexed
sequence of contravariant functors hi that take a pair of spaces (X,A) and de-
liver a sequence of abelian groups hi(X,A), together with a natural transformation
δ : hi−1(A)→ hi(X,A) satisfying:

• Homotopy invariance: Homotopic maps f, g : (X,A)→ (Y, B), f ' g induce the
same map after applying the functor hi, to wit f∗ = g∗ : hi(Y, B)→ hi(X,A).

• Excision: Whenever the closure of U is contained in the interior of A then the
inclusion map j : (X−U,A−U)→ (X,A) induces an isomorphism j∗ : hi(X,A) ∼=
hi(X−U,A−U).

• Additivity : If X =
∐
j Xj then hi(X) =

⊕j hi(Xj).

• Exacness: Given inclusions i : A→ X and j : X→ (X,A) we get the long exact
sequence · · ·→ hk−1(A)→δ hk(X,A)→j∗ hk(X)→i∗ hk(A)→ · · ·

Surprisingly such a theory is entirely determined by the value of the functor
evaluated at a point h∗(•) called the coefficient group. For ordinary cohomology
H∗(•) = Z.

For excellent accounts of K-theory we refer the reader to [Ati89, Kar08].
Let X be a compact topological space. We denote by Vect(X) the category of all

complex vector bundles on X, and by Z[Vect(X)] the free abelian group generated
by the objects of Vect(X). Write N to denote the subgroup of Z[Vect(X)] generated
by all those elements of the form

[E] + [F] − ([E]⊕ [F]),

then we can define the K-group of X as

K(X) := Z[Vect(X)]/N.

We can endow K(X) naturally with the structure of a ring by defining the product
as the pull-back under the diagonal map of the exterior tensor product of bundles
on X× X.
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The group K(X) satisfies the universal property for abelian homomorphisms
Z[Vect(X)]→ G, namely every such homomorphism factorizes through the canonical
homomorphism Z[Vect(X)] → K(X). From this it is an easy exercise to show that
every element of K(X) can be written in the form

[E] − [F],

for vector bundles E,F over X. This is used throughout this book.
Using partitions of unity we can show that every bundle E can be realized as a

sub-bundle of a trivial bundle (of large dimension M). We write M · ε to denote
such trivial bundle over X. By using the Gram-Schmidt process we can construct
then a complementary bundle E⊥ so that E⊕E⊥ = M ·ε, hence we can improve the
previous statement to say that every element in K(X) can be written in the form

[E] −M · [ε],

for some bundle E and some integer M.
We define the reduced K̃-ring by making K̃(X) to be the kernel of the map K(X)→

K(•). In turn we define
K(X, Y) := K̃(X/Y),

and
K−i(X, Y) := K̃(Σi(X/Y)),

where Σ is the reduced suspension Σ(X) := S1 ∧ X. Using this definitions Atiyah
and Hirzebruch proved that K∗(X, Y) defines an extraordinary cohomology theory
[AH59, AH61].

Ordinary cohomology and K-theory do not coincide, and the coefficient group of
K-theory is computed by the ring homomorphisms established by the Bott period-
icity theorem:

K−∗(•) = Z[β].

The Bott periodicity theorem implies that K-theory is Z2 graded and periodic:

K∗+2(X) ' K∗(X).

There is a very convenient isomorphism between K(X) ⊗ Q and H∗(X,Q) given
by the Chern character

ch : K(X)⊗Q→ H∗(X,Q),

and completely determined by the requirement that ch(L) = ex for line bundles,
where x := c1(L) denotes the first Chern class. This completely determines the
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Chern character because of the splitting principle. The splitting principle states
that whenever we have a bundle E→ X we can find a space Y and a map p : Y → X

so that p∗(E) is a direct sum of line bundles p∗(E) = L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Lk over Y, and
p∗ is injective in cohomology. This allows us to pretend that every bundle in the
sum of line bundles in calculations. Such calculations are performed in the variables
x1, . . . , xk, where xi := c1(Li) are known as the Chern roots of E.

There is analogous concepts in K-theory of most concepts in cohomology. In par-
ticular one has the K-theoretic Euler class. This can be defined as follows. Consider
the homomorphism λt : K(X)→ K(X)[[t]] given by the generating series

λt(E) =
∑
k≥0

[ΛkE]tk,

satisfying
λt(E⊕ F) = λt(E)λt(F).

Then we define the K-theoretic Euler class by defining it on generators of Z[Vect(X)]

by evaluation at t = −1:

λ−1(E) :=
∑
k

(−1)k[ΛkE].

That this is the Euler class can be justified by noticing that ch(λ−1(E)) = e(E) ·µ(E)

where e(E) is the cohomological Euler class and µ(E) is invertible in cohomology.
Whenever we use the letter e for other purposes in our calculations we denote the
cohomological Euler class by Eu(E) := e(E).

Example 18.1. Let us take a bundle E and add a trivial bundle or rank M to obtain
E⊕Mε. Then λ−1(E⊕Mε) = λ−1(E)λ−1(Mε). And we compute:

λ−1(Mε) =
∑
k

(−1)k[Λk(Mε)] =
∑
k

(−1)k
(
M

k

)
[ε] = ((−1) + 1)Mε = 0 · ε = 0,

and hence λ−1(E ⊕Mε) = 0. Using the Chern character we conclude immediately
that e(E⊕Mε) = 0.

Let us mention the Brown representability theorem. Is states that for every
reduced cohomology functor h̃ there is sequence of spaces Pn such that we have a
natural isomorphism h̃k(X) ' [X, Pk]. Here [X, P] is the set of homotopy classes of
maps X → P. Moreover the spaces Pn are not quite independent but they form
what is known as an Ω-prespectrum. What this means is that the spaces Pn come
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equipped with homotopy equivalences qn : Pn ' ΩPn+1 where ΩP is the space of
based loops S1 → P on P.

For ordinary cohomology the spaces Pn = K(Z, n) are known as the Eilenberg-
McLane spaces.

For K-theory the space Z × BU in the zeroth space of its associated spectrum,
thus determining the whole spectrum. Here BU is the classifying space of the infinite
unitary group U = lim U(n).

This extends the definition of K(X) := [X,Z× BU] to non-compact spaces X.
A remarkable fact relating K-theory and functional analysis is the fact that the

space F of Fredholm operators on a separable Hilbert space H satisfies the following
homotopy equivalence:

F ' Z× BU.

This is the starting point for index theory.
For excellent accounts of K-theory we refer the reader to [Ati89, Kar08].

18.2 Orbifold K-Theory

In their seminal paper [DHVW86], Dixon, Harvey, Vafa, and Witten defined the
orbifold Euler characteristic of an orbifold X = [M/G] by the formula

χOrb(X) =
1

|G|

∑
gh=hg

χ(Mg,h), (54)

where (g, h) runs through all the pairs of commuting elements of G and Mg,h is
the set of points in M that are fixed both by g and by h. They obtained this
formula by considering a supersymmetric string sigma model on the target space
M/G and noting that in the known case in which G = {1} the Euler characteristic
of X = M is a limiting case (over the worldsheet metric) of the partition function
on the 2-dimensional torus.

In essentially every interesting example, the stringy orbifold Euler characteris-
tic χOrb(X) is not equal to the ordinary Euler characteristic of the quotient space
χ(X). More interestingly, χOrb(X) is truly independent of the particular groupoid
representation, namely if X = [M/G] ∼= [N/H] then it does not matter which rep-
resentation one uses to compute χOrb(X). In other words, this is a truly physical
quantity independent of the choice of coordinates. This last remark, which can be
readily verified by the reader, is quite telling, since a priori the sigma model depends
on the particular groupoid representation. But as the theory is indeed physical, the
final partition function is independent of the choice of coordinates.
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Moreover, since the partition function of the theory is physical, one may expect a
stronger sort of invariance. Should there be a well-behaved (smooth) resolution of X
defining the same quantum theory, then one should have that the Euler characteristic
of the resolution is the same as that of the original orbifold. Here we are shifting
our point of view, thinking of an orbifold as the quotient space with a mild type
of singularities. It is a remarkable fact in algebraic geometry [Car57] that in good
cases, remembering X plus some additional algebraic data (for example the structure
sheaf), one can recover X. This point of view has proved extremely fruitful as we
shall see. In any case, it often happens that there are resolutions of X, the crepant
resolutions, for which the quantum theory is the same as that for X. We will come
back to this later.

