FINITE QUOTIENTS OF 3-MANIFOLD GROUPS
WILL SAWIN AND MELANIE MATCHETT WOOD

ABSTRACT. For G and Hy,..., H, finite groups, does there exist a 3-manifold group with G
as a quotient but no H; as a quotient? We answer all such questions in terms of the group
cohomology of finite groups. We prove non-existence with topological results generalizing the
theory of semicharacteristics. To prove existence of 3-manifolds with certain finite quotients
but not others, we use a probabilistic method, by first proving a formula for the distribution of
the (profinite completion of) the fundamental group of a random 3-manifold in the Dunfield-
Thurston model of random Heegaard splittings as the genus goes to infinity. We believe this is
the first construction of a new distribution of random groups from its moments.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we address the question of what finite quotients in what combinations the
fundamental group of a 3-manifold can have and not have. It is well-known that for any finite
group G, there exists a closed 3-manifold M with G as a quotient of m1(M). However, we can
ask more detailed questions about the possible finite quotients of 3-manifold groups. If G' and
Hy, ... H, are finite groups, does there exist a closed 3-manifold M with G as a quotient but
no H; as a quotient? In this paper, we give an answer to all such questions in terms in the
cohomology of finite groups.

First, we prove a topological theorem that provides certain obstructions to the existence
of 3-manifold groups with certain quotients but not others. Then, we prove that whenever
these obstructions vanish, not only do such 3-manifolds exist, but that a positive proportion
of 3-manifolds (under a natural distribution on Heegaard splittings) have quotients and non-
quotients as desired. We do this by determining completely the asymptotic distribution of

—

profinite completions 71 (M) of random 3-manifold groups (as the genus of the Heegaard splitting
goes to infinity).

For example, if m;(M) admits (F3)? x SLy(F3) as a quotient, with SLy(F3) acting on (F3)?
by the standard representation, then it also admits (F3)* x SLy(FF3) as a quotient, with SLy(F3)
acting on (F3)* by the sum of two copies of the standard representation (Proposition . For
an example of existence, we note that there is a group of order 120, the generalized quaternion
group Q(8,3,5), such that, for each natural number n, there exists a 3-manifold M such that
w1 (M) admits Q(8,3,5) as a quotient and all finite groups of order < n that are quotients of
m1 (M) are also quotients of Q(8,3,5) (Proposition [8.17). This is despite the fact that, by the
geometrization theorem, (8,3, 5) itself is not the fundamental group of any 3-manifold.

We now define some notation to state our main result providing the obstructions discussed
above. For V a symplectic vector space over a finite field x of characteristic 2, we denote by
Sp,.(V) the group of k-linear automorphisms of V' preserving the symplectic form. Following
Gurevich and Hadani [GH12|, we let 1 — Z/4 — H — V — 1 be the central extension of V' by
Z,/4 with extension class corresponding to the trace of the symplectic form on V' (see Section ,
and let the affine symplectic group ASp,. (V') be the group of automorphisms of H acting trivially

on Z/4 and on V by a k-linear map, which lies in an exact sequence 1 — Hom(V,Fy) —
1
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ASp(V),. — Sp,.(V) — 1. We will see below there is a class ¢y € H*(ASp,.(V),Fy) such that
the following theorem holds.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a closed, oriented 3-manifold. Let V' be an irreducible representation
of 1 (M) over a finite field k. Then
(1) We have dim H'(my (M), V) = dim H'(71(M), V).
(2) For each nonzero o € H*(m (M), V) there exists 3 in H' (w1 (M), V") where [,,(aUpB) #
0.
(3) If V is a symplectic representation and k has odd characteristic then dim, H' (7 (M), V)
18 even.

(4) If V is a symplectic representation, k has even characteristic, and if the map m (M) —
Sp.(V) lifts to ASp,.(V), then dim, H'(m (M), V) is congruent mod 2 to [, cy.

Properties (1) and (2) are immediate consequences of Poincaré duality and the vanishing of
Euler characteristics for the cohomology of M, and the spectral sequence relating the cohomolo-
gies of M and m(M). Property (3) may be less familiar — it can be proved using a Heegaard
splitting of M and some algebraic arguments. Property (4) is even stranger, and its proof uses
cobordism. We will prove below in Theorem a converse of a strengthening of Theorem
showing that the properties in Theorem exactly describe the closure of the set of the profi-
nite completions of 3-manifold groups in the set of all profinite groups. This requires proving
existence of certain 3-manifolds, which we do using a probabilistic method.

Dunfield and Thurston [DT06] introduced the idea of considering a random 3-manifold con-
structed from a random Heegaard splitting. Briefly, the Heegaard splitting is given by a random
element in the mapping class group of genus g by taking a uniform random word of length L in
a set of generators (including the identity), and then letting L. — oo and then g — oo. Dun-
field and Thurston asked [DT06, §6.7] if the distribution of the number of surjections from the
random 3-manifold group to a fixed finite group @) has a limit as ¢ — co. When @ is a simple
group, Dunfield and Thurston proved these statistics have a limiting distribution as g — oo,
but they were not able to show this for general ). In Corollary we are able to answer their
question, and prove that these statistics have a limiting distribution for a general (). We do so

o —

as a consequence of a far more general result showing that the random profinite group (M)
itself has a limiting distribution, which we describe explicitly, as g — oc.

To describe this distribution, we need to give a topology on the set of relevant profinite groups.
Let C be a set of finite groups. We say a group is level-C if is contained in the smallest set of
finite groups containing C and closed under fiber products and quotients. Then for a group H,
we define HC to be inverse limit of all level-C quotients of H. We call HS the level-C completion
of H. For example, if C = {Z/pZ}, then 71 (M) = H\(M,Z/pZ).

Let Prof be the set of isomorphism classes of profinite groups which have finitely many open
subgroups of index n for each natural number n, with a topology generated by the basic opens
Ucc = {X € Prof | X¢ = G} for finite sets C and finite groups G. We then describe the limiting

distribution of m; (M) by giving the limiting probabilities that 7 (M )€ = G for each finite C and
G.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be the random 3-manifold described above. As L — oo and then g — oo,
the distributions of w1 (M) weakly converge to a probability distribution u on Prof such that
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where the V;, N; are those kernels of surjections from level-C groups H to G that are also minimal
normal subgroups of H (so, e.g., the V; are certain irreducible representations of G over certain
[F,), and the wy,(7), wn,(T) are constants defined in terms of the action of G on V;, N; in Tables
1 and 2 of Section [4.3, with W; is the set of all the level-C extensions of G by V;.

For example, let S be a finite set of primes, and write 77 (M) for the pro-S completion of
71 (M) (i.e. m (M) for C the set of all finite groups whose order is a product of powers of primes
in S). Theorem [1.2| implies

[Ho(N,Z)|

(1.4) lim lim Prob(w{ (M) is trivial) H H (14p7)~t H e Tout(™] |

g—00 L—o00
peS j=1 N

where the second product is over non-abelian simple groups /N whose order is a product of powers
of primes in S. One can check using the classification that there are only finitely many simple
S-groups, and let C be the set of these groups. Then #¥(M) = 1 if and only if m(M)¢ = 1,
which allows one to deduce from Theorem .

We can see from the definitions of the wy, and wy, that u(Ue ) is positive if and only if it
contains a profinite group satisfying the four condition&f\Theorem [1.1} Thus, from this explicit

limiting distribution we can determine the closure of {7y (M)} in Prof. This follows a suggestion
of Dunfield and Thurston [DT06, §1.6] to use their model of random 3-manifolds for existence
results of 3-manifolds with certain properties.

Theorem 1.5. A group G € Prof lies in the closure of the set

{7r1( ) | M a closed, oriented 3-manifold}

if and only if there emists 7: H*(G,Q/Z) — Q/Z such that, for each irreducible continuous
representation V' of G over a finite field k,
(1) We have dim H'(G,V) = dim H (G, V).
(2) For each nonzero o € H*(G, V) there exists 3 in H' (G, V") where (U ) # 0.
(3) If V is a symplectic representation and k has odd characteristic then dim, H'(G,V) is
even.

(4) If V is a symplectic representation, k has even characteristic, and the map G — Sp,.(V)
lifts to ASp,.(V), then dim, HY(G,V) is congruent mod 2 to 27(cy).

In particular, we can apply Theorem to classify all finite groups in the closure of the set
of 3-manifold groups in Prof. In Proposition we find such groups are either fundamental
groups of spherical 3-manifolds or Q(8a,b,c) x Z/d, where Q(8a,b,c) are certain generalized
quaternion groups.

We note that the topology on Prof is the most natural topology from a number of perspectives.
For example, it is the topology generated by the open sets {X | G is a quotient of X} for finite
groups G, along with their (open) complements. In particular, the set of X with G but none of
H,,..., H, as a quotient is open in this topology, and thus by describing the closure of the set
of 3-manifold groups in Theorem we answer the question of whether there is a 3-manifold
group with G but none of Hy, ..., H, as a quotient.

Another natural question is: if G is a finite group and Fj, ..., E,, are extensions of G, does
there exist a 3-manifold M with a surjection m (M) — G that doesn’t lift to any E;? (The
question from the last paragraph is a special case of this one by letting the E; be all subgroups
of the G x H; whose projections onto both factors are surjective.) Theorem answers this
question in the same sense as above, but for some sets of extensions there are particularly
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nice direct answers as well (see Theorem . For example, if V' is an absolutely irreducible
representation of G over a finite field x of odd characteristic, there is an oriented, closed 3-
manifold M where (M) has a surjection to G that does not lift to V' x G if and only if
dim H'(G,V) > dim H'(G, V") and condition (3) of Theorem [1.5|is satisfied.

Our results also can be applied to answer other questions raised by Dunfield and Thurston.
For example, we show in Proposition that, for each natural number n, the proportion of
3-manifolds arising from random Heegaard splittings which have a covering of degree n with
positive first Betti number goes to 0 as the genus of the Heegaard splitting goes to 0o, addressing
the question set out at the start of [DT06, Section 9]. This shows that, in Agol’s Virtual First
Betti number Theorem [Agol3], it is crucial that the finite cover have arbitrarily large degree.

In Section [9.2] we show that our results can explain the discrepancies noted by Dunfield
and Thurston [DT06, §8] between the homology of a random 3-manifold and the abelianization
of a random group given by generators and random relations (see also [Kow08, Chapter 7]
for further discussion of this contrast), by consideration of the torsion linking pairing. We
show that the homology of a random 3-manifold, along with its torsion linking pairing, has
the distribution of the most natural distribution on abelian groups with symmetric pairings
(arising, e.g., in [CLP15, ICKL*15, WoolT7, [Més20]). Let G be a finite abelian p-group and let
(: G x G — QJZ be a symmetric nondegenerate pairing. For a random 3-manifold (M), we
show (in Proposition the probability that the p-power torsion part of H;(M) = my (M)
is isomorphic to G, by an isomorphism sending the torsion linking pairing to ¢, is equal to

times a constant [0, —

1
|GI[Aut(G,0)] J=114p=7 °

1.1. Previous work and new approaches. Dunfield and Thurston’s introduction of the
model of random Heegaard splittings [DT06] is a central motivation for our work. They proved
several results on this model, including those mentioned above, and that the limiting probability
of such a manifold having positive first Betti number was 0 [DT06, Corollary 8.5]. Moreover,
the proof of their Theorem 6.21 on the average of # Surj(m (M), Q) (what we would call the
“moments” of the random group m(M)) is a key input into our Theorem [L.2] In this context,
the task to prove Theorem is to show that (certain refinements of) these averages actually
determine entirely the distribution of random groups.