There is, of course, a far more classical interpretation of the Euler characteristic,
the topological interpretation. The classical interpretation of the Euler characteris-
tic in terms of triangulations tells us that the Euler characteristic is the alternating
sum of the Betti numbers, namely, the ranks of the cohomologies of the space in
question. Thus, a natural question is whether there is a cohomology theory for an
orbifold that is physical and that simultaneously produces the appropriate Euler
characteristic of Formula (54). One is first tempted to consider equivariant coho-
mology H∗G(M) = H∗(M×GEG) but unfortunately the relation between cohomology
and Euler characteristic breaks down, for the expression (54) is not recovered.

Considering the orbifold X = [∗/G] consisting of a finite group acting on a single
point gives us a clue into the right answer. In this case, χOrb([∗/G]) becomes the
number of pairs of commuting elements in G divided by |G|. An amusing exercise in
finite group theory readily shows that this is the same as the number of conjugacy
classes of elements in G. Given a finite group there are two basic quantities that
we can consider, its group cohomology H∗(BG) and its representation ring R(G).
While equivariant cohomology is akin to group cohomology, it is equivariant K-theory
KG(M) that is intimately related to representation theory. For a start, KG(∗) =

R(G).
As a first test, we consider an orbifold X = [M/G] ∼= [N/H] and see whether the

theory is invariant under the representation. This is not too hard (see for example
[LU04a, AR03]), and hence it fully deserves the name of orbifold K-theory and can
unambiguously be written as KOrb(X) = KG(M) ∼= KH(M).

The second test is to see whether we can recover Formula (54). That this is
possible was first observed by Atiyah and Segal [AS89]. The idea is to use the Segal
character of an equivariant vector bundle. Let us remember that the basic cocycles
of equivariant K-theory are G-equivariant vector bundles [Ati67], namely bundles
p : E → M over the G-manifold M with a G-action by bundle automorphisms on
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all of E that extends the action on M (considered as the zero section) and that is
fiberwise linear. Should there be a fixed point m ∈M, then Em := p−1(m) becomes
a representation of G; in particular, if the space M is a point then a G-equivariant
vector bundle over M is the same as a representation of G (by choosing a basis we
get a matrix for every g ∈ G).

The (Segal) character of an equivariant vector bundle is an isomorphism [Seg,
Moe02] of the form

KG(M)⊗ C
∼=−→⊕

(g)

K(Mg)C(g) ⊗ C, (55)

where the sum is over all conjugacy classes (g) of elements g ∈ G.
The character isomorphism is explicitly given by the expression

KG(M)⊗ C → K(Mg)C(g) ⊗ C
E⊗ 1 7→ char(E)(g) =

∑
ζ

(E|Mg)ζ ⊗ ζ.

Here the sum is over all roots of unity ζ, the symbol ( )ζ denotes the ζ-eigenspace
of g, and finally Mg is the subspace of fixed point under g of M. We call this
isomorphism the Segal localization formula (for it localizes equivariant K-theory to
ordinary K-theory of the fixed point sets). Clearly, in the case in which M is a point,
this recovers the usual theory of characters for the finite-dimensional representations
of a finite group. Remarkably enough this is indeed related to the localization of
equivariant K-theory as an R(G)-module with respect to prime ideals [Seg68b].

From Segal’s isomorphism (55) we conclude immediately that [AS89, BC88, Uri]

rankK0G(M) − rankK1G(M) =
∑
(g)

χ(Mg/C(g)) =
1

|G|

∑
gh=hg

χ(Mg,h) = χOrb(X).

Here we have applied the algebraic equality

χOrb(X) =
∑
(g)

χ(Mg/C(g)),

which follows by an inclusion-exclusion argument [HH90]; in the next section we talk
about a geometric explanation for this algebraic fact.

For now let us mention that the theory described in this section can be gener-
alized to orbifolds that are not necessarily global quotients [LU04a, AR03]. This is
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done as follows. We will denote by X0 and X1 the set of objects and morphism of
our orbifold groupoid respectively, and the structure maps by

X1 t×s X1
m // X1

i // X1
s //
t
// X0

e // X1,

where X1 t×s X1 is the subspace of X1 × X1 such that whenever (α,β) ∈ X1 t×s X1
then the target of α equals the source β; s and t are the source and the target maps
on morphisms, m is the composition arrows, i gives us the inverse morphism, and e
assigns the identity arrow to every object.

We define a vector orbibundle over X to be a pair (E, τ) where E is an ordinary
vector bundle over X0 and τ : s∗E

∼=−→ t∗E is an isomorphism of vector bundles over
X1.

The set of isomorphism classes of such orbibundles is denoted by Orbvect(X)

and its Grothendieck group by K0orb(X) [LU04a].
This coincides with equivariant K-theory if the orbifold happens to be of the

form [M/G].
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19 Appendix: The McKay Correspondence

In this appendix we will assume that the reader is comfortable with the language of
algebraic geometry. Let us consider a classical example. Let G be a finite subgroup of
SL2(C); then X = C2/G is called a Kleinian quotient singularity ; see [Slo80, DLHS79]
for more details and historical discussion. In the second half of the 19th century,
Klein classified the possible groups G as either cyclic, dihedral or binary dihedral
and gave equations for these singularities in C3. Let us consider the simplest case
in which G ∼= Z/rZ. We can realize X as a subvariety of C3 by

X : zr = xy

or, in parametric form,
x = ur

y = vr

z = uv

(56)

as the image of a map C2 → C3 by G-invariant polynomials. We can resolve the
singularity very easily in this case by taking (r− 1)-blow ups to obtain

Y
φ−→ X

where the exceptional divisor is

φ−1(0) = E1 ∪ E2 ∪ · · · ∪ Er−1

whose incidence graph is Ar−1.
On the other hand, G clearly has r− 1 nontrivial irreducible representations.
The McKay correspondence establishes (among other things) a one-to-one corre-

spondence between the number of components of the exceptional divisor in a minimal
resolution of the singularity and the number of nontrivial irreducible representations
of G. Notice that in our example this is equivalent to the statement that the orbifold
Euler characteristic of X is the same as the ordinary Euler characteristic of Y. So
one may expect that some functional integral argument may be provided to prove
the McKay correspondence.

There is in fact a rigorous version of the functional integration method in alge-
braic geometry discovered by Kontsevich [Kon] and known as motivic integration.
We now briefly outline the construction of this method.

Given a smooth complex variety Y, one can define its arc space JY. This is a
scheme whose C-points are arcs γ : Spec(C[[t]])→ Y. The scheme JY is obtained as
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the inverse limit of the jet schemes JmY, whose C-points are jets γm : Spec(C[t]/(tm+1))→
Y. The morphisms JpY → JmY, for 0 ≤ m ≤ p ≤ ∞, are given by truncation. For
any effective divisor D ⊂ Y, one can define an order function

ordD : JY → Z≥0 ∪ {∞},

which to each arc γ associates its order of contact ordD(γ) along D. The idea is
then to “integrate these functions,” in some reasonable sense. But first one needs
to introduce the algebra of measurable sets and the measure. The first is easily
defined as the algebra generated by cylinder sets in JY, namely, inverse images of
constructible sets on finite levels JmY. The measure will then take values in the
so-called motivic ring.

The motivic ring is constructed as follows: we fix a complex variety X and assume
that Y is an X-variety (that is, a complex algebraic variety of finite type over X). Let
K0(VarX) be the ring generated by X-isomorphism classes of X-varieties subjected
to the relation

{V} = {V \W} + {W}

whenever W is a closed variety of a X-variety V. The product is defined by

{V} · {W} = {V ×XW}.

The zero of this ring is {∅}, and the identity is {X}. We let

MX = K0(VarX)[L−1
X ],

where LX is the class of the affine line over X. Finally the motivic ring is the
completion M̂X of MX under a certain natural dimension filtration [Loo02, DL02b,
DFLNU07].

Via composition, every subvariety of the jet schemes of Y can be viewed as an
X-variety. Thus, one can define the motivic measure of a cylinder C ⊆ JY by fixing
a large enough integer m such that C is the inverse image of a constructible set
Cm ⊆ JmY and then setting

µ(C) = {Cm} · L−mdimY
X ∈ M̂X.

Then, by suitable stratification, one defines the motivic integral∫
JY

L
−ordD
X dµ ∈ M̂X.
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For instance, if D =
∑
ajDj is a simple normal crossing divisor and we define

D◦J =
⋂
j∈J
Dj \

⋃
i6∈J
Di,

then one has ∫
JY

L
−ordD
X dµ =

∑
J⊆I

{D◦J }
∏
j∈J

LX − 1

L
aj+1
X − 1

.

The power of this theory is a change of variable formula; this allows us to reduce
to computing integrals for divisors with simple normal crossings (hence apply the
above formula) by replacing any effective divisor D on Y by D ′ = KY ′/Y+g∗D, where
g : Y ′ → Y is a simple normal crossing resolution of the pair (Y,D). The theory can
be also extended to singular varieties (under suitable conditions): in this case the
measure itself needs to be opportunely “twisted” to make the change of variable
formula work. The resulting measure is called Gorenstein measure and denoted by
µGor.