There is a significant history of work on this “moment problem” for random abelian groups.
Heath-Brown [Hea94] and Fouvry and Kliiners [FK06] proved and applied moment problem
results for random Fy-vector spaces to find the distribution of Selmer groups of quadratic twists
of the congruent number curve, and four ranks of class groups of quadratic fields, respectively. See
also [EVW16, [LST20, WW21] for other number theoretic applications of the moment problem for
more general random abelian groups. The second author [Wool7] proved and applied moment
problem results for random finite abelian groups to find the distribution of Jacobians of random
graphs.

In the setting of non-abelian groups, Boston and the second author [BW17] proved and applied
a moment problem result for random pro-p-groups, to determine the pro-p completion of funda-
mental groups of random quadratic function fields as ¢ and the genus go to infinity. The first
author [Saw20] proved a moment problem result for random profinite groups with an action of a
fixed finite group. All of these prior results prove the uniqueness aspect of the moment problem,
i.e. that two distributions with the same moments are the same (under various hypotheses).
They are applied in the setting where one knows some distribution and its moments and wishes
to show another distribution agrees because it has the same moments. In our setting, there was
no known conjectural distribution for the profinite completions of random 3-manifold groups,
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and so we have the more challenging task of constructing the distribution from the moments,
the existence aspect of the moment problem. One of the main achievements of this paper is the
development of a method that explicitly constructs a distribution on random groups from its
moments. We expect this method can be generalized and will be of use in many other contexts
(e.g. see below on our forthcoming work in number theory). To our knowledge, this paper is
the first that constructs a distribution on groups from given moments.

One of the challenges in this paper is that the moments of 7 (M) are in fact too large not
only to apply the results in [Saw20] to find that they determine a unique distribution, but in fact
they are too large to even determine a unique distribution in theory. To overcome this challenge
requires two new efforts. First, we provide a method that proves a nearly optimal results for
the non-abelian group moment problem, i.e. it is known that multiple distributions can give the
same moments just beyond our growth bound. Second, we confront cases in which the moments
are of a size where uniqueness in the moment problem fails. In these cases, we leverage the

information from Theorem , which shows that the groups m; (M) have certain properties, and
in particular parity properties, that mean that we only seek a distribution on a smaller class
of profinite groups. On this class we are able to prove that the moments determine a unique
distribution using the nearly optimal result mentioned above.

Another major challenge is that the construction of the distribution from the moments involves
many infinite alternating sums of group cohomology of general finite groups, and one needs to
organize and simplify these sums sufficiently to be able to, e.g. prove analytic bounds on their
growth and detect if they are 0 or not.

Our proof of Theorem (3) relies on understanding the sign of the action of elements in
the mapping class group on a homology group H'(X,, V). This action is studied by Grunewald,
Larsen, Lubotzky, and Malestein [GLLM15], who use it to find quotients of m(2,) that are
finite index subgroups of a wide range of arithmetic groups. However our interest is in whether
the action is through a certain index 2 subgroup, information which is lost if one only considers
quotients up to finite index.

The parity properties Theorem (3—4), in the special case where V' is an projective representa-
tion of a quotient G of 71 (M), were previously obtained in the topology literature [Lee73, [DM89],
using the language of semicharacteristics. The connection to this prior work is explained in Ap-
pendix [A]

Many others have considered the model of random Heegaard splittings introduced by Dunfield
and Thurston and proven asymptotic properties of these random 3-manifolds. Kowalski has
given quantitative results on the first homology groups of random Heegaard splittings [Kow08|
Proposition 7.19]. Maher [Mah10] found the distribution of the distance between the disk sets of
random Heegaard splittings, and thereby deduced that a random Heegaard splitting is hyperbolic
with asymptotic probability 1. Dunfield and Wong [DW11] found the distribution of certain
topological quantum field theories on a random Heegaard splitting. Rivin [Riv14] determined a
large number of properties of these random Heegaard splittings, including asymptotics for the size
of the first homology group, their Kneser-Matve’ev complexity, volume, Cheeger constant, and
the injectivity radius. Lubotzky, Maher, and Wu [LMW16] found the growth of splitting distance
and distribution of Casson invariants of random Heegaard splittings, and gave an improved
convergence bound for Maher’s earlier result of asymptotic hyperbolicity. Hamenstaedt and
Viaggi [HV21] have found information on the spectrum of the Laplacian of random Heegaard
splittings, including an upper bound on the smallest eigenvalue. Viaggi [Via2l] has found the
asymptotic volume of random Heegaard splittings. Feller, Sisto, and Viaggi [FSV20] gave a
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constructive proof of hyperbolicity for random Heegaard splittings, and use it to find the diameter
growth rate and systole decay, as well as show asymptotically the 3-manifolds are not arithmetic
or in a fixed commensurability class. With the exception of [DT06, DW11], most of this previous
work has focused on Heegaard splittings of a fixed genus ¢, so the work is to understand the
limit as the random walk on the mapping class groups grows in length. In contrast, in our work,
the main interest and difficultly is the limit as the genus goes to infinity. We remark that other
models of random 3-manifolds have also been studied; see JAFW15, Section 7.4] for an overview
of this broad area of work.

In subsequent work of the authors, the methods of this paper have been extended from the
study of profinite groups to pro-objects in a wide variety of categories [SW22], and applied to
give conjectures on the distributions of class groups of G-extensions of a fixed number field
[SW23], that in particular take into account the roots of unity in the number field. (As noted
by Malle [Mal08], the original conjectures of Cohen, Lenstra, and Martinet |CL84, |CM90] need
to be modified under the presence of roots of unity.) In a forthcoming paper by the authors,
the same methods will be used to give results on the asymptotic distribution of 7} (C'), where C'
is a random G-cover of Pllpq, and ¢ — oo and then the genus of the cover goes to infinity. Here
71 denotes the maximal quotient of m of order relatively prime to |G| and ¢. This will lead to
conjectures on the distributions of non-abelian generalizations of class groups.

1.2. Outline of the paper. In Section [2, we prove Theorem using, largely, methods of
algebraic topology. In Section [2.1, we prove several properties of the class ¢y that appears in
Theorem [1.1]

In Section 3, we review the definition by Dunfield and Thurston of a random model of 3-
manifolds, and slightly strengthen a result of Dunfield and Thurston by calculating the expected
number of surjections from the fundamental group of a random 3-manifold to a fixed finite group
Q@ (the @Q-moments of the random group) that send the fundamental class of that manifold to a
fixed class in the group homology of Q.

In Section 4, we state a general probabilistic theorem (Theorem that will imply Theo-
rem [1.2] and then give a proof of the theorem relying on results which will be proven in the
following few sections. We also give a heuristic description of the approach of our proof to
determine a distribution from its moments, and discuss the obstacles that arise.

In Section 5, we prove an inclusion-exclusion formula which expresses the number of surjections
from a 3-manifold group to a fixed finite group G that satisfy certain conditions (regarding not
extending to other surjections) as a linear combination of the number of surjections from a 3-
manifold groups to other finite groups H, without conditions on the surjections. Comparing the
expectations of both sides of this formula is a crucial step in our construction of a distribution
(whose probabilities are essentially the expectation of the number of surjections to G that don’t
extend to larger relevant groups) from its moments (which are the expectation of the number of
all surjections to H).

In Section 6, we show that the limiting H-moments of a sequence of random groups, when
all such limits exist, are equal to the H-moments of the limiting distribution. This convergence
theorem for the moments of a random group is an essential step in our determination of a limiting
distribution from the limits of moments. Additionally, it shows that there is no escape of mass
and that the limiting distribution we find is indeed a probability distribution. We expect our
convergence theorem will be useful in many other applications involving random groups.
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In Section 7, we evaluate a linear combination of the limits of the moments of a random 3-
manifold group by algebraic methods, in particular detailed analysis of the Lyndon-Hochschild-
Serre spectral sequence. This is where we find the particular formulas appearing in Theorem [1.2]
This also completes all the ingredients for the proof of Theorem

In Section [8, we give general criteria for the existence of 3-manifold groups with certain finite
quotients but not others and prove Theorem [I.5 We also deduce from Theorems and
several example results about the existence and non-existence of 3-manifolds with fundamental
groups with specific prescribed conditions on their finite quotients. Finally, we classify finite
groups in the closure of the set of 3-manifold groups in Prof.

In Section 9, we prove the probabilistic results that follow from Theorem [4.2] including Theo-
rem We also give formulas for the distribution of the first homology of a random 3-manifold,
along with the torsion linking pairing, and the distribution of the maximal p-group or nilpotent
class s quotient of a random 3-manifold group. We show that for each finite G, the limiting
probability of a random 3-manifold group having a G-cover with positive first Betti number is
0.

In Section 10, we discuss questions for further research.

1.3. Notation. Topology: We always assume manifolds to be connected. All our 3-manifolds
will be oriented. For a 3-manifold M and a field s, we denote the map H3(m (M), r) —
H3*(M,r) — k obtained by pullback and integrating against the fundamental class by [ e
Moreover, in the context of a specified map m (M) — G, we also denote the composite map
H*(G,k) = H*(m (M), k) — & by [,,.

Let H, be a genus g handlebody and ¥, its boundary. If o is an element of the mapping class
group of Xy, it describes a closed, oriented 3-manifold M, given by gluing two copies H, ;, Hg2 of
H, along their boundaries using the map o, identifying # on H, with o~'(x) on H;. We take
the orientation on M to be the one that restricts to the orientation on H ;.

Vector spaces and fields: For a vector space V over a field x, we write A2V for the quotient
of V®,. V by the k-subfield generated by v ® v for each v € V. When the subscript is omitted,
it means xk = ), for some prime p. We write [, for the finite field with ¢ elements.

Representations: In this paper, when we say V' is a representation of GG, we always mean
that V is finite dimensional.

If V is a representation of a group G over a field k, the dual representation is V'V :=
Hom,(V, k). Note if  is a finite field of characteristic p, the trace map gives an isomorphism
Hom,(V, k) — Homg, (V,F,) = Hom(V,Q/Z). We say V is self-dual if we have an isomorphism
of G-representations V =2 VVV. We occasionally view such a V as a vector space over a subfield
k' of k as well, and so when there may be any confusion, we write k-dual and k-self-dual. We
say that V' is symplectic or k-symplectic if there exists a G-invariant alternating, nondegenerate,
k-bilinear form on V.

If V is a Fp-self-dual irreducible representation of a group G over F,, and we let k :=
Homg(V, V), then V is either xk-symplectic, symmetric if V' is k-self-dual but not k-symplectic,
or unitary if V' is not k-self-dual.

If V is a representation of G over xk with a G-invariant symmetric, nondegenerate, k-bilinear
form, then we say V is symmetrically self-dual. In odd characteristic, if V' is irreducible and
k = Endg(V), then symmetrically self-dual equivalent to symmetric.

Groups and homomorphisms: For any abelian group V, we write V'V := Hom(V,Q/Z).

By a homomorphism of profinite groups, we always mean a continuous homomorphism.
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We write Surj(A, B) for the set of surjective morphisms from A to B (in whatever category
we are considering A and B).