We can now review the motivic McKay correspondence [DL02b, Loo02, Rei02].
To give a formulation of this correspondence that better fits with the localization
principle of this book, we need to further quotient the ring K0(VarX) by identifying
X-varieties that become isomorphic after some étale base change X ′k → Xk ⊆ X of
each piece Xk of a suitable stratification X =

⊔
Xk of X. We obtain in this way a new

ring: K0(VarX)et. This leads to the definition of a different motivic ring, which we
denote by M̂et

X (the reader will notice that, if X is a point, then we are not changing
anything).

Let X = [M/G], where M is a quasiprojective variety and G is a finite group, let
X = M/G, and assume that X is Gorenstein. We can find a resolution of singularities
Y → X with relative canonical divisor KY/X having simple normal crossings. Write
KY/X =

∑
ajDj. Then the McKay correspondence is given by the identity

∑
J⊆I

{D◦J }
∏
j∈J

LX − 1

L
aj+1
X − 1

=
∑
(g)

{Mg/C(g)}L
w(g)
X in M̂et

X , (57)

where the sum in the left side runs over conjugacy classes (g) in G and w(g) are
integers depending on the local action of g on the normal bundle of Mg in M.

For instance, by noticing that the Euler characteristic defines a ring homomor-
phism

χ : K0(VarX)et → Z,
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it is easy to see that Formula (57) implies the classical McKay correspondence,3

which in particular says that the orbifold Euler characteristic is equal to the ordinary
Euler characteristic of the resolution if the latter is crepant.

The proof of Formula (57) breaks into three parts. By the change of variable
formula, one has ∫

JX
L0Xdµ

Gor =
∑
J⊆I

{D◦J }
∏
j∈J

L − 1

Laj+1 − 1
in M̂X.

Then, by an accurate study of lifts of the arcs of X to arcs on M, one proves that∫
JX

L0Xdµ
Gor =

∑
(H)

{XH}
∑
(h)

L
w(h)
X in M̂X.

Here the first sum runs over conjugacy classes (H) of subgroups of G, XH ⊆ X is
the image of the set of points on M whose stabilizer is H, and the last sum is taken
over conjugacy classes in H. The above identity is the core of the proof. Finally,
one shows that ∑

(H)

{XH}
∑
(h)

L
w(h)
X =

∑
(g)

{Mg/C(g)}L
w(g)
X in M̂et

X .

Here is where we need to pass to the ring M̂et
X . This last part can be easily verified

using certain properties of Deligne-Mumford stacks (see [DFLNU07]). In general,
if we do not perform the additional localization in the relative motivic ring, but
instead work with the ring M̂X, we do not expect the last identity to hold.

These results have been extended to general (not necessarily global quotient)
orbifolds independently by Yasuda [Yas04] and by Lupercio-Poddar [LP04].

In [DFLNU07], we used a natural homomorphism from K0(VarX) to the ring of
constructible functions F(X) on X to associate to any motivic integral an element in
F(X)Q, that is, a rational-valued constructible function on X. In fact, one observes
that this construction factors through K0(VarX)et.4 The result is the following
localization formula for constructible functions:∑

J⊆I

(f|D◦J )∗1D
◦
J∏

j∈J(aj + 1)
=
∑
(g)

(πg)∗1Mg/C(g) in F(X), (58)

3Here we are referring only to the counting statement, and not that we recover the full incidence
graph of φ−1(0) from the representation theory of G, as the classical correspondence establishes.

4In particular, this tells us that the identification performed to define M̂et
X does not trivialize

the ring too much, as we can still recover all the information in F(X).
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where πg : Mg/C(g) → X is the morphism naturally induced by the quotient map
π : M→ X [DFLNU07, Theorem 6.1].

Motivic integration was used in [DFLNU07] to define the stringy Chern class
cstr(X) of X. In the case at hand, we use the MacPherson transformation [Mac74]
to deduce from (58) the following localization formula for the stringy Chern class of
a quotient [DFLNU07, Theorem 6.3]:

cstr(X) =
∑
(g)

(πg)∗cSM(Mg/C(g)) in A∗(X),

where cSM(Mg/C(g)) is the Chern-Schwartz-MacPherson class ofMg/C(g) [Mac74].
This generalizes and implies Batyrev’s formula for the Euler characteristic [Bat99].
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20 Appendix: Orbifold Index Theory

20.1 Orbifolding Atiyah-Singer

Suppose that we have a compact symplectic 2m-dimensional manifold N with sym-
plectic form ω and that H : N → R is the Hamiltonian function of a Hamiltonian
circle action. Let Fα be the critical manifolds of H (namely the fixed points of the
action) with critical values Hα. The Liouville volume form on N is ωm/m!. The
Duistermaat-Heckman formula reads [AB84, DH82]∫

N
eh̄H

ωm

m!
=
∑
α

eh̄Hα
∫
Fα

eω

Eα
,

where Eα is the equivariant Euler class of the normal bundle of Fα in N. If h̄ is
taken as purely imaginary, the integral over N is oscillatory, the submanifolds Fα
are the stationary points of H, and the right-hand side of this formula is given by
stationary phase approximation.

Witten [Ati85] had the idea of using the Duistermaat-Heckman formula in the
case N = LM, the free loop space of a manifold M, with Hamiltonian

H(γ) =
1

2

∮
S1

|γ ′(t)|2dt.

In this case Atiyah defines a symplectic form on LM whenever M is compact
and orientable. Then he goes on to show that when M is a Spin manifold, LM

is orientable. Moreover, he shows that the left-hand side of the corresponding
Duistermaat-Heckman formula is the heat kernel expression for the index of the
Dirac operator while the right-hand side is the Â-genus, thus giving the Atiyah-
Singer index theorem.

We do the same now for the loop groupoid. In order to simplify the calculation,
we will consider the case of a global quotient X = [M/G], but everything that we
will say generalizes to general (non–global-quotient) orbifolds. We will suppose thus
that M is a compact, even-dimensional spin manifold such that for every g ∈ G the
map g : M → M given by the action is a spin-structure-preserving isometry. We
will argue that applying stationary phase approximation to the integral5∫

Pg

e−tE(φ){Tr S+(Tφ) − Tr S−(Tφ)}Dφ (59)

5In [Ati85] it is explained how to make sense of this integral.
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one obtains

Spin(M,g) := indg(D
+) = tr(g|kerD+) − tr(g|cokerD+),

the value of the g-index of the Dirac operator D+ over M. Here E is the energy of
the path (Hamiltonian)

E(φ) :=
1

2

∫2π
0

|φ ′(t)|2dt,

Dφ denotes the formal part of the Weiner measure on Pg, Tφ is the tangent space
at φ ∈ Pg, and S+, S− denote the two half-spin representations of Spin(2m) (2m =

dimM).
The real numbers act on Pg by shifting the path

Pg × R → Pg

(f, s) 7→ fs : R→M

fs(t) := f(t− s)

and the fixed point set of this action on Pg consists of the constant maps to Mg

(the fixed point set of the action of g in M), that is,

(Pg)
R ∼= Mg.

Applying the stationary phase approximation (see [Ati85, Formula 2.2]) to the
integral (59), we get∫

(Pg)R

e−tE(φ)∏
j(tmj − iαj)

=

∫
Mg

1∏
j(tmj − iαj)

, (60)

where the energy of the constant paths is zero, the mj are rotation numbers normal
to Mg, and the αj are the Chern roots, so that the total Chern class of the normal
bundle N to Mg is given by ∏

j

(1+ αj).

20.1.1 The Normal Bundle

For f ∈ Pg, the tangent space Tf at f can be seen as the space of maps

σ : R→ f∗TM
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such that σ(t)dgσ(t) = σ(2π + t), so for the constant map at x ∈ Mg, its tangent
space is equal to the space of maps

σ : R→ TxM

with σ(t)dgx = σ(2π+ t).
We can split the vector space TxM into subspacesN(θ) that consist of 2-dimensional

spaces on which dgx rotates every vector by θ (see [LM89]):

TxM ∼= N(0)⊕
⊕
θ

N(θ).

It is clear that the number of θ is finite, that we could choose them in the interval6

0 < θ < π, and that N(0) ∼= TxM
g.

The constant functions

{σ : R→ TxM
g ∼= N(0) | σ is constant} ⊂ TxPg

give the directions alongMg. We are interested in finding a description of the normal
directions of Mg in TxPg.

Let 2s(θ) := dimRN(θ) and, for l = 1, . . . , s(θ), let Nl(θ) be the 2-dimensional
subspaces fixed by dgx through the rotation of θ. Then any σ ∈ TxPg can be seen
as

σ =
∑
l,θ

σθl with σθl : R→ Nl(θ).

Let Nl(θ)C be the complexification Nl(θ)⊗ C. Then

Nl(θ)
C ∼= Ll ⊕ Ll,

where Ll is a complex line bundle, the action of dgx on Ll is by multiplication by
eiθ, and Ll is the conjugate bundle of Ll (see [LM89, p. 226]). The map

σθl : R→ Nl(θ) ⊂ Nl(θ)C

can be seen in Ll ⊕ Ll via a Fourier expansion as

σθl (t) =
∑
k∈Z

(
ak
bk

)(
eitkeit

θ
2π 0

0 eitke−it θ
2π

)
(61)

6For simplicity we will assume that the eigenvalue π is not included, in order to avoid the use of
Pontrjagin classes. The result still holds with π as rotation number.
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with ak ∈ Ll, bk ∈ Ll, ak = a−k and bk = b−k (the last two equations hold because∑
k ake

itk and
∑
k bke

itk are real for all t; in particular a0, b0 ∈ R).
Then the tangent bundle to TxPg can be decomposed as an infinite direct sum

TxM⊕ (TxM
C)1 ⊕ (TxM

C)2 ⊕ · · ·

with
(TxM

C)n ∼= (N(0)C)n ⊕
⊕
θ

(N(θ)C)n

where the circle acts in each (N(θ)C)n by rotation number n. The coefficients
(ak, bk) of the Fourier expansion of (61) take values in (N(θ)C)k for k > 0, (a0, b0) ∈
N(θ), and (ak, bk) = (a−k, b−k) for k < 0.

As TxM ∼= N(0) ⊕
⊕
θN(θ) and N(0) ∼= TxM

g represent the directions along
Mg, the normal bundle to Mg in Pg can be represented as{

(N(0)C)1 ⊕ (N(0)C)2 ⊕ · · ·
}
⊕
⊕
θ

{
N(θ)⊕ (N(θ)C)1 ⊕ (N(θ)C)2 ⊕ · · ·

}
.

Let the Chern class of N(θ) be
s(θ)∏
k=1

(1+ yθk),

so its g-Chern character is

chg(N(θ)) =

s(θ)∑
k=1

ch(Nk(θ))χ(g) =

s(θ)∑
k=1

ey
θ
k+iθ;

then the g-Chern class of the complexification of N(θ) is

s(θ)∏
k=1

(1+ yθk + iθ)(1− yθk − iθ).

If we let xk denote the Chern classes of Mg, then the denominator in (60) with
t = 1 becomes

s(0)∏
j=1

∞∏
p=1

(
p2 + x2j

)∏
θ


s(θ)∏
k=1

(yθk + iθ)

∞∏
p=1

(
p2 + (yθk + iθ)

) ,
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which is formally

s(0)∏
j=1

 ∞∏
p=1

p2

 sinh(πxj)

πxj

∏
θ


s(θ)∏
k=1

 ∞∏
p=1

p2

 (yθk + iθ)
sinh(π(yθk + iθ))

π(yθk + iθ)

 .
Replacing the infinite product of the p2 by its renormalized factor 2π, we get

∏
j

2 sinh(πxj)

xj

∏
θ

{∏
k

2 sinh(π(yθk + iθ))

}
,

which is the same as∏
j

sinh(xj/2)

xj/2

∏
θ

{∏
k

sinh((yθk + iθ)/2)

1/2

}
(62)

provided we interpret
∏∞
p=1 t as tζ(0) where ζ(s) is the Riemann zeta function. As

ζ(0) = −1
2 , in each component we get a factor of t which cancels with the factor

t−1 that arises from replacing xj by xj/t and yθk + iθ by (yθk + iθ)/t. Our use of
the stationary phase approximation is independent of t, and setting t = 2π we get
formula (62).

In the notation of [LM89, p. 267] formula (62) is equivalent to(
Â(Mg)

∏
θ

Â(N(θ))

)−1

,

which after replacing it in the denominator of (60) and integrating over Mg matches
the formula for Spin(M,g) [LM89, Th. 14.11]:

Spin(M,g) = (−1)τgÂ(Mg)

{∏
θ

Â(N(θ))

}
[Mg].

We conclude that after applying the stationary phase approximation to (59), we
obtain the g-index of the Dirac operator.

Proposition 20.1. The path integral∫
Pg

e−tE(φ){Tr S+(Tφ) − Tr S−(Tφ)}dφ = Spin(M,g)

equals indg(D+), the g-index of the Dirac operator over M.
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20.1.2 The G-index and Kawasaki’s Formula

The G-index of the Dirac operator is an element of R(G), the representation ring of
G. Using localization, its dimension is equal to

indG(D+) =
1

|G|

∑
g∈G

indg(D+) =
1

|G|

∑
g∈G

Spin(M,g).

But instead of summing over all the elements g in G, we could sum over the conju-
gacy classes of G. It is clear that Spin(M,g) = Spin(M,h−1gh). The size of the
conjugacy class (g) of g is |G|

|C(g)| where C(g) is the centralizer of G, that is, the set
of elements which commute with g (equivalently, the fixed point set of the action of
G in g via conjugation). Thus, we obtain

indG(D+) =
∑
(g)

1

|C(g)|
Spin(M,g).

We would like to derive a formula that depends on the twisted sectors (inertia
groupoid) of the orbifold X = [M/G], and this clearly matches our previous descrip-
tion. In [LU02b] it was argued that the fixed point set of the action of R in the loop
groupoid LX was precisely I(X) the inertia groupoid of X; then, applying stationary
phase approximation to∫

LX
e−tE(φ){Tr S+(Tφ) − Tr S−(Tφ)}Dφ,

which can be rewritten as∑
(g)

1

|C(g)|

∫
Pg

e−tE(φ){Tr S+(Tφ) − Tr S−(Tφ)}Dφ,

we get the G-index of the Dirac operator,

indG(D+) =
∑
(g)

(−1)τg

|C(g)|

∫
Mg

Â(Mg)
∏
θ

Â(N(θ)g).

Which can be shown to coincide with the formula given by Kawasaki [Kaw81, p.
139] for the index theorem for V-manifolds. Thus, the localization principle applies
in this case.
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20.2 The Elliptic Genus

We move on now to localizing functional integrals in the double loopspace L2M =

LLM = Maps(T,Maps(T,M)) = Maps(T2,M), where T = S1 and T2 is the 2-torus.
By performing the corresponding functional integral over L2M, we should obtain
the index of the dirac operator over LM considered by Witten in [Wit88] and known
as the elliptic genus [Seg88b]. This has been verified by Ando and Morava [AM01].
We want to perform the calculation in the orbifold case (cf. [AF07]).

Let the groupoid X be [M/G], and let the torus T be represented by the groupoid
[R2/Z ⊕ Z]. The double loop groupoid L2X is the category with smooth functors
T→ X as objects and natural transformations between functors as morphisms.

A morphism in L2X can be seen as

R2 × (Z⊕ Z) −→ M×G
� �
R2 −→ M,

that is, as a map F : R2 → M together with a homomorphism H : Z ⊕ Z → G such
that F is equivariant with respect to H. This is equivalent to choosing a pair of
commuting elements g, h ∈ G such that F(1, 0) = F(0, 0)g, F(0, 1) = F(0, 0)h and in
general F(n,m) = F(0, 0)gnhm.

xh xgh=xhg

x xg

F GM

h

g

h

g

The group R2 acts naturally by translations on the double loop groupoid. This
action factors through R2/{|G|Z⊕ |G|Z} because every orbifold loop can be closed in
M/G.

The fixed points under the action of R2 are the constant double loops; they are
uniquely determined by a choice of a point in M and two commuting elements in G.

The groupoid of ghost double loops is the groupoid whose objects is the set of
functors

Funct([∗/Z⊕ Z], [M/G])
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and whose morphisms are natural transformations (i.e., it is a groupoid [(Funct([∗/Z⊕
Z], [M/G]))/G] with G acting by conjugation on the functors).

Here we will apply the stationary phase approximation formula to the double
loop groupoid, which we have shown above to be endowed with an action of the
torus.

We will use an alternative description of the double loop groupoid. Its elements
will be smooth maps

φ : [0, 1]2 →M

together with commuting elements g, h ∈ G such that φ(1, 0) = φ(0, 0)g, φ(0, 1) =

φ(0, 0)h. Call this set L2〈g,h〉M and take

L2M :=
⊔

{(g,h)∈G2|gh=hg}

L2〈g,h〉M.

The natural action of conjugation by elements in G gives us the description: L2X ∼=
[(L2M)/G].