Affine symplectic group: Let p be a prime and V' a vector space over F,. The map ¢ :
Hom(V ®g, V,F,) = Hom(V ®g, V,F,) sending f — f — f* (where f*(a®b) = f(b®a)) gives a
surjection onto the group of alternating (i.e. f(v,v) =0 for all v € V') bilinear forms on V', and
the kernel is the subgroup of symmetric forms. There is also a map h : Hom(V ®g, V,F,) —

H?(V,7/p*Z), using the bilinear form as a cochain and the map F, =¥ Z/p?Z. One can check that
all symmetric forms are in ker(h) (even when p = 2), and so h®~! gives a map from alternating
bilinear forms on V to H?(V,Z/p?Z). (Note this is not the same as using the alternating form
as a cochain. Rather, one writes an alternating form w as f — f*, and then uses f as a cochain.)
This is the association that is used in the construction of the affine symplectic group (and works
as written even if V' is also a vector space over a larger finite field).

Levels: For a set C of groups, we have defined the set of level-C groups to be what is also
known as the formation of groups generated by C, i.e. the smallest set of isomorphism classes
of groups that contains C and is closed under taking quotients and fiber products. (Note fiber
products are the same as subdirect products.) What we call the the level-C completion, G€, is
also known as the pro—é completion, where C is the set of level-C groups.

Note that for G finitely generated, G¢ is finite ([Neu67, Corollary 15.72]). We will show that
for profinite G with finitely many open subgroups of each index, GC is finite (Lemma. When
G€ is finite, it is a quotient of G [RZ10, Lemma 3.2.1], and it is the maximal quotient of G that
is level-C.

Our definition of level-C groups is slightly more general than the definition used in [LWZ19,
LW20]. Previously, one said the level-C groups are the smallest set of groups containing C and
closed under subgroups, quotients, and products (the variety of groups generated by C). It’s
possible to check that the level-C groups in the old sense are the level-D groups in the new sense,
where D consists of all subgroups of groups in C.

Recalling that we define a basic open subset in Prof to be the set of all X such that the
maximal level-C quotient of X is G for some C and G, we see that every basic open subset with
the old definition is a basic open subset in the new definition, but not vice versa (though they
induce the same topology). Thus, Theorem giving a formula for the measure of each basic
open subset is more powerful with the new definition, motivating the change of notation.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Ian Agol, Jordan Ellenberg, Ian Hambleton,
Emmanuel Kowalski, Yuan Liu, Alan Reid, and Akshay Venkatesh for helpful conversations and
comments on the manuscript. The first author was supported by a Clay Research Fellowship and
NSF grant DMS-2101491. The second author was partially supported by a Packard Fellowship
for Science and Engineering, NSF grants DMS-1652116 and DMS-2140043, the Radcliffe Institute
for Advanced Study at Harvard University, and a MacArthur Fellowship.

2. PROPERTIES OF THE FUNDAMENTAL GROUP OF CLOSED 3-MANIFOLDS

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem i.e. to verify certain properties of the group
cohomology of representations of 3-manifold groups over finite fields. We start with an easy
lemma relating the cohomology of M to that of m(M).

Lemma 2.1. Let M be a manifold, and V' a representation of m (M) over a field k. The natural
map HY(m (M),V) — HYM,V) is an isomorphism and the natural map H*(m(M),V) —
H?*(M,V) is an injection.
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Proof. Let M be the universal cover of M. Then we have a Cartan-Leray spectral sequence
whose second page is HP(m (M), H1(M,V')) converging to HP*4(M, V). The five-term exact
sequence

0— HY(m (M), H*(M,V)) = HY(M,V) — H°(z (M), H'(M,V)) — H*(m (M), H*(M,V)) — H*(M,V)
reduces to an exact sequence
0— HY(m(M),V) = H(M,V) —=0— H*(m (M),V) = H*(M,V)
because HO(M,V) =V and H'(M,V) = 0. This gives both claims. O

Lemma [2.1] together with Poincaré duality for M, gives Theorem [1.1(2). We can deduce
Theorem [1.1{1) by combining the following lemma with Lemma [2.1]

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a closed, oriented 3-manifold and let V' be an irreducible representation

of m (M) over a field k. We have
dim HY(M,V) = dim H'(M,V").
Proof. Because V is irreducible, we have

1 Vs

dimHO(M,V):dimH3(M,V): .
0 otherwise

Thus dim H*(M,V)—dim H'(M,V) = x(M, V) = (dim V) x(M) = 0. Hence by Poincaré duality
dim H'(M, V) = dim H2(M, V) = dim H' (M, V). O

We now work towards Theorem [1.1|(3). We first prove the relatively straightforward charac-
teristic zero analogue.

Lemma 2.3. Let M be a closed manifold. Let V be a symplectic representation of m (M) over
a field k of characteristic 0, for which the action of m (M) factors through a finite group. Then
dim, H' (M, V) is even.

Our proof of Lemma [2.3| works for group cohomology of a representation V' of a finitely-
generated group, instead of twisted cohomology of a manifold. Which statement to use is only
a matter of preference.

The fact that symplectic representations of finite groups over the complex numbers are quater-
nionic, crucial in the below proof, was earlier used, in a similar context but with completely
different language and notation, by [DM89] to control a semicharacteristic invariant. We discuss
the relationship between semicharacteristics and our work in Appendix [A]

Proof. We may replace k with the field generated over Q by the matrix entries of generators of
71 (M) acting on a basis of V', and then, embedding this field in C, we may assume x = C. Let
n = dim V. Because the action on V factors through a finite group, some Hermitian form is
preserved, and because V' has a nondegenerate alternating bilinear form, it is standard that if
V is irreducible then it has quaternionic structure. It follows that H'(M, V') has a quaternionic
structure. If H'(M,V) has dimension k over the quaternions, it has dimension 2k over the
complex numbers - in particular, this is always even.

If V' is not irreducible, then since V' has a nondegenerate invariant bilinear form, each irre-
ducible representation W must appear in V' the same number of times as WV, and if W = WV
then either W has an an invariant nondegenerate alternating bilinear form (and thus is quater-
nionic) or W appears an even number of times in V. If H : W = WV is the anti-linear morphism
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given by the preserved Hermitian form on W, then (v, f) — (—H '(f), H(v)) gives a quater-
nionic structure on W x WV. Thus V is quaternionic in any case, and the lemma follows. [

We now reinterpret Lemma as a result about the mapping class group, using Heegaard
splittings. We first show a suitable mapping class exists, and then relate the parity to a certain
determinant of the mapping class group element acting on a symmetrically self-dual representa-
tion. Because the determinant, which is always +1, is preserved by reduction mod p for odd p,
we will use this to deduce the odd characteristic case, i.e. Theorem (3).

Lemma 2.4. Let QQ be a finite group. For sufficiently large g the following holds. Let Hy be a
handlebody with boundary ¥,. Let x be a base point of ¥,. For two surjections fi, fo: m(Hy) — @
there is a mapping class of (X4, %) that extends to a mapping class of (Hy, *) and sends fi to f.

Proof. This was proven by Dunfield and Thurston in [DT06, Proposition 6.25], which shows that
the outer automorphism group of m(H,) = F, the free group on g generators, acts transitively
on surjections m (H,) — @ up to conjugacy, and the discussion on the same page, which explains
that the mapping class group of H, surjects onto this outer automorphism group. It follows that
the pointed mapping class group surjects onto the usual automorphism group of m(H,), and
this automorphism group acts transitively on surjections. 0

Lemma 2.5. Let M be a closed 3-manifold with a fixed base point x. Let () be a finite group,
and let m (M) — @ be a surjection. Let M = H; U Hg be a Heegaard splitting of M into
genus g handlebodies H;, Hg2 whose intersection is equal to their boundary, a genus g surface X,
containing *.

For g sufficiently large with respect to QQ, there exists an element o in the pointed mapping
class group of (X4, %) that preserves the induced surjection m(2,) — m (M) — Q and such that
M is homeomorphic to M,, the Heegaard splitting associated to o, via a homemorphism that is
the identity on 3, (which we have inside M and M, each by virtue of writing them as a Heegaard
splitting).

Proof. Let o’ be a homeomorphism of (¥, ) giving the Heegaard splitting. This element ¢’ may,
however, send a surjection f : m(X,) — @ (that factors through 71 (M)) to a different surjection
flo')™h i (8,) — Q. Both these surjections factor through m(H;), so by Lemma [2.4] there is
a mapping class of £, that extends to a homeomorphism of Hg2 and sends one to the other, and
by composing ¢’ with this mapping class, we obtain the desired o. l

Conversely, given a finite group @), a surface ¥, of genus g with a base point *, a surjection
f:m(2,) = Q, a handlebody H, with boundary ¥, such that f factors through m(H,), and a
mapping class o of (3, *) preserving f, H, Us, 0(H,) is a 3-manifold with a surjection from its
fundamental group to Q.

Given a surjection f : m(3,;) — @ and a representation V' of @), mapping classes o of
(X, *) that preserve f act on H'(X,, V) for all i. Now we show the parity of dim, H'(M,V) is
determined by the sign of the determinant of a mapping class group element on H'(X,, V).

Lemma 2.6. Let M be a closed 3-manifold, expressed as H;Ugg Hg for Hé copies of a handlebody
Hy of genus g and o a mapping class of the boundary ¥, of H,, fizing a base point * in 3.
Let f: m(3,) = Q be a surjection which factors through 7T1(H;) and is preserved by o, so
that f descends to a surjection m (M) — Q.
Let V' be a symplectic representation of () over a field k, of characteristic not equal to 2.
Then dim, H(M, V) +dim, H°(M, V) is even if and only if det(o, H'(X,,V)) is +1 and odd
if and only if det(o, H(X,,V)) is —1.
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Proof. We have a non-degenerate bilinear form H'(3,,V) x H'(X,,V) — & by taking the cup
product, using the symplectic structure of V', and integrating. Since the cup product on H! is
alternating and V' is symplectic, this is a symmetric bilinear form, which also gives a quadratic
form by evaluation on the diagonal. By Poincaré duality, it is non degenerate. Because o
preserves this symmetric bilinear form, it must have determinant +1.

We can check that H'(H},V) is a subspace of H'(X,, V) for i = 1,2 using the long exact
sequence of a pair. Then H 1(H;, V) C HY(X,,V) is an isotropic subspace for this quadratic

form because the cup product of two elements of H'(H}, V) lies in H*(H, V®?), which vanishes.
We have

dim H'(H.,V) = (g — 1) dimV + dim H°(H},V) = (g — 1) dim V + dim V¥
and
dim H*(%,,V) = (29 — 2)dim V + 2dim H°(Z,, V) = (29 — 2)dim V + 2dim V¢

by Euler characteristic computations, so H 1(H;, V') is a maximal isotropic subspace. The Mayer-
Vietoris sequence gives a long exact sequence

H(M,V) — H°(H,, V)& H(H.,V) = H°(Z,,V)

— HY(M,V) — Hl(Hgl, V)® Hl(Hj, V) — HY (%, V).

The maps H°(M,V) — H°(H},V) — H°(%,,V) are induced by the natural maps V™ () —
vmHy) — ym) which are isomorphisms because the maps 1 (3,) — mi(H}) — (M) are
surjective. Hence the initial part HO(M,V) — H°(H,,V)® H°(H},V) — H°(%,,V) is itself
short exact.

Furthermore, we have H'(H;,V) = o(H'(H,,V)) as a subspace of H'(%,, V). So we have an
exact sequence

0— HY(M,V)— Hl(H;, V)® a(Hl(Hgl, V) — HY(X,, V).