We consider the functional of double loops

H(φ) :=

∫
[0,1]2

(||
dφ

ds
||2 + ||

dφ

dt
||2)dsdt;

we will apply stationary phase approximation à la Witten-Atiyah to the Feynman
integral ∫

L2X
e−iH(φ)Dφ.

We need to find the equivariant normal bundle on L2X to the fixed points of the
action of R2, namely the ghost double loops.

For commuting g, h ∈ G, take the part of the groupoid of ghost double loops
parameterized by M〈g,h〉, the fixed point set of the group generated by g and h. Call
ι : M〈g,h〉 ↪→M the inclusion, and suppose the the orbifold X is a complex orbifold
(the pullback bundle ι∗TM can be locally simultaneously diagonalized with respect
to the actions of g and h). Then one can write the total Chern class of ι∗TM as∏
j(1+ xj) such that the line bundle xj comes provided with the action of the group

〈g, h〉 parameterized by the irreducible representation λj.
We are using the following fact about equivariant complex K-theory. If a group

Γ acts trivially on a space Y, then

K∗Γ (Y) ∼= K∗(Y)⊗ R(Γ),
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that is, the equivariant K-theory of Y is isomorphic to the ordinary K-theory of Y
tensored with the representation ring of Γ . Then the equivariant Chern character
associated to the 〈g, h〉 equivariant line bundle xj is ch〈g,h〉(xj) = exj ⊗ χλj , where
exj is the Chern character of the line bundle and χλj is the character of the λi
representation. As we have simultaneously diagonalized the actions of g and h, the
character of an irreducible representation is determined by a root of unity associated
to each g and h. So let σj : 〈g, h〉→ [0, 1) be such that χλj(g) = e2πiσj(g); then one
can consider (1+ xj + 2πiσj) as the Chern class of the equivariant bundle xj.

The equivariant Euler class of the normal bundle of the embedding of ghost
double loops

M〈g,h〉 → L2〈g,h〉M

is then ∏
{j|σj(g)=σj(h)=0}

1

xj


∏

j

∏
(k,l)∈Z2

(xj + lp̂+ kq̂+ σj(g)p̂+ σj(h)q̂)

 ,
where p̂ and q̂ are formal variables that keep track of the fractional periods of each
of the circles of the torus.

Applying the fixed point formula (3.2.1) of Ando-Morava [AM01], one obtains

p
L2〈g,h〉M(1) = pM

〈g,h〉

 ∏
{j|σj(g)=σj(h)=0}

xj


∏

j

∏
(k,l)∈Z2

1

xj + lp̂+ kq̂+ σj(g)p̂+ σj(h)q̂

 .
Rearranging the expression in the second parenthesis by factoring kq̂ and keeping
the l fixed, the second parenthesis becomes:

∏
l∈Z

(∏
k>0

1

k2q̂2

)(
(xj + lp̂+ σj(g)p̂+ σj(h)q̂)

∏
k>0

(
1−

(xj + lp̂+ σj(g)p̂+ σj(h)q̂)2

k2q̂2

))−1

.

Renormalization (see [Ati85, AM01]) gives∏
k>0

1

k2q̂2
=
q̂

2π
,

∏
k>0

(
1−

(xj + lp̂+ σj(g)p̂+ σj(h)q̂)2

k2q̂2

)−1

=
q̂

2π

π
q̂

sin
(
π
q̂(xj + lp̂+ σj(g)p̂+ σj(h)q̂)

) .
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Replacing the variable q̂ by its holonomy 2πi, our push forward pL2〈g,h〉M(1) becomes

pM
〈g,h〉

 ∏
{j|σj(g)=σj(h)=0}

xj


∏

j

∏
l∈Z

1
2

sinh 1
2(xj + lp̂+ σj(g)p̂+ 2πiσj(h))

 ;

pairing the hyperbolic sines of l and −l one gets that

2 sinh
(xj + lp̂+ σj(g)p̂+ 2πiσj(h))

2
2 sinh

(xj − lp̂+ σj(g)p̂+ 2πiσj(h))

2
=

1− e−xj−σj(g)p̂−2πiσj(h)−lp̂

e−1
2
(xj+σj(g)p̂+2πiσj(h))e− l

2
p̂

exj+σj(g)p̂+2πiσj(h)−lp̂ − 1

e
1
2
(xj+σj(g)p̂+2πiσj(h))e− l

2
p̂
.

As a result,

p
L2〈g,h〉M(1) = pM

〈g,h〉

 ∏
{j|σj(g)=σj(h)=0}

xj

×
∏

j

1
2

sinh 1
2(xj + σj(g)p̂+ 2πiσj(h))

∏
l>0

−e−p̂l

(1− e−xj−σj(g)p̂−2πiσj(h)−lp̂)(1− exj+σj(g)p̂+2πiσj(h)−lp̂)


= pM

〈g,h〉

 ∏
{j|σj(g)=σj(h)=0}

xj

 (−ep̂)
1
12×

∏
l>0,j

e
1
2
(−xj−σj(g)p̂−2πiσj(h))

(1− e−xj−σj(g)p̂−2πiσj(h)−(l−1)p̂)(1− exj+σj(g)p̂+2πiσj(h)−lp̂)

 .
Making the change of variables p = e−p̂, assuming that the first Chern class of M
satisfies c1(M) = 0, i.e.

∏
j e
xj = 1, and integrating over M〈g,h〉, we have that

p
L2〈g,h〉M(1) =

p

“
−
dim(M)
12

+iπ+
age(g)
2

”
e−πiage(h)

{∏
{j|σj(g)=σj(h)=0} xj

}
∏
l>0,j (1− pl−1+σj(g)e−xj−2πiσj(h))(1− pl−σj(g)exj+2πiσj(h))

[M〈g,h〉].

Adding all the fixed point data and averaging, one gets the orbifold elliptic genus:

Ellorb([M/G]) =
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1

|G|

∑
gh=hg

p

“
−
dim(M)
12

+iπ+
age(g)
2

”
e−πiage(h)

{∏
{j|σj(g)=σj(h)=0} xj

}
∏
l>0,j (1− pl−1+σj(g)e−xj−2πiσj(h))(1− pl−σj(g)exj+2πiσj(h))

[M〈g,h〉].

This coincides with the constant term in the y-expansion of the formula of
Borisov-Libgober [BL03, DMVV97, DLM02] except for a renormalization factor.
One could use a device like that of Hirzebruch [HBJ92] to recover the full formula.
In any case the localization principle holds in this case.
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21 Appendix: Loop Groups and nearly Frobenius alge-
bras

Let us start by some general abstract considerations concerning nearly Frobenius
algebras useful from the point of view of Morse theory.

Proposition 21.1. Let A be a Frobenius algebra with trace θ and let ∆ be its natural
nearly Frobenius structure. Let {ei} be a basis for A and {e

#
i } be its dual basis with

respect to θ. If the structure constants of ∆ are

∆(ei) =
∑
i,j,k

λijkej ⊗ e#
k ,

then
λijk = θ(e

#
i ejek).

Proof. By looking at the picture:

θ
Id

Δ

i

Id
m

m

θ

j

k

#e

e

e

ke

je

i
#e

θ =

(63)

we compute:

θ(e
#
i ejek) = θ⊗ θ(m⊗m(1⊗ ∆⊗ 1(e#

i ejek))) =

θ⊗θ(m⊗m(
∑
l,r

λjlrel⊗e#
r ek)) = θ⊗θ(

∑
l,r

λjlre
#
i el⊗e

#
r ek) =

∑
l,r

λjlrθ(e
#
i el)θ(e

#
r ek) = λijk.

¨

From this we conclude that the structural coefficients of ∆ serve as substitutes
in TQFT+ of 3-point functions in TQFT.

The theory of loop groups [PS86] provides some highly non-trivial examples of
nearly Frobenius algebras using infinite dimensional Morse theory. In that theory
infinite dimensional manifolds with natural Morse functions naturally appear. These
are not arbitrary manifolds but rather they posses what G. Segal calls a polarisation

335



of the tangent bundle inducing a semi-infinite structure on their topology. We shall
not go too far afield by simply stating three results from [GLU12].

Let us start by describing two semi-infinite dimensional manifolds that appear
in [PS86], [CLS99] and [GO01].

The first one is Gr(n) the Grassmannian model for the loop group ΩSUn defined
in pages 125 and 127 of [PS86]. Roughly speaking if we consider the Hilbert space
H = H(n) := L2(S1,Cn) of vector valued functions f(z) ∈ Cn. We must consider the
natural polarisation

H = H+ ⊕H−

defined by
f ∈ H+ ⇔ f(z) =

∑
k≥0

Akz
k,

and
f ∈ H− ⇔ f(z) =

∑
k≤0

Akz
k,

Then by definition a subspace W of H is an element of Gr(n) if and only if:

• The orthogonal projection pr+ : W → H+ is Fredholm,

• the orthogonal projection pr− : W → H− if Hilbert-Schmidt,

• for some k we have zkH+ ⊆W ⊆ z−kH+,

• and finally zW ⊆W.

In page 118 of [PS86] it is proved that there is an energy functional

E : Gr(n) → R,

which is a Palais-Smale Morse Function on Gr(n). The stable and unstable cell
decompositions for this Morse function are called the Bruhat and Birkhoff cell de-
compositions of Gr(n). Every Bruhat cell Ci is finite dimensional and their closures
ei = C̄i form a basis for the homology H∗(Gr(n)). Dually every Birkhoff cell Σj is
finite co-dimensional and their closures e#

j = Σ̄i form a basis for the cohomology of

H∗(Gr(n)). We have that ei and e#
j are either disjoint or they intersect transversally

and in fact
ei ∩ e#

j = δij.
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Notice that if there was a trace θ (Poincaré duality) in H∗(Gr(n)) with its natural
intersection product we would have

θ(ei · ej · e#
k ) = 〈ei · ej|e#

k 〉 = ei ∩ ej ∩ e#
k .

The infinite dimensionality of Gr(n) implies that there is no such θ for there is no
Poincaré duality. Nevertheless we can define

λijk := ei ∩ ej ∩ e#
k ,

and
∆(ei) :=

∑
i,j,k

(ei ∩ ej ∩ e#
k )ej ⊗ e#

k ,

and we can prove [GLU12] that:

Theorem 21.2. The homology of the loop group H∗(ΩSUn) ∼= H∗(Gr
(n)) has a

natural structure of nearly Frobenius algebra.

There is a closely related space Fl(n) called the periodic Flag manifold (page 145
of [PS86]). An element of Fl(n) is a sequence of subspaces {Wk}k so that

• each Wk belongs to Gr(H(n)),

• Wk+1 ⊂Wk, and dim(Wk/Wk+1) = 1,

• zWk = Wk+n.

Using the same methods and the results of [GO01] we get [GLU12]:

Theorem 21.3. The cohomology H∗(Fl(n)) of the periodic flag manifold and the
quantum cohomology QH#(Fl(n)) have natural structures of nearly Frobenius alge-
bras.
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22 Appendix: The Calculus of Obstruction Classes

In this appendix we develop the technical machinery of obstruction classes for our
computations of virtual fundamental classes. For now on we shall assume that all
the manifolds are almost complex manifolds, this is not essential but rather allows
us to forget the signs in the calculations.

Let Y, Z be closed submanifolds of X which intersect cleanly, that is,W = Y∩Z
is a submanifold of X and at each point x of W the tangent space of W at x is
the intersection of the tangent spaces of Y and Z. Let F be the excess bundle
of the intersection, i.e., the vector bundle over W which is the quotient of the
tangent bundle of X by the sum of the tangent bundles of Y and Z restricted to W.
Sometimes F is called an obstruction bundle. Thus F = 0 if and only if Y and Z
intersect transversally. If the relevant inclusion maps are denoted

W
j ′ //

i ′

��

Z

i
��

Y
j
// X

then F fits into an exact sequence

0 −→ νi ′ −→ j
′∗νi −→ F −→ 0

where νi denotes the normal bundle of the embedding i.
We call this square a Quillen square. We have the following result by Quillen

[Qui71]:

Proposition 22.1. If z ∈ H∗(Z), then

j∗i∗(z) = i ′∗(e(F) · j
′∗(z))

in H∗+a(Y), where a is the rank of νi.

This result also holds in K-theory:

Proposition 22.2. If ζ ∈ K∗(Z), then

j∗i∗(ζ) = i ′∗(λ−1(F) · j
′∗(ζ))

in K∗(Y).
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In this appendix we work in cohomology and leave the corresponding results in
K-theory to the interested reader. The proofs are formal and are the same.

Proposition 22.3. For the diagram

Z
εi

~~}}}}}}}}
ξi

  BBBBBBBB
ψ

��

ϕ





Bi
αi

���������� βi

  @@@@@@@ Di
γi

~~}}}}}}}}
δi

��????????

A Ci E

classes eBi ∈ H∗(Bi) and eDi ∈ H∗(Di), let be ϕ = αiεi, ψ = δiξi and

eBi,Di = ξ∗i (eDi)e(Fi)ε
∗
i (eBi)

where e(Fi) is the excess intersection class of the Quillen square. If eBi1 ,Di1 =

eBi2 ,Di2
then for z ∈ H∗(A) we have the identity

δi1 !
(
eDi1

γ∗i1

(
βi1 !

(
eBi1

α∗i1(z)
)))

= δi2 !
(
eDi2

γ∗i2

(
βi2 !

(
eBi2

α∗i2(z)
)))

Proof. We use the projection formula f!(x)y = f!(xf∗(y)). Then the Quillen formula
is

δi! (eDiγ
∗
i (βi! (eBiα

∗
i (z)))) = δi! (eDiξi! (e(Fi)ε

∗
i (eBiα

∗
i (z))))

= δi! (eDiξi! (e(Fi)ε
∗
i (eBi)ϕ

∗(z)))

= δi!ξi! (ξ
∗
i (eDie(Fi)εi(eBi)ϕ

∗(z)))

= ψ! (ξ∗i (eDi)e(Fi)εi(eBi)ϕ
∗(z))

¨

22.1 Homological formulæ

In this section we describe the analogous result to that of the last section, but
this time in homology. Let us start by recalling the definition of the umkehr map in
homology.

Let f : A→ X be an inclusion such that there is a tubular neighborhood around
A isomorphic to a bundle over A. The umkehr map f! is defined by the next steps
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Step 1: We consider the projection map

τf : X→ X

X− ηf(A)

where ηf is the tubular neighborhood of f.

Step 2: We use the exponential function (E(ε), E0(ε))→ (ηf, ηf−A) ⊂ (X,X−A) and
by excision we have the next isomorphisms

H∗(X,X−A) ∼= H∗(E(ε), E0(ε)) ∼= H∗(E, E0)

then
H∗(X/(X−A)) ∼= H∗(E/E0)

Thom−→ H∗−k(A)

Finally, the next diagram gives the umkehr map

H∗(X)
(τf)∗ //

f!

77
H∗(X/(X−A))

∼= // H∗(E/E0)
Thom // H∗−k(A)

Lemma 22.4. Let i : Z ↪→ X an inclusion of manifolds with k = dimX−dimZ.Then,
for z ∈ H∗(Z)

i!i∗(z) = e(νi) ∩ z,

where νi is the normal bundle of the inclusion i.

Proof.

Z
� � i //

s

==
X

τ // X
X−ηi

π // Z

In homology is

i! : H∗(Z)

s∗

&&
i∗ // H∗(X)

τ∗ // H∗(νi, ν0)
φ // H∗−k(Z)

z � // i∗(z)
� // s∗(z)

� // π∗(Th∩s∗(z))
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Note that we can give another expression for π∗(Th∩s∗(z)), that is
π∗(Th∩s∗(z)) = π∗s∗(s

∗(Th)∩ z) = (π ◦ s)∗(e(νi)∩ z) = (Id)∗(e(νi)∩ z) = e(νi)∩ z,
where e(νi) = s∗(Th) because in cohomology the umkehr map is

i∗ : H∗(Z)
Φ // H∗+k(νi, ν0)

τ∗ // H∗+k(X)

α � // Th∪α � // τ∗(Th∪α)

Then i∗(τ∗Φ(1)) = i∗i∗(1) = e(νi), by Quillen’s result. In the other hand, i∗(τ∗Φ(1)) =

(τ ◦ i)∗(Φ(1)) = s∗(Φ(1)) = s∗(Th).
Finally we obtain that i!i∗(z) = e(νi) ∩ z, for z ∈ H∗(Z).

¨

Proposition 22.5. Let Y, Z be closed submanifolds of X which intersect cleanly and
W = Y ∩ Z is a submanifold of X such that at each point of W the tangent space of
W at x is the intersection of the tangent spaces of Y and Z.

W
j ′ //

i ′

��

Z

i
��

Y
j
// X

(64)

and z ∈ H∗(Z), then
j!i∗(z) = i ′∗(e(F) ∩ j ′!(z))

where
0 −→ νi ′ −→ j

′∗νi −→ F −→ 0

is an exact sequence.