In other words, H'(M, V) is the intersection of the maximal isotropic subspace H'(Hj, V') with
its image under o. The result then follows from the fact that dim H*(X,,V) = (29 —2) dim V +
2dim H°(M, V) is congruent to 2 dim H°(M, V') modulo 4 and the general observation that for an
even-dimensional quadratic space W, an orthogonal automorphism ¢, and a maximal isotropic
subspace S, we have dim(S N o (S9)) = dimT(W) mod 2 if det(o, W) = 1 and dim(S No(9)) =
1+ dimT(W) mod 2 if det(o, W) = —1 [Con20, Example T.3.5 (see also Corollary T.3.4 and
Theorem L.3.1)]. O

Lemma 2.7. Let X, be a Riemann surface of genus g. Let Q) be a finite group. Let V be a
symplectic representation of QQ over C. Let f: m(X,) — @ be a surjection. Suppose that f
factors through m (H,) for some handlebody H, with boundary ¥,. Let o be a mapping class of
¥4, together with its base point *, that preserves f. Then

det(o, H'(%,,V)) = 1.

Proof. Since V is symplectic and over C, we have that dim H°(M,V) = dim V¥ is even. The
lemma follows from applying Lemmas and to the manifold M = H, U o(H,). U

We can now extend Lemma [2.7 from characteristic zero to odd characteristic:
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Lemma 2.8. Let X, be a Riemann surface of genus g. Let Q) be a finite group. Let V be a
self-dual representation of () over a finite field k. Let f: m(%,) = Q be a surjection. Suppose
that f factors through m (H,) for some handlebody H, with boundary ¥,. Let o be a mapping
class of ¥4, together with its base point x, that preserves f. Then

det(o, H'(X,,V)) = 1.

Proof. We will use algebraic properties of det(a, H'(3Z,, W)) that hold for a general representa-
tion W of Q over an arbitrary field x. Note that det(o, H'(3,, W)) = det(a, H (2, W) "' by
Poincaré duality (which completes the proof of the lemma in characteristic 2). We now assume
the characteristic of x is odd.

First, for an exact sequence 0 — W7 — Wy — W3 — 1 of representations of (), we have

det (o, H'(Sg, Wh)) = det (0, H'(Z,, W1)) det (o, H'(,, W3)).

This follows from the long exact sequence on cohomology and the fact that H°(3Z,, W) = W
and H?(X,, W) = Wy are fixed by o. Thus, this determinant defines a homomorphism from the
representation ring to xK*.

Second, note that det(o, H*(X,, W)) is preserved when we reduce a representation from char-
acteristic zero to characteristic p. More precisely, if () acts on a free module M over a local
ring R with residue field s of characteristic p and fraction field K of characteristic 0, we have
det(o, H'(X,, M ®r k) = det(o, H'(X,, M ®p K)). This is because alternating products of de-
terminants on cohomology are preserved by change of coefficients and, again, H° and H? don’t
contribute.

We note that the determinant is preserved under extension of the field of scalars. Thus we may
assume k is a splitting field for @), and that & is a residue field at some prime @ of a number field
K which is a splitting field for all subgroups and quotients of ). Further, since the composition
series of a self-dual representation contains all non-self-dual irreducibles in equal multiplicity
with their duals, it suffices to prove the theorem for irreducible self-dual representations.

If R is the ring of elements of K with positive valuation at @, every representation of @)
over K has a K-basis such that the action of () is given by matrices over R, and thus can be
reduced modulo g to a representation of @ over £ |[CR62, Theorem 73.6]. Though the reduced
representation over x is not unique, its multiset of isomorphism classes of composition factors is
unique [CR62, Theorem 82.1]. It will thus suffice for us to find irreducible representations W; of
@ over K and coeflicients ¢; € Z such that this reduction sends [[, W/ to a representation over
r whose multiset of composition factors is an odd number of copies of V' and such that

[ det(e, H (S, W7))" =1

To do this, we use some ideas from modular representation theory, specifically, the decompo-
sition matrix and the Cartan matrix of (). The decomposition matrix D is defined as the matrix
with one column for each irreducible representation over K and one row for each irreducible
representation over k, with the entry giving the multiplicity of the representation over x in the
composition series of the reduction (as above) of the representation over K. The Cartan matrix
C is defined as DDT. The key fact we need is that det C is a power of the characteristic of &,
and in particular is odd [CR62, Theorem 84.17].

Thus

DTC(det C)
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is a matrix with integral entries. We let W, be all the irreducible representations of () over
K and let ¢; be the entry of DTC~!(det C) in the row corresponding to W; and the column
corresponding to V. Then the reduction of ), ¢;[W;] mod p is (det C)[V] because

DDTC7Y(det O) = (det O)CC™" = (det O)I

by definition. Because (det C') is odd, it remains to calculate

(2.9) [ det (o, H' (54, W)™

Because reduction mod p commutes with duality, the matrix D is preserved by swapping rows
and columns with the rows and columns corresponding to dual representations. Because this
holds for D, it holds for C, and thus for DTC~!(det C'). Because V is self-dual, it follows
that ¢; = ¢; if W; = Hom(W,, k). Because H'(3,, W;) and H'(X,, Hom(W;, )) have inverse
determinants, the contributions of each representation to this product cancels the contribution
of its dual, leaving only the self-dual representations.

For the symmetrically self-dual representations W;, cup product and integration define a
symplectic form on H'(3,, W;), which is preserved by o, ensuring that the determinant of o is
1. For the symplectic representations, it follows from Lemma Since K is a splitting field of
characteristic 0, every self-dual irreducible representation of () is either symmetrically self-dual
or symplectic. Hence all the factors cancel, so the product is 1, and thus the determinant
of o acting on H'(X,,V) is 1, as desired. O

Lemma 2.10. Let M be a closed, oriented 3-manifold. Let V' be a symplectic representation of
71 (M) over a finite field k of odd characteristic. Then dim, H°(M,V)+dim, H*(M,V) is even.

Proof. Because k is finite, V' necessarily factors through a finite group ). Choose a Heegaard
splitting of M whose genus is sufficiently large that Lemma can be applied. The result then
follows from Lemma [2.6l and Lemma [2.8 O

Combining Lemmas and and the fact that for an irreducible symplectic (and thus
non-trivial) representation V of 7 (M) we have H°(M, V) = 0, we conclude Theorem [1.1|(3).

We now turn to the characteristic 2 case of parity in order to prove Theorem (4) Our
proof of the parity condition in this case relies on cobordism. Rather than directly compute
dim H*(M,V) mod 2, we will show that dim H'(M,V) mod 2 depends only on the class of M
in a certain bordism group. We then calculate this bordism group.

For a CW complex X, the oriented bordism group of X in dimension n is the group generated
by classes [M] for each n-dimensional oriented (smooth, closed) manifold with a map to X,
subject to the relations [M U N] = [M] + [N] and [M]| = 0 if M is the boundary of an n + 1-
dimensional closed, oriented manifold with boundary endowed with a map to X [Ati61]. We will
be interested in the case when X = BG for a finite group G (as described in [CF62| §2]). The
same argument will work for infinite discrete groups.

For the next lemma, we extend the definition of ASp, (V') from finite fields x of characteristic 2
to arbitrary perfect fields s of characteristic 2 by defining H to be the central extension of V' by
Z./4 with extension class corresponding to the composition of the symplectic form with a fixed
nonzero group homomorphism 7': k — 27/47 and ASp, (V') to be the group of automorphisms
of H acting trivially on Z/4 and k-linearly on V.

Note if x is a finite field, then T is the composition of multiplication by A € x and the trace
map. Then the isomorphism A\'/2 : V — V gives an isomorphism between the two Heisenberg
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groups and thus an isomorphism between their automorphism groups. In particular, in the finite
field case, we may as well assume 7T is the trace.

Lemma 2.11. Let n be a natural number and let V' be an even-dimensional representation of
a discrete group G over a field k which has an invariant nondegenerate k-bilinear form that is
symmetric if n is even and is symplectic if n is odd. If k has characteristic 2, we also assume
that n = 1, and k is perfect, and the homomorphism G — Sp,. (V') lifts to the affine symplectic
group ASp,. (V).

Then the map that sends a 2n+ 1-dimensional closed oriented smooth manifold M with a map
to BG to Y ,dim, H'(M,V) mod 2 depends only on the class of M in the oriented bordism
group of BG, and

M] = " dim, H'(M,V) mod 2

defines a homorphism from this oriented bordism group of BG to Z/2.

Proof. Because Y dim H'(M,V) mod 2 is certainly additive under disjoint unions of the
manifold, if it is a well-defined function then it is automatically a homomorphism.

Let M; and M, be two manifolds that are cobordant, i.e. there is a manifold M’ whose
boundary is M; U M,, with the orientation on M reversed. We follow the standard procedure
to express a cobordism as a series of Dehn surgeries, checking that it works in the presence of a
map to BG. We can define a function f on M’ that takes the value 0 on M7, 1 on M, and values
in (0,1) on all other points of M’. Perturbing f, we can assume that f is a Morse function, i.e.
has only simple critical points, and takes different values on these critical points.

The level sets of f between the critical values are then manifolds, so by induction among these
manifolds we may assume that f has exactly one critical point. Then M; and M, can be related
by Dehn surgery, i.e., removing a submanifold of M, of the form S* x B?"*1=% and then gluing
a submanifold of the form B**! x $?"~% onto the same S* x S?"~* boundary to obtain Ms.
Furthermore, because the Dehn surgery arises from the local geometry of M’ near the critical
point, we can trivialize the G-bundle near the critical point and so assume that it is trivial on
Sk x G2k,

We can relate the cohomology of the manifold before and after removing S* x B*"+1=F ysing
the Mayer-Vietoris sequence. Letting U be the complement of S* x B?"*1=% in M;, we have a
long exact sequence

H(M,, V) — HI(U,V) ® H(S* x Bk V) 5 Hi(SF x §27F V),

Because V is trivial on S* x B?""1=% we have H'(S* x B**1=F V) =V if i = 0 or k and 0
otherwise (unless k = 0, in which case it is V@V if k = 0). Similarly, H*(S* x S?"~* V) vanishes
unless i = 0, k, 2n — k, 2n. In particular, if k # n then H"(S* x S?*=* V) = 0, so truncating the
long exact sequence in degree n and taking Euler characteristics, we obtain

n

n—1
> (1) dim H' (M, V) + ) (=1)"dim H(S* x §*"*, V)
=0

1=0

3

- Z ) dim HA(U.V) + 3 (~1) dim (S x B V).

=0
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Since dim H*(S* x S?"* V) and >_1 ,(—1)"dim H*(S* x B*"™1=* V) are divisible by dim V/,
which is divisible by 2, we obtain
> (=1 dim HY (M, V) =) (~1)'dim H'(U, V) mod 2.
=0 1=0
Applying the same argument to M,, swapping k& and 2n — k, we obtain the equality mod 2 in
the case k # n.
In the more difficult case k = n, we obtain by the same argument the equality
> (—1)'dim H'(M;,V Z )i dim H'(S* x 52k V)

1=0

—(=1)"dim coker((H™(U,V) & H"(S" x B""V)) — H"(S" x S",V))

= Z )i dim H (U, V') + Z )i dim H(S* x B> 1% ),
=0
Subtracting the analogous formula for Ms, it suffices to check that

dim coker((H™(U,V) @ H"(S™ x B"™ V)) — H"(S™ x S™,V))

2.12
(2.12) = dim coker((H™(U, V) ® H"(B"* x S",V)) — H"(S" x S™,V)) mod 2.

Let w be the nondegenerate form from the hypothesis. Under the identification H™(S™ X
ST V) =2V x V, there is a natural quadratic form ¢ on H"(S™ x S", V) given by Q(vy,vs) =
w(v1,v9). In particular, this quadratic form has associated bilinear form Bg((vy, v2), (w1, ws)) =
w(v1, we) + w(wy, v2). Since w is nondegenerate, B is nondegenerate. Thus, (by definition) the
quadratic form @) is nondegenerate.

We note that H"(S™ x B"™ V) and H"(B"™! x S™, V) are complementary maximal isotropic
subspaces of H"(S™ x S™, V') for the quadratic form Q. If we knew that im(H"(U, V) — H"(S™ x
5™, V')) was also maximal isotropic, we would obtain the parity condition (2.12)). Indeed, it would
follow from the fact [Con20, Example T.3.5] that for W a vector space with a nondegenerate
quadratic form of dimension divisible by 4, W7, W5 complementary maximal isotropic subspaces,
and W3 a third maximal isotropic subspace,

It remains to verify that im(H™(U,V) — H™(S™ x S™,V)) is maximal isotropic. To find the
dimension of the image of H"(U, V'), we can use the long exact sequence on relative cohomology
to obtain

HY(U, V) — H'(U,V) = H°(S" x S",V) — H}(U,V) —
— H>™(S" x S", V) — H"NU, V) — H*™ ™ (U, V).
By Poincaré duality, the first term in this sequence is dual to the last, and the second term dual
to the second-from last, and so on. Thus the rank of the first map in this sequence is equal to
the rank of the last map, and inductively the rank of the rth map is equal to the rank of the
rth from last map, so the two maps
H"(U,V) — H"(S" x S™, V) — H"*Y(U,V)

have equal rank, and thus the image of H"(U,V) in H™(S™ x S™, V) has half the dimension
of H*(S™ x S™ V). It remains to check that the image of H™(U,V) is isotropic, which we
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do separately in the even and odd characteristic cases by giving additional formulas for the
quadratic form.
We can also check that the cup product map, followed by w, followed by integration:

H"(S" x S", V) x H*"(S" x S", V) = H*™(S" x 8", VaV) S H™(S" x S", k) = K
is exactly Bg. Since the map Hs,(0U, k) — Ha, (U, k) is the zero map, we see that By vanishes
on H"(U,V') x H"(U, V), since the cup product of two classes in the image of H"(U, V) lies in
the image of H?"(U,V ® V) and thus, after applying w, lives in the image of H>"(U, k), which
vanishes. In characteristic not 2, this implies that H"™(U, V') is isotropic for Q.

When n = 1, we can give another construction of the quadratic form as follows. Let § be a
bilinear form on V such that 8 — 87 = w, and let  be the composite of 8 with a homomorphism
T : k — R for any abelian group R. Let H be the group extension of V' by R corresponding to
the element in H?(V, R) whose co-cycle is given by 3. Consider the map

HY(S' x S, V) — H*(S* x S', R) — R,

given by the extension H followed by integration. If we identify H'(S! x S1,V) =2V x V and
H?(S' x S', k) — K (via integration), then we can compute that the above map sends (v,v') €
V x V to B(vy,v9) — B(va,vy), which is Tw(vy, vs), i.e. the composite map H'(S' x S1, V) — R
is T'Q. If the action of m1(U) on V' can be extended to an action on H that is trivial on R, then
by the same consideration as above (integration on U over Hy(6U, R) is 0), this realization of the
quadratic form allows us to see that T'Q) is 0 on H™(U,V'). When the characteristic of « is 2, we
apply this with R = Z /47 and T the fixed nonzero linear form x — Z/2 = 27,/4, so the group
ASp,. (V) gives automorphisms of H trivial on R. We have TQ(x) = 0 for all x € H*(U, V'), and
for A € k, we have an element v\ € s, and T(AQ(z)) = TQ(v/Az) = 0. Since T is nonzero, we
have that Q(x) =0 for all x € H"(U, V), as desired. O

Lemma 2.13. For any CW complex X, the natural map from the oriented bordism group of
X in dimension 3 to the homology H3(X,Z) that sends a closed, oriented 3-manifold M to the
fundamental class of M inside X is an isomorphism.

Proof. The Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence of oriented bordism is a homological spectral se-
quence whose second page is H,(X, X,) where 3, is the oriented cobordism group of g-manifolds,
and which converges to a complex whose p 4 ¢th term is the p + ¢gth bordism group of X [CF62,
Theorem 1.2].

Now X, = 0 for ¢ = 1,2, 3, so the only nonvanishing terms with p + ¢ < 3 have ¢ = 0, all the
differentials out of H3(X, ) on the second and higher pages vanish. There are no differentials
into H3(X,Yo) on the second and higher pages, since the differentials in a homological spectral
sequence decrease the first index and increase the second index.

So the third oriented bordism group is H3(X,Z). The fact that the fundamental class map
witnesses this isomorphism is [CE62) third sentence after Theorem 1.2]. U

Finally, we can deduce Theorem [1.1[(4) from the following corollary of Lemmas and

Corollary 2.14. For each vector space V' over a finite field k of characteristic 2, endowed with a
symplectic form, there is a unique 2-torsion class cy in the group cohomology H*(ASp, (V),Q/Z)
such that for any closed, oriented 3-manifold M with a homomorphism m (M) — ASp,.(V'), twice
the integral of cy over M is congruent to dim, H*(M, V') + dim, H°(M, V') modulo 2.

Since cy is 2-torsion, it necessarily arises from a class in H*(ASp,(V),Z/2), although this
class is not necessarily unique. For the statement of Theorem [I.1(4), we choose an arbitrary
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preimage, and, abusing notation, refer to it also as ¢y, but in the body of the paper we will always
take ¢y € H*(ASp,(V),Q/Z). Combining Corollary and the fact that for an irreducible
symplectic (and thus non-trivial) representation V' of 7, (M) we have H°(M, V) = 0, we conclude

Theorem [1.1}(4).

Proof. This follows immediately from combining Lemma and Lemma[2.13], using the duality
between homology with coefficients in Z and cohomology with coefficients in Q/Z. 0

2.1. The affine symplectic group and the class c¢y. Throughout this subsection, we assume
that x is a finite field of characteristic 2. We will give an alternate description of the affine
symplectic group, show some stability properties of the class ¢y € H?*(ASp,(V),Q/Z), and
prove cy is non-trivial.

If V is a finite dimensional vector space of dimensional 2n over k, with a symplectic form w,
then we can choose a standard basis e; of V' (i.e. so w(e;, e;) = 0 unless j =i+ n (mod 2n), in
which case w(e;,e;) = 1). Let W := Wy(k) be the ring of length two Witt vectors over x. Then
we let Vo = W?" with basis ¢; so that V5/2V, — V is an isomorphism of k-vector spaces taking
é; to e;. We define a symplectic form & on V, by @(é;,€;) = 0 unless j = i +n (mod 2n), in
which case @(€;,€;) =1if 1 <i<nand ©(é,¢é;) = —1if n+1 <7< 2n. We also view @ as a
2n x 2n matrix over W in the usual way. Let Sp(V4) be the group of W-module automorphisms
of V5 that preserve @, and we can check that there is a surjection

Sp(Ve) — Sp(V)

induced by the reduction map Vo — V. The kernel K of the above map consists of matrices
M € Sp(V3) such that M = I + 2A, or equivalently, 2n x 2n matrices M over W such that
M = 1T+ 2A and 20A is symmetric. So we see that K is isomorphic to the additive group
of symmetric 2n x 2n matrices over k via the map that sends I 4+ 2A to the reduction of WA
mod 2. Symmetric forms in characteristic 2 have a natural homomorphism, evaluation on the
diagonal, whose kernel corresponds to matrices with 0 diagonal. This gives an exact sequence
1 -+ N —- K — Hom(V,k) — 1, where N is the set of M = I + 2A such that 20(v, Av) =0
for all v € V5. One can easily check that N is normal in Sp(V3), and we define ASp, (V') to be
Sp(V2)/N, and have the exact sequence

1 — Hom,(V, k) — ASp,.(V) — Sp,.(V) — 1.

Lemma 2.15. For k a finite field, the definition above agrees with our definition of ASp, (V)
from the introduction.

Proof. Let T be the trace map W — Z/4Z. Next, we let H be the central extension of V; by
7,/AZ whose class in H?(Vy, Z,/AZ) is given by the cocycle T, i.e. as a set H is Vi x Z/4Z and
(v, ¢)(w,d) = (v +w,c+d+ To(v,w)). Note that 2V5 x 0 is a normal subgroup of H, and we
can define H := H/(2V; x 0). We have an exact sequence

1—>Z/4Z —-H —V — 1.

Define the W-bilinear form B : Vi x V5 — W so that B(e;, e;) is 1 if j = i+n and is 0 otherwise.
Then B(v,w) — B(w,v) = &(v,w). We will now see that H is the same as the group H in the
definition of the affine symplectic group. For each element v € V| we choose a lift v € V5, and
we can check that the element [(0, —=T'B(0,7)] € H does not depend on the choice of lift ©. For
v,w € Vs, we have the following equality in H,

[(v, =T B(v,v)][(w, =T B(w,w)] = [(v+ w, =TB(v 4+ w,v + w)][(0, 2T B(v, w))].



18 WILL SAWIN AND MELANIE MATCHETT WOOD

Since 2B — 2B! gives the symplectic form on V', we see that the cocycle in H?*(V,Z/4Z) defining
the multiplication in H agrees with the cocycle defining the group H.

We now give an action of Sp(V5) on H by M - [(v,a)] = [(M - v,a)]. Because we defined the
equivalence relation and group operation solely in terms of addition and the symplectic form,
this action is well-defined. Since for M = I +2A € N and v € V, we have [(v + 2A4v,0)] =
[(v,T@(v,2Av))] = [(v,0)], we see that ASp, (V') acts on H. Finally, we check that ASp, (V) is
exactly the group of automorphisms of H preserving the central Z/4 which are x-linear modulo
Z/4. Since ASp, (V') surjects onto Sp,(V), it suffices to check this when restricting to elements
that act trivially on V. One can see directly from the definition of multiplication on H that the
automorphisms of H acting trivially on V and on Z/4Z are exactly the maps [(v,0)] — [(v, a(v))],
where o € Hom(V,Z/4Z), and that an element v € Hom,(V, k) (viewed as an element of
ASp, (V) as above) is an automorphism of H such that o« = Ty. Thus we can conclude that this
definition of ASp, (V') agrees with our original definition. O

This new description is convenient for making observations about the stability of the class cy .

(1) If V and V' are symplectic vector spaces over k, then the above description of ASp,
in terms of matrices of Witt vectors allows us to see that we have a map ASp, (V) —
ASp,.(V & V') (mapping M — [ 9]). By the defining property of ¢y, we see that the
map H3(ASp,.(V & V'),Q/Z) — H*(ASp,.(V),Q/Z) sends cyqy: + cy.

(2) If we view a r-symplectic vector space V' as a representation over a subfield ', we can
similarly use the descriptions in terms of matrices of Witt vectors to see we have a map
ASp,. (V) — ASp,, (V) and a corresponding map H*(ASp,.(V),Q/Z) — H?*(ASp,(V),Q/Z).
By the defining property of ¢y, we have ¢y — [k : £/]cy in this map, and in particular if
[k : k'] is even then ¢y maps to 0, and if [k : &] is odd, then ¢y is preserved.

(3) If we have a symplectic vector space V over x, and «’ is a finite extension of k, then
from the descriptions in terms of matrices of Witt vectors we can see we have a map
ASp,. (V) — ASp,.(V ®, k') and a corresponding map H?*(ASp,.(V ®, '), Q/Z) —
H3(ASp,.(V),Q/Z). By the defining property of ¢y, we have cyg, . — ¢y in this map.