Proof. We can replace X by a tubular neighborhood of W. Thus we may suppose
that (64) is of the form

W
j ′ //

i ′

��

E1

i
��

E2 j
// E1 ⊕ E2 ⊕ F

where E1 is a complex vector bundle over W with zero section j ′, E2 is a complex
vector bundle with zero section i ′, and i and j are the obvious inclusions. Let
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iε : Eε → E1 ⊕ E2, ε = 1, 2 and k : E1 ⊕ E2 → E1 ⊕ E2 ⊕ F be the inclusion map.
Hence

j!i∗(z) = i2!k!k∗i1∗(z) = i2!(e(νk) ∩ i1∗(z)) by the lemma 22.4
= i2!i1∗(i

∗
1e(νk) ∩ z) = i ′∗j

′!(i∗1e(νk) ∩ z) by Claim 1
= i ′∗j

′!(π∗(e(F)) ∩ z) by Claim 2
= i ′∗(e(F) ∩ j ′!(z)) by Claim 3

• Claim 1: We consider the next commutative diagram

W
i ′ //

j ′

��

E2

i2
��

i

''NNNNNNNNNNNN

E1 i1
//

j

99E1 ⊕ E2 k
// E1 ⊕ E2 ⊕ F

Then i2!i1∗ = i ′∗j
′!. To prove this we check that the next diagrams commute

in homology.

E1
τ1 //

i1

��

E1
E1−ηj ′

π1 //

l
��

W

i ′

��
E1 ⊕ E2 τ2

// E1⊕E2
E1⊕E2−ηi2

∼= E1
E1−ηj ′

⊕ E2 π2
// E2

The first commutes by definition of the maps, and the second commutes by
the following:
Let x ∈ H∗

(
E1

E1−ηj ′

)
, then π2∗(Th2 ∩l∗(x)) = π2∗l∗(l

∗(Th2)∩x) = i ′∗π1∗(l
∗(Th2)∩

x) = i ′∗π1∗(Th1 ∩x).
Finally, if x ∈ H∗(E1): π2∗(Th2 ∩τ2∗i1∗(x)) = π2∗(Th2 ∩l∗τ1∗(x))
= π2∗l∗(l

∗(Th2) ∩ τ1∗(x)) = i ′∗π1∗(Th1 ∩τ1∗(x)). Then, i2!i∗(x) = i ′∗j
′!(x).

• Claim 2: The bundles i∗1(νk) and π∗(F) coincide, in particular i∗1(e(νk)) =

π∗(e(F)).
To prove this, we consider the pullback square

π∗(F) //

��

F

πF

��
E1 π

//W
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where π∗(F) = {(x, z) ∈ E1 × F : π(x) = πF(z)} = E1 ⊕ F bundle over E1.
Hence it is enough to prove i∗1(νk) = E1 ⊕ F. First we note that the next
diagram commutes

E1 ⊕ F

π1

��

j // νk

πk

��
E1 i1

// E1 ⊕ E2

where k : E1 ⊕ E2 → E1 ⊕ E2 ⊕ F, π1 : E1 ⊕ F → E1 is the projection and
j : E1 ⊕ F→ νk is given by j(x, y) = (x, 0, y) ∈ νk.
This square commutes by i1 ◦ π1(x, y) = i1(x) = (x, 0) and πk ◦ j(x, y) =

πk(x, 0, y) = (x, 0).
To finish we need to check that E1 ⊕ F is the pullback square of the maps

νk

πk

��
E1 i1

// E1 ⊕ E2

Let Z be a manifold such that

Z
g

**TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT

f

��3
33333333333333

E1 ⊕ F
π1
��

j // νk

πk
��

E1 i1
// E1 ⊕ E2

πk ◦ g = i1 ◦ f. We define h : Z→ E1 ⊕ F by h(z) = (f(z), π3 ◦ g(z)).
Note that πk ◦ g(z) = (f(z), 0) since πk ◦ g = i1 ◦ f. Then j ◦h(z) = j(f(z), π3 ◦
g(z)) = (f(z), 0, π3 ◦ g(z)) = (πk(g(z)z), π3(g(z))) = g(z), and π1(h(z)) =

π1(f(z, π3(g(z)))) = f(z).

• Claim 3: For ϕ ∈ H∗(W) and z ∈ H∗(E1) then j ′!(π∗(ϕ) ∩ z) = ϕ ∩ j ′!(z).
This is an immediately consequence of the definition of the umkehr map, that

is: j ′ : W → E1 and E1
τ //

π

<<
E1

E1−ηj ′

p //W .
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Then

ϕ ∩ j ′!(z) = ϕ ∩ p∗(Th∩τ∗(z)) = p∗(p
∗(ϕ) ∩ Th∩τ∗(z))

= p∗(Th∩τ∗(τ∗p∗(ϕ) ∩ z)) = p∗(Th∩τ∗(π∗(ϕ) ∩ z))
= j ′!(π∗(ϕ) ∩ z)

¨

Proposition 22.6. For the diagram

Z
εi

~~}}}}}}}}
ξi

  BBBBBBBB
ψi

��

ϕi





Bi
αi

���������� βi

  @@@@@@@ Di
γi

~~}}}}}}}}
δi

��????????

A Ci E

with classes eBi ∈ H∗(Bi) and eDi ∈ H∗(Di), let ϕi = αiεi, ψi = δiξi such that
(ϕ1)! = (ϕ2)! and (ψ1)∗ = (ψ2)∗. Let

ei = ξi!(eDi)(e(Fi) ∩ εi!(eBi))

where e(Fi) is the excess intersection class of the Quillen square. If e1 = e2, then
for z ∈ H∗(A) we have the identity

δ1∗ (eD1γ1! (β1∗ (eB1α1!(z)))) = δ2∗ (eD2γ2! (β2∗ (eB2α2!(z))))

Proof. We use the Quillen’s formula and the projection formula: f∗(x)y = f∗(xf!(y)),
then

δ1∗ (eD1γ1! (β1∗ (eB1α1!(z)))) = (eD1ξ1∗ (e(F1) ∩ ε1!(eB1α1!(z))))
= δ1∗ξ1∗ (ξ1∗(eD1)(e(F1) ∩ ε1!(eB1α1!(z))))
= (ψ1)∗ (ξ1!(eD1)(e(F1) ∩ ε1!(eB1))ϕ1!(z))
= (ψ2)∗ (ξ1!(eD2)(e(F2) ∩ ε2!(eB2))ϕ2!(z))
= δ2∗ (eD2γ2! (β2∗ (eB2α2!(z))))

¨
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Corollary 22.7. The next diagrams, i = 0, 1.