(4) Since dim, H'(M,V) doesn’t depend on the lift of (M) — Sp.(V) to m (M) —
ASp,.(V'), for any finite group G with two maps ¢; : G — ASp, (V') that agree in the quo-
tient to Sp,(V), then ¢i(cyv) = ¢3(cv), where ¢ : H*(ASp,.(V),Q/Z) — H*(G,Q/Z).

Proposition 2.16. For any finite dimensional symplectic vector space V' over a finite field k of
characteristic 2, we have that ¢y € H*(ASp,.(V),Q/Z) is non-zero.

Proof. Let GG be the binary octahedral group, which has the quaternion group ()3 as a normal
subgroup with quotient S3. Consider M = S?/G, a spherical 3-manifold whose fundamental
group is G. Let W be the two-dimensional representation over Fy on which (M) acts by
G — S3 = GLy(Fy). We have H'(M,W) = W9 = 0. We have H*(A3, W) = 0 and hence
H*(S3,W) = 0 by the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence. This allows us to compute
dim H*(M, W) = 1 from the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence.

We will check that ASpg, (W) is S4. The group ASpg, (W) is some extension of Sg by WY = W,
compatible with the action of S3 on W. Restricted to As, this extension must split as a semidirect
product because both groups appearing have relatively prime orders. The semidirect product
is Ay, so ASpg, (W) contains A4 as an index 2 subgroup, but the only such group which also
surjects onto S3 is Sy. Because the map Sy — S3 admits a section, every surjection of any (M)
to Spg, (W) automatically lifts onto ASpg, (W).
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Since dim H(M, W)+dim H' (M, W) = 1, Corollary shows that ¢y in H*(ASpg, (W), Q/Z)
integrates nontrivially over M, and hence ¢y is non-zero. By stability properties (1) and (3),
the class ¢y is nontrivial for any V. O

Remark 2.17. Note that the identity map S; — S and the composite Sy — S3 — S; of the
section and the quotient are two maps ASpy, (W) — ASpg, (W), that agree in the quotient to
Spg,(W). Thus by stability property (4) above, we have that ¢y € H*(ASpg, (W), Q/Z) pulls
back from ey € H?(Spy, (W), Q/Z), which has a unique non-zero 2-torsion class.

3. THE DUNFIELD-THURSTON RANDOM MODEL AND ITS MOMENTS

In this section we describe the Dunfield-Thurston model for a random 3-manifold and find the
moments of the random groups given by the fundamental group of these random 3-manifolds.

Dunfield and Thurston [DT06] proposed a model for random 3-manifolds, defined using Hee-
gaard splitting. Recall that an Heegaard splitting of a 3-manifold M is an expression of it as a
union of two copes of the genus g handlebody H, after identifying their boundaries, each the
Riemann surface ¥, of genus g. It is easy to see that the resulting 3-manifold only depends
on the choice of identification up to isotopy, i.e. on the mapping class. It is known that every
3-manifold M has a Heegaard splitting of some genus g. Thus, generating a random 3-manifold
from a random Heegaard splitting will not exclude without reason any class of 3-manifolds.

The mapping class group of genus g, i.e. the group of (oriented) homeomorphisms from 3, to
itself, up to isotopy, is known to be finitely generated. Fix a finite set T" of generators, including
the identity. (It would be natural to choose the set T" to be closed under inverses, but this is not
necessary for our results. We require that 7" includes the identity so that when we later apply
the Perron-Frobenius theorem we are in the setting of an aperiodic Markov chain on a finite
state space.)

Let the random variable o, 1, in the mapping class group be a random word of length L in the
generators 7', i.e. the product of L independent, uniformly random elements of 7. We define
the Dunfield-Thurston random 3-manifold M, 1, := M, , (as defined in the notation section, i.e.
the union of two copies of H, after identifying their boundary with the mapping class o, ). Our
results will all cover the statistical properties of Mg, in the limit where, first, L is sent to oo,
and then, ¢ is sent to oco.

An oriented group is a group G together with an element s € H3(G, Z), called the orientation,
and a morphism of oriented groups (Gy, s1) — (G, s2) is a group homomorphism G; — G5 such
that the pushforward of s; is s;. We will use the notation G to denote an oriented group with
underlying group G. We write 7¢ (or 7) for the morphism H?3(G, Q/Z) — Q/Z corresponding
to s, using the isomorphism H?*(G, Q/Z) = Hom(H3(G,Z), Q/Z) from the Universal Coefficient
Theorem, and the evaluation on s map Hom(H3(G,Z),Q/Z) — Q/Z. We can also describe this
map H3(G,Q/Z) — Q/Z as the map obtained by integrating along the homology class s. For
M an oriented, closed 3-manifold, let 71 (M) be the oriented group with underlying group (M)
and with s the image of the fundamental class in the map H3(M,Z) — Hs(m (M), Z).

We will find in Proposition |3.3|the limiting moments of the random oriented groups m1 (Mg ).
We build off of work of Dunfield and Thurston, who found the moments in the unoriented analog
[DT06, Theorem 6.21]. Having the oriented version will be essential to our work in this paper.
To make things precise, we will need to also consider the pointed mapping class group of (£, %),
i.e. oriented, pointed homeomorphisms of ¥,, up to pointed isotopy.

Lemma 3.1. Let X, be a surface of genus g, the boundary of a handlebody H,, and fix a base
point x on X,. Let Q) be a finite group, and let f: m(X,) — Q) be a homomorphism. Let oy and
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oy be two pointed mapping classes of ¥4, %. Assume that f, for, for09: m(2,) — Q all factor
through m (X,) — m(H,). Then [My,s,] = [My,] + [M,,] in the oriented bordism group of BQ),
where M,, and M,,,, are given maps to BQ using f, and M,, s given a map to BQ using fo;.

Proof. We do this by finding an explicit cobordism between M,,,, and a disjoint union of M,,,
M,,, and a third manifold which we can separately check is cobordant to zero. Observe that each
of My,4,,Mgy,, My, is a union of two copies of Hy, which we will call H, and H,, to distinguish
them. The map to BQ is given by f on the copy of H, in M, ,, and M,,, by fo; on the copy
of H; in M,, and H, in M,,, and by fo,02 on the copies of H; in M,, and M,,,,.

We start with M,,,, x [0,1], M,, x [1,2], and M,, x [1,2].

We glue M,,,, x [0, 1] to M,, x [1,2] by identifying H, x 1 with H, x 1 via the identity map.

We glue M,,,, % [0,1] to M,, x [1,2] by identifying H|, x 1 with Hj x 1 via the identity map.

This produces a connected four-manifold with boundary, whose boundary components are
M, -, % 0 with negative orientation, M,, x 2 with positive orientation, M,, x 2 with positive
orientation, and a fourth component M’, the union of the H; x 1 from M,, x [1,2] and the H, x 1
from M,, x [1,2].

We can map this 4-manifold to B because our gluings were compatible with the maps to
B(@). This gives a relation [My,,| = [My, |+ [M,,]+[M’] in the bordism group of BQ. It remains
to check that [M'] = 0.

This manifold M’ is the union of two copies of H, glued along the identity map of their bound-
aries. To check [M’'] = 0, we can use Lemma to reduce to showing that the fundamental
class of M’ vanishes in H3(BQ,Z), and note that this fundamental class lies in the image of
Hy(m(M'),Z), but m(M') = m(H,) = F, is the free group on g generators and has no higher
homology. 0

Lemma 3.2. Let X, be a surface of genus g, the boundary of a handlebody H,, and fix a base
point * on X,. Let Q be a finite group, and let f: m(3,) — Q be a homomorphism. Assume
that f factors through m (2,) — m(H,). Let My, be the subgroup of the pointed mapping class
group of (X,,*) preserving f. For o € My, ,, we have that f extends to a map m(M,) = Q,
gwing a map M, — BQ.

The function sending o € My, to the class of M, in the oriented bordism group of BQ
s a homomorphism. If g is sufficiently large depending on ), and f is surjective, then this
homomorphism is surjective.

Proof. To prove the map is a homomorphism, we must check that for two mapping classes
01,02 € My, that [M,,,,] = [M,,]+[M,,] in the oriented bordism group. This is a special case
of Lemma Indeed, if f factors through m(X,) — m(H,) and oy and o, preserve f then foy
and foj0o = f also factor through m(2,) — m(H,).

Let us check surjectivity. By Lemma the bordism group is finite, so it suffices to show
that each bordism class can arise for sufficiently large g. Each bordism class arises from a 3-
manifold M with a homomorphism 7, (M) — (. We can take the connect sum of M with many
manifolds of the form S? x S!, with homomorphisms from their fundamental group to @, and
without changing the class in the bordism group we can thus assume that we have m (M) — @
surjective. By Lemma for g sufficiently large we can split the 3-manifold M into a union of
two handlebodies H, glued by a mapping class o of the boundary Y4, in such a way that the
homomorphism F': m(X,) — m (M) — @ is preserved by o. Thus the bordism class we are
considering is the image of 0 € Mp,,.
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Furthermore, by Lemma we can see that f = Fo, for some mapping class oq of (H,, *).
It follows that the bordism class we are considering is the image of o, ooy € M #.g- Thus, for
any surjection f : m(H,) — @, for g sufficiently large, any fixed bordism class arises from some
element of My, so the group homomorphism is surjective, as desired.

Thus the lemma follows for g large enough that each class in the bordism group is represented
by a 3-manifold that has a Heegaard genus at most g and also large enough for Lemmas and

to hold for Q. O

Proposition 3.3. For each g, L, let M, 1, be a random variable valued in 3-manifolds obtained
by taking the genus g Heegaard splitting arising from the mapping class of a uniform random
length L word o, 1, in a fived generating set (including the identity) for the genus g mapping
class group. For H a finite oriented group, we have

o | \H||H,(H,Z)
1 1 E M H)| = .
Jim fim B [Surj(m(Mg.). H)] = o 7 o 2]

Proof. First fix g and L. Let X, be a surface of genus g, with base point *, and let H, be
a handlebody with boundary Y,. Now, we will refine things slightly and consider lifts of our
generators of the mapping class group to the pointed mapping class group of (X, *) so that we
may lift 0,7 to a pointed mapping class. Since the pointed mapping class group surjects onto
the usual mapping class group, this will not affect the distribution of M, . For ¢ a mapping
class of ¥, preserving *, a surjection m(M,) — H is a surjection f : m(X,) — H, factoring
through m(H,), whose pullback by o factors also through m(H,).

The expectation of the number of surjections m(My ) — H is the sum over surjections
f:m(X,) = Q factoring through m(H,) of the fraction of words o of length L which send f to
another surjection factoring through m(H,). As the word length grows, fo will equidistribute
in its mapping class group orbit by the Perron-Frobenius theorem, and so the limit as L goes
to oo of this expectation is equal to the sum over f of the fraction of elements in the orbit of

f that factor through m(H,). Dunfield and Thurston [DT06, Theorem 6.21] showed that the

limit (in L) converges to —‘PIIIUITP(I%)ZRI

The expectation of the number of oriented surjections is the sum over f of the fraction of
o in the pointed mapping class group such that (1) fo factors through m (H,) and (2) the
fundamental class f.[M,] is equal to s € Hs(H,Z). When g is sufficiently large, by Lemma
and Lemma for o in the stabilizer of f, taking the fundamental class of f,[M,] gives a
surjective homomorphism from the stabilizer of f to H3(H,Z). Thus o which stabilize f and
give fundamental class mapping to s form a coset for the kernel of My, — Hs(H,Z).

In fact, the o that send f to any other fixed f': m(3,) — H factoring through m(H,)
and give fundamental class mapping to s form a coset for the kernel of the homomorphism
M, — Hs(H,Z). This follows from the previous claim after composing with a mapping class
of ¥, sending f to f’ and extending to a mapping class of H,, whose existence is guaranteed by
Lemma [2.4]

So we fix a surjection f : m(X,) — H. For sufficiently large g, the limit as L goes to oo
of the fraction of o of length L satisfying this condition for which f can be extended to an
oriented surjection m(M,) — H is the number of surjections m(X,) — H factoring through
m(H,) in the mapping class group orbit of f divided by the product of the size of the orbit
of f and |H3(H,Z)|. So the limit as L goes to oo is the fraction of surjections in the orbit
factoring through m(H,) divided by |Hs(H,Z)|. Thus the limit as L goes to oo of the expected
number of oriented surjections is the limit as L goes to oo of the expected number of surjections,

as g goes to oo.



22 WILL SAWIN AND MELANIE MATCHETT WOOD

divided by |H3(H,Z)|. Using Dunfield and Thurston’s result, this converges as g goes to 0o to
|H||H2(H,Z)] ]
|H1(H,Z)||Hs(H.Z)|*

4. THE MAIN THEOREM ON THE DISTRIBUTION

Now we turn to determining the distribution of the (oriented) group m1(Mgy,) from its mo-
ments determined in Proposition [3.3] In this section we will state our main technical theorem
on the distribution of 7 (Mg 1,) and set up the notation for the proof. We will first describe our
approach informally. Given a random group m, suppose one wants to determine the probability
that m = G for a fixed group G. Certainly in such situations there is a surjection 7 — G, in
fact | Aut(G)| of them, so E[| Surj(m, G)|]/| Aut(G)| provides an upper bound on this probability.
However, this is likely an overestimate. If a surjection 7 — G is not an isomorphism, it factors
through a surjection 7 — E, where E is a minimal non-trivial extension of G. Thus the moments
E[| Surj(m, £)|] over all E tell us about the extent to which this is an overestimate, and

E[| Surj(m, G)[] _ 3 E[| Surj(, E)[] | Surj(E, G)|
| Aut(G)] [Aut(E)[  [Aut(G)]

is our next estimate for Prob(m = (), which would be correct if 7 was supported only on G and
minimal non-trivial extensions of G. More generally one can work out that this second estimate
gives a lower bound on Prob(m = (). The undercounting now is because ™ might surject onto
more than one minimal non-trivial extension of G, and one could add another term to account
for this, and continue on analogous to inclusion-exclusion, leading to an infinite sum. There
are two major obstacles to such an approach, the first algebraic and the second analytic. The
algebraic obstacle is that is it not at all clear how to evaluate an infinite sum involving a group,
its extensions, surjections between them, and automorphisms and group cohomology (appearing,
for us, in the moments) of the group and its extensions, for an arbitrary finite group G. The
second obstacle is that a priori it is not clear that this infinite sum converges, and indeed in
general it will not.

In this paper we overcome both obstacles. On the algebraic side, we relate the group coho-
mology of G and its minimal extensions with precise formulas structured in such a way that
we can evaluate the necessary infinite sum, and indeed express it as a product. Of course, the
group cohomology of G is obviously related to the group cohomology of its extensions, but the
work is in finding precise formulas that allow us to evaluate the infinite sum. This requirement
for workable formulas has necessitated our considering oriented groups.

On the analytic side, we must confront the fact that the infinite sums in some cases truly fail
to converge. This is where we use the topological input we have proven in Section 2} which shows
that the fundamental group of a 3-manifold is not an arbitrary group but rather has certain parity
restrictions on its group cohomology. These restrictions allow us to do the inclusion-exclusion
in a smaller category of G-extensions where the sum will actually converge.

As an example, let G be a finite group and V' an absolutely irreducible symplectic represen-
tation of G over an odd characteristic finite field x such that dim, H*(G,V) is even. If (M)
surjects onto V x G, then using Lemma [5.2|to compute H'(m (M), V) and using Theorem [1.1]to
show H'(m (M), V) is even dimensional, it follows that 7; (M) also surjects onto V2 x G. One
can imagine how this kind of result allows us to skip steps in the inclusion-exclusion sketched
above to obtain a sum that might converge even if the original one did not.
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4.1. Definitions. Let G be a finite group. A [G]-group is a group H together with a homo-
morphism from G to Out(H). A morphism of [G]-groups is a homomorphism f : H — H’ such
that for each element g € G, for each lift o of the image of g from Out(H) to Aut(H), there
is a lift oy of the image of ¢ from Out(H’) to Aut(H’) such that o0y 0 f = f oo;. Note that
G acts on the set of normal subgroups of a [G]-group H, and we say a nontrivial [G]-group is
simple if it has no nontrivial proper fixed points for this action. If we have an exact sequence
1—- N — H — G — 1, then N is naturally a [G]-group. A normal subgroup N’ of N is fixed
by the Out(G) action if and only if it is normal in H.

4.2. Setup. Fix a finite oriented group G. A minimal non-trivial extension of G (in the sense
that its map to G does not factor through any non-trivial quotients) is either by an irreducible
representation V' of G over F, for some prime p (a finite simple abelian [G]-group) or a finite
simple non-abelian [G]-group N. In the first case, H*(G,V) classifies the different extensions,
and in the second case there is a unique extension up to isomorphism given by the fiber product
Aut(N) X ouy(n)G (where Aut(N) and Out(V) here are automorphisms and outer automorphisms
of N in the category of groups). When we make our inclusion-exclusion argument, we will fix a
finite set of these minimal extensions, and determine the expected number of surjections from a
random 3-manifold group to G that don’t extend to our chosen extensions. Now we will choose
and name those extensions.

Fix a tuple V. = (V4,...,V},) of irreducible representations of G over fields F,, for primes p;.
Write k; = Endg(V;), a finite field, and ¢; = |k;|, a prime power. For each i, fix also a r;-subspace
W; C H*(G,V;), forming a tuple W. We will only be avoiding extensions by V; whose extension
class is in W;. Fix a tuple N = (Ny,..., N,,) of non-abelian finite simple [G]-groups.

We say the following (isomorphism classes of) extensions of G are minimally material.

e For 1 <17 <n, every extension 1 = V; - H — (G — 1 whose extension class lies in W;.
e For 1 <14 <'m, the extension Aut(N;) Xouww,) G = G.

For an oriented group K, define Lg vy w n(K) to be the number of surjective oriented mor-
phisms f: K — G that do not factor through any minimally material extension H — G. The
main case to keep in mind is the following.

Lemma 4.1. Let C be a finite set of finite groups and G a level-C oriented group. If the {V;} are
the irreducible G-representations such that V; x G s level-C, and W; is the set of all the level-C
extensions of G by Vi, and the {N;}; are the finite simple non-abelian [G]-groups N such that
Aut(N) xouwny G is level-C, then (1) {Vi}; and {N;}; are finite sets, and (2) if K is a finitely
generated oriented group, then Lgyv.w n(K) is | Aut(G)| when K¢ = G and 0 otherwise.

Proof. The first claim is shown in [LWZ19, Proof of Theorem 4.12]. The key feature required for
the second claim is that level-C groups are closed under fiber products and quotients. Note that
this implies the W; as defined in the lemma are x;-subspaces. Since K is finitely generated, K¢
is finite and hence level-C. If K¢ — G is a surjection that is not an isomorphism, then it factors
through some minimal non-trivial extension of G, and that extension, since it is a quotient of
K€, is level-C, which proves the lemma. [l

Our goal will now be to determine the asymptotics of E[Lg v w n(K)], which includes com-
puting the asymptotics of Prob(wl(Mg,L)C =G).

Let 7 : H3(G,Q/Z) — Q/Z be the map induced by integrating against the homology class
of G. Let dy, be the differential dy”: H*(N;, Q/Z)¢ — H*(G,Q/Z) appearing in the Lyndon-
Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence computing H?*(G X guy(n,) Aut(N;), Q/Z) from HP(G, HI(N;, Q/Z)).
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We define weights wy, = wy, (7) to be positive numbers depending on the above data, as in the
following table.

Table 1: Definition of the wy;,
| Condition | Wy, |
’Hz(Ni,Q/Z)G‘
Tody =0]e Zouwy©l

T06Ni§£0 1

Here Zoue(n,)(G) is the centralizer of the image of G in Out(V;) (the outer automorphism group
of N; as a group).

Next we will define analogous weights for the V;. For any ¢, let W] consist of all those oo € W
such that 7(aU ) =0 for all 8 € H'(G,V;"). If V; has odd characteristic p and is F,-self-dual,
let €; be the Frobenius-Schur indicator, which is 1 if V; is symmetric, 0 if V; is unitary, and
—1if V; is k;-symplectic (see Section for definitions). If V; has even characteristic and is
Fsy-self-dual, then either V; is trivial, in which case we set €; = 1, or Vj is Fo-symplectic, in which
case we let ¢; be —1 if the action of G on V; lifts to ASp, (V;), 0 if the action lifts to ASpg, (V;)
but not ASp, (V;), and 1 if the action doesn’t lift to ASpy, (V;).

Regardless of characteristic, we will say that V; is A-symplectic if ¢, = —1: in other words,
in odd characteristic, “A-symplectic” means the same thing as “k;-symplectic’, and in even
characteristic, it refers to representations V; lifting to ASp, (V;). Note that whether V; is A-
symplectic in even characteristic does not depend on a choice of symplectic form. Since V; is
irreducible, it is only possible to change the symplectic form by multiplication by a scalar a € &,
and this is equivalent to multiplying each vector by y/a € k; and thus does not change whether
the action of G lifts to ASp, (Vi).

If ¢, = —1, define ¢y, € H*(ASp, (V),Q/Z) as in Corollary if the characteristic is even
and c¢y; = 0 if the characteristic is odd. Then the weights wy, = wy,(7) are defined in the
following table.

Table 2: Definition of the wy,

| Vi F,,-self-dual? | Conditions \ wy; |
yes WI#0 0
yes, € > —1 Wr=0 [152,(1+ q;jsz)*l
ves, ¢, =—1 | W7 =0, 2{dim,, H(G,V;) — 27(cy;) 0
ves, ¢, =—1 | W7 =0, 2|dim,, H(G,V;) — 27(cy;) I2,(0+¢7)"!
M L IWIHN (G, VY
1 _ - ]‘ 1 ? T
no, Jl;[l ( 4; ‘H1<G,V;)‘
VP %V any j
no, V;* =V Wi=Wwj=0, [ (1 =g
for j #1i dim H(G,V;) = dim HY(G,V}")
no, V;Y = V; W7 #0or W7 #0 or 0
for j £ dim H'(G,V;) # dim HY(G,V}")

Note that wy, vanishes in many cases. Notably, it vanishes whenever W # 0 and V; is dual
to V; for some j (regardless of whether ¢ = j). Less obviously, if V;¥ 2 V; for any j, then wy, =0
if dim H'(G,V;) < dim W7 + dim H' (G, V}Y).

Now with these weights defined we can state our main technical theorem on the distribution
of 11 (Mgr). Let p,rc be the probability measure of the random variable 7§ (Mg 1), which is
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just slightly more convenient notation for (m1(Mgy,))¢. Note that the level-C completion of an
oriented group is naturally oriented.