Zi
εi

~~~~~~~~~
ξi

  AAAAAAAA
ψi

��

ϕi





Bi
αi

���������� βi

  @@@@@@@ Di
γi

~~}}}}}}}}
δi

��????????

A Ci E

where the squares are Quillen’s squares, i.e. the intersection of Bi and Di is clean
and the spaces Z1 and Z2 are homotopically equivalents,

Z1

f1 //
Z2

f2
oo

such that
Z2

f2

��
ψ2





ϕ2

��

Z1

f1

OO

ϕ1

{{vvvvvvvvvvv
ψ1

##GGGGGGGGGGG

A E

commutes up to homotopy. Then, if f∗2(e(νf1 ⊕ F1)) = e(F2), for z ∈ H∗(A) we have

δ1∗ ◦ γ1! ◦ β1∗ ◦ α1!(z) = δ2∗ ◦ γ2! ◦ β2∗ ◦ α2!(z).

Proof.

δ1∗ ◦ γ1! ◦ β1∗ ◦ α1!(z) = δ1∗ξ1∗ (e(F1) ∩ ε1!(α1!(z))) property of Quillen
= ψ1∗ (e(F1) ∩ϕ1!(z)) by δ1ξ1 ' ψ1, α1 ◦ ε1 ' ϕ1
= ψ2∗f1∗ (e(F1) ∩ f1!ϕ2!(z)) by ψ1 ' ψ2 ◦ f1, ϕ1 ' ϕ2 ◦ f1
= ψ2∗f1∗ (f

∗
1f
∗
2e(F1) ∩ f1!ϕ2!(z)) by f2 ◦ f1 ' 1

= ψ2∗ (f1∗(f
∗
2(e(F1)) ∩ f1!(ϕ2!(z)))) by the projection formula

= ψ2∗ (f
∗
2(e(F1)) ∩ f1∗f1!(ϕ2!(z)))
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Now we need to understand the map f∗ ◦ f! : H∗(B) → H∗(A) → H∗(B), where
f : A→ B. First we consider the next Quillen’s diagram.

A
Id

��~~~~~~~
Id

��@@@@@@@

A

f ��@@@@@@@ A

f��~~~~~~~

B

For Quillen’s property we have f!f∗(z) = e(νf) ∩ z, where z ∈ H∗(A) and νf is the
normal bundle of the map f : A→ B.

f1!f1∗f2∗(z) = f1!(z) by f1∗f2∗ = Id,
e(νf1) ∩ f2∗(z) = f1!(z) using that f1!f1∗(z) = z ∩ e(νf1),
f1∗(e(νf1) ∩ f2∗(z)) = f1∗f1!(z) composition with f1∗,
f1∗(f

∗
1f
∗
2(e(νf1)) ∩ f2∗(z)) = f1∗f1!(z) using that f∗1f

∗
2 = Id,

f∗2(e(νf1)) ∩ f1∗f2∗(z) = f1∗f1!(z) by the projection formula,
f∗2(e(νf1)) ∩ z = f1∗f1!(z) using that f1∗f2∗ = Id .

Then f1∗f1!(z) = f∗2(e(νf1)) ∩ z, for all z ∈ H∗(B).

Finally, returning to the calculations, we have

ψ2∗ (f
∗
2(e(F1)) ∩ f1∗f1!(ϕ2!(z))) = ψ2∗ (f

∗
2(e(F1)) ∩ f∗2(e(νf1)) ∩ϕ2!(z))

= ψ2∗ ((f
∗
2(e(F1)) ∪ f∗2(e(νf1))) ∩ϕ2!(z))

= ψ2∗ (f
∗
2(e(F1) ∪ e(νf1)) ∩ϕ2!(z))

= ψ2∗ (f
∗
2(e(νf1 ⊕ F1)) ∩ϕ2!(z))

Since f∗2(e(νf1 ⊕ F1)) = e(F2) then

ψ2∗ (ϕ2!(z) ∩ f∗2(e(νf1 F1))) = ψ2∗ (ϕ2!(z) ∩ e(F2)) = δ2∗ ◦ γ2! ◦ β2∗ ◦ α2!(z).

¨

In particular we have the next result.
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Corollary 22.8. In the hypothesis of the last corollary, if Z1 and Z2 are diffeo-
morphic spaces, where f1 : Z1 → Z2 is the diffeomorphism between them, then the
identity e(F1) = e(F2), implies

δ1∗ ◦ γ1! ◦ β1∗ ◦ α1!(z) = δ2∗ ◦ γ2! ◦ β2∗ ◦ α2!(z).

Proof. This is because if f1 is a diffeomorphism then νf1 = 0.

¨

Theorem 22.9. Let f, g : A → X be cofibration maps, and H : A × I → X an
homotopy between them, i.e H(x, 0) = f(x) and H(x, 1) = g(x) for x ∈ A. Then

f! = g! : H∗(X)→ H∗(A)

Proof. Note that (X, f(A)) and (X, g(A)) are good pairs, f(A) ↪→ X and g(A) ↪→ X

are cofibrations. Then the homotopy

H ′ : f(A)× I→ X

given by H ′(f(x), t) = H(x, t) extends to X such that

H ′|ηf×{1} = ηg

and
H ′|A×{0} = f, H ′|A×{1} = g

Set by f ′ := H ′(−, 0) and g ′ := H ′(−, 1).

Let α ∈ H∗(X) with α = f ′#(β) + γ, where β ∈ C#(ηf), γ ∈ C#(X − A) and
f# is the map induced in the chain complexes. This is posible by the using of the

barycentric subdivision C#(ηf + (X − A))
∼=−→ C#(X). Since we have the Quillen

diagram
ηf

Id

~~||||||||
Id

  BBBBBBBB

ηf

f ′   AAAAAAAA ηf

f ′~~}}}}}}}}

X
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then f ′!f
′
∗(β) = β e(νf ′).

Finally
f ′! (α) = f ′! (f

′
∗(β) + γ) = β e(νf ′) + f ′! (γ)

where we note that f ′! (γ) = 0 because γ ∈ C#(X−A). Then f ′! (α) = β e(νf ′).
In other hand, using the homotopy H ′ : X × I → X we can find a new representant
of α in C#(ηg + (X − g(A))) of the form g ′#(β ′) + γ ′ with β ′ ∈ C#(ηg) and γ ′ ∈
C#(X− g(A)). Then

g ′! (g
′
∗(β

′) + γ ′) = g ′!g
′
∗(β

′) + g ′! (γ
′) = g ′!g

′
∗(β

′) = β ′ e(νg ′) = β e(νf ′).

Therefore f ′! (α) = g ′! (α), and in particular f!(α) = g!(α).

¨
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Études Sci. Publ. Math. 39 (1970), 5–173.

[CG04] R. Cohen and V. Godin, A polarized view of string topology, Topology,
geometry and quantum field theory. Proceedings of the 2002 Oxford
symposium in honour of the 60th birthday of Graeme Segal (Ulrike Till-
mann, ed.), London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, no. 308,
Cambridge University Press, 2004, arXiv:math.AT/0303003, pp. 127–
154.

[CH06] B. Chen and S. Hu, A derham model for chen-ruan cohomology ring of
abelian orbifolds, Mathematische Annalen 336 (2006), no. 1, 51–71.

[CJ02] R. L. Cohen and J. D. S. Jones, A homotopy theoretic realization of
string topology, Math. Ann. 324 (2002), no. 4, 773–798. MR 1 942 249

352



[CJY04] R.L. Cohen, J.D.S. Jones, and J. Yan, The loop homology algebra of
spheres and projective spaces, Progress in Mathematics. Boston 215
(2004), 77–92.

[CK09] Ralph L. Cohen and John R. Klein, Umkehr maps, Homology, Homo-
topy ans Applications 11(1) (2009), 17–33.

[CLS99] Ralph L. Cohen, Ernesto Lupercio, and Graeme B. Segal, Holomorphic
spheres in loop groups and Bott periodicity, Asian J. Math. 3 (1999),
no. 4, 801–818. MR MR1797579 (2002a:58008)

[CM] S. Carey, L. Johnson and M. Murray, Holonomy on D-branes,
arXiv:hep-th/0204199.

[CM00] M. Crainic and I. Moerdijk, A homology theory for étale groupoids, J.
Reine Angew. Math. 521 (2000), 25–46. MR 2001f:58039

[Coa09] T. Coates, On the crepant resolution conjecture in the local case, Com-
munications in Mathematical Physics 287 (2009), no. 3, 1071–1108.

[Cos07] K. Costello, Topological conformal field theories and calabi–yau cate-
gories, Advances in Mathematics 210 (2007), no. 1, 165–214.

[CR04a] Weimin Chen and Yongbin Ruan, A new cohomology theory of orbifold,
Comm. Math. Phys. 248 (2004), 1–31.

[CR04b] , A new cohomology theory of orbifold, Comm. Math. Phys. 248
(2004), no. 1, 1–31. MR MR2104605 (2005j:57036)

[CR07] T. Coates and Y. Ruan, Quantum cohomology and crepant resolutions:
A conjecture, arXiv preprint arXiv:0710.5901 (2007).

[Crh01] T. Crhák, A construction of simplicial objects, Comment. Math. Univ.
Carolin 42 (2001), no. 1, 1–21.

[CS] M. Chas and D. Sullivan, String topology, arXiv:math.GT/9911159.

[CS85] J. Cheeger and J. Simons, Differential characters and geometric in-
variants, Geometry and topology (College Park, Md., 1983/84), Lec-
ture Notes in Math., vol. 1167, Springer, Berlin, 1985, pp. 50–80. MR
87g:53059

[CV] R. Cohen and A. Voronov, Notes on string topology,
arXiv:math.GT/0503625.

353



[CW10] A. Caldararu and S. Willerton, The mukai pairing. i. a categorical ap-
proach, New York J. Math 16 (2010), 61–98.

[dFLNU] Tommaso de Fernex, Ernesto Lupercio, Thomas Nevins, and Bernardo
Uribe, A Localization Principle for Orbifold Theories, arXiv:hep-
th/0411037, to appear in Contemporary Mathematics.

[DFLNU07] T. De Fernex, E. Lupercio, T. Nevins, and B. Uribe, Stringy chern
classes of singular varieties, Advances in Mathematics 208 (2007),
no. 2, 597–621.

[DH82] J. J. Duistermaat and G. J. Heckman, On the variation in the coho-
mology of the symplectic form of the reduced phase space, Invent. Math.
69 (1982), no. 2, 259–268. MR MR674406 (84h:58051a)

[DHVW85] L. Dixon, J. A. Harvey, C. Vafa, and E. Witten, Strings on orbifolds,
Nuclear Phys. B 261 (1985), 678–686.

[DHVW86] L. Dixon, J. Harvey, C. Vafa, and E. Witten, Strings on orbifolds. II,
Nuclear Phys. B 274 (1986), no. 2, 285–314. MR 87k:81104b

[DK70] P. Donovan and M. Karoubi, Graded brauer groups and k-theory with
local coefficients, Publications Mathématiques de L’IHÉS 38 (1970),
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