Theorem 4.2. For each g, L, let M, 1, be the Dunfield-Thurston random 3-manifold as defined
in Section[3. For every G, V., W, N as above,

|G||Hy (G, 7Z)| ~
QIEEOLIEI;OE[LGVWN(WI(M&L))] [H, (G, Z)[| H G 7) | va l_Ilei-

In particular, for C a finite set of finite groups, and G, V., W, N as in Lemmam

_ G| Hy(G,Z)|
g lim pg..e(G) = o G TG 2] |H3 G,z |Hw”HwN

In the case that we take no V;’s and N;’s, then Theorem [4.2]is just Proposition [3.3] Taking all
possible V;’s and NV;’s (relevant to a level-C) gives the second statement of the theorem. The first
statement is a general flexible result that allows one to interpolate between these two extremes.

4.3. Proof of Theorem [4.2 from the major inputs. Now we will state the main results
that go into the proof of Theorem and show how the theorem follows from these inputs.

We first define the class of extensions of GG that will arise in our inclusion-exclusion formula.
We call a G-extension H — G material if it is a finite fiber product over G of finitely many
minimally material extensions, and a G-extension H — G attainable if for each ¢ such that V;
is A-symplectic, we have dim,, H*(H,V;) = 27(cy;) mod 2 (motivated by Theorem |1.1]).

Next we will define the coefficients that will appear in our inclusion-exclusion formula. Let
I be a set of finite oriented groups that includes exactly one from each isomorphism class. For
H € I, we define a path P from H to G to be sequence H,, H,_1, ..., Hy for some s > 0 with
H; € I, with H, = H and Hy = G, along with choices f;: H; — H;_; for each 1 < i < s of
surjective oriented morphisms that are not isomorphisms, such that each composite map H; — G
is material. We write Path(H, G) for the set of such paths. We write |P| = s for the length of
the path and define

1
H |Aut bp = H 4

j 4%
V; A-symplectic
dimy; H YH,,V;)= =dimy; H!(G,V;)+1 for some i
There is a path of length 0 from H to G if and only if H = G, and there is one path of length
0 from G to G.
For H € I, we define
TH = Z (—1)|P|O{pﬁp.
PePath(H,G)

Here the precise ap factor is a necessary normalization. The exact value of Sp factor is somewhat
arbitrary, but some such factor is necessary to improve the rate of convergence of certain sums
in the case where some V; is A-symplectic (and without it these sums will not converge). One
can see many of the main ideas on a first read while ignoring the gp factor.

The following lemma is our basic inclusion-exclusion formula, which gives the number of
surjections from a 3-manifold group to G, not lifting to any minimally material extension, in
terms of total numbers of surjections to various extensions of G. We will prove Lemma in
Section [5| using group theory.
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Lemma 4.3. Let G,V, W, N be as above. Assume G € I and G is an attainable G-extension.
If K is the (oriented) fundamental group of a 3—mamfold then we have

LGVWN
TTAU(G)] Z |A t SurJ(K H).

Given Lemma and Proposition [3.3 to find E[Lgyw n(m(Mgy))] we naturally seek to
evaluate the sum in the following proposition. This is the most difficult part of the argument,
and occurs in Section [7} where we do a detailed spectral sequence analysis.

Proposition 4.4. If G € I is an attainable G-extension, and if for any i such that VY =V,
for some j we have W =0, then

Z Tw |H||Hy(H,Z)| _ |G||Ha2(G,Z)| Hw Hw
|Aut(H)| |H\(H,Z)||H3(H,Z)|  |Aut(G)|[H1 (G, Z)] |H3 (G,Z)| - v - M

and the sum is absolutely convergent.

However, to apply Proposition to prove Theorem we need to handle several analytic
questions of the existence of limits and whether they can be interchanged with infinite sums
in our particular situation. For this, we use Lemma and Proposition which are proven
in Section [f] Lemma is relatively straightforward as it is only about limiting behavior in
L, but Proposition involves some intricate group theory arguments along with the analytic
arguments.

Lemma 4.5. Let G,V, W N be as above, let C be any finite set of finite groups, and let g > 1.
The limit

Hm pgre(G),
exists. We define pig00c(G) to be the limit above.

We say an oriented group is level-C if and only if the underlying group is level-C. Let I¢ be a
set consisting of one representative of each isomorphism class of finite level-C oriented groups.

Proposition 4.6. For some finite set of finite groups C, for each K € I¢, let pf; be a sequence
of nonnegative real numbers such that lim,,_,, pi exists. Suppose that, for every H € Ic, we
have

sup Z | Surj(K, H)|pg < oc.
" Kele
Then for every H € I¢, we have that
Jim > | Surj(K H)lpi = > | Surj(K, H)| lim pg.

Kele Kele

Finally, our input results Lemma and Proposition require certain hypotheses on G,
but the following result, which follows from Lemmas [5.1] and [7.1] and is much easier than the
rest of the argument, shows that these are the only G relevant for our purposes.

Lemma 4.7. If G is not an attainable G-eztension, or if for some i,j we have VY = V; and
WT #0, then

Laywn(m(Mgr)) = 0.
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Proof of Theorem[{.2. When the hypothesis of Lemma is satisfied, we can see from the
definition of the wy, that the right-hand side of Theorem is 0 as well, concluding the theorem
in those cases.

Now we may assume G is an attainable G-extension and that for any ¢ such that V¥ =V for
some j we have W # 0. Let C be any finite set of finite groups such that all minimally material
extensions of G are level-C. For the limit in g, it is not so clear that a limiting distribution of
g 0o €ven exists. However, by a diagonal argument, we can always consider a weak limit. Let
oococ De a weak limit of 1. ¢ Over a convergent sequence of g, i.e. a sequence g; chosen so
that for all K € I, the limit limg o 1y, c0c(K) exists (and g; — 00).

Since (M, 1)€ is a quotient of 7¢(3,), which is finite, 71 (M, ;)¢ takes finitely many possible
values, independently of L. Thus, given g, and C, there is finite subset of I¢ containing the
support of p,, 1c for all L, and

lim Z | Surj(K, H)|pg,,2.0(K) = Z | Surj(K, H)|ztg,,00,c(K)-

L—oo
Kele Kele

We next apply Proposition with p = g, 00c(K), using the above equality and Proposi-
tion [3.3] to check the hypothesis, and obtain, for any H € I,
(4.8) lim ) | Surj(K, H) g, co.c(K) = ) | Surj(K, H)| oo, 00,0 (K).
Kele Kele
Combining the above two equations and Proposition we have the following,

Ta .. :
Z |A | Z |SUI'J K H)|MOOOOC ) = Z m Sli% [}E{}o I;C | SUI"J(K, H)“Lgs,lqc(K)
Z |H||H(H, Z)|
|A H)| [H,(H,Z)||Hs(H, Z)|'

and moreover by Proposition all these sums are absolutely convergent. So we can exchange
the order of summation and obtain

- ) H| Hy(H,Z)
2 Hosec(K) Z|At | Suri(K, 1)} = Z|A C(ER)| [, (H. 2)|| Hy(H. Z)]

Kele
Thus by Lemma we have
LGVWN |H||Hy(H,Z)|
4.9 00,00
49 2t )G Z|A ) 16, (5. 2)] [ Ha (H. 2]

In particular, in the case of main 1nterest when the hypothesis of Lemma is satisfied, we
use that lemma to see that Equation (4 says

|H||H3(H,Z)|
Z |A )| |H\(H,Z)||H3(H, Z)|

(410) Moo, 00, C

Since every weak limit of jig . c(G) is the same, it follows that lim, . 115 0 c(G) exists and is
given as above, which can be combined with Proposition to prove the second statement of
the theorem.

For general V;, W;, N;, we must exchange our two limits with one final sum. We have

Leywn(K) . Leywn(K)
41 P e L BYLEE LSy vrrre e
C
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because the only K which give nonzero terms in the sum on each side are those level-C groups
that can be generated by 2¢g elements, a finite set, and we may exchange finite sums with limits.
For the limit in s, Fatou’s lemma gives

Leyvwn(K) .. . Leyvwn(K)
412) 2 peecec ()P0 Gy < Mminf D g ec(K) =730 iy

Kelc Kele

Since Lg vy w.n(K) < |Surj(K, G)|, Fatou’s lemma also gives

Surj (K, G) - LG,V,W,N<K) .. SU_I'j (K, G) - G,V,W,N(K)
2 posoec(K) Q) it D s ee(K) Au(G)
Kelc Kele
which subtracted from (4.8]) gives
Leyvwn(K) _ . Leywn(K)
(4.13) Z NM’M’C(K)W > lim sup Z ugs7m7c(K)m
Kele 570 kel

Combining (4.12) and (4.13)), we have

Leywn(K) Layvwn(K)
Z ,LLOO,OO,C(K); fr—y sli?go Z ,Ugs,oo,C(K);
Kele

Ko, | Aut(G)] |Aut(G)] 7
and then using Equation (4.11]), we have
LGVWN<K) . . LGVWN(K)
414 oo (K) ZELWNER) K)ZGLWN )
(4.14) D oK) [Aut(G)| soeo Lo 2 Ha,ne(K) | Aut(G)|
Kele Kele

Because (4.14) holds for any subsequence g5 such that p,, - ¢ converges weakly, we have

Leywn(K) . Leyw.n(K)
(415) Z MOO,OO,C(K)W = llm llm Z M97L7C(K) |Aut<G)| .

g—0o0 L—o0
Kele Kele

Indeed, if (4.15)) is false, we can pass to a subsequence g, on which the right side either converges
to a different value or diverges to oo, then pass to a further subsequence on which pig,

converges, obtaining a contradiction with (4.14]). This gives (4.15]), which together with (4.9)
and Proposition [4.4] handles the general case. O

5. INCLUSION-EXCLUSION LEMMA

The goal of this section is to prove Lemma[4.3], the identity we use for inclusion-exclusion. We
will first need one preliminary result, which is also used in the proof of Lemma to settle the
non-attainable case of Theorem [£.2] When K is a 3-manifold (oriented) group and p : K — G
a surjection, there is a maximal quotient of K that sees the material extensions of G.

Lemma 5.1. Let K be a 3-manifold (oriented) group, G a finite oriented group, and p: K — G
a surjection. Let Q, be the quotient of K by the intersection of the kernels of all surjective lifts
of p to minimally material extensions of G. Then Q, is a finite, attainable, material extension
of G, and any lift of p to a material extension factors through K — @Q,.

Before giving the proof of Lemma [5.1| we record a basic fact of group cohomology that we
will use repeatedly.
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Lemma 5.2. Let m : H — G be a surjection of groups. Non-zero morphisms of G-groups in
Homg((ker 7)., V;) correspond exactly to surjections from H to extensions of G by V; that are
compatible with the map to G. If S is the subset of those morphisms that correspond to trivial
extensions (along with the 0 morphism), then we have an exact sequence

1— HYG,V;) - H'(H,V;) = S — 1.

Also, the kernel of H*(G,V;) — H?*(H,V;) is the set of those extensions of G by V that occur as
quotients of H, compatibly with the map to G (along with 0).

Proof. We can use the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence to compute H*(H,V;). From
the edge maps, we have that H'(G,V;) — H'(H,V;) is an injection whose cokernel is the kernel
of dy" : Homg(kerw,V;) — H?*(G,V). The map dy' is the transgression [NSW00, Theorem
2.4.3], and we can check that dy'(¢) = ¢.(a), where o € H?(G,ker 7) is the class of the
extension H. From this it follows that S = ker dg’l. Further, the edge map gives that the kernel
of H2(G,V;) — H?*(H,V;) is imdy", and the second claim follows. O

Proof of Lemma 5.1 First, we must check that @, is finite. Because K is a 3-manifold group,
K is finitely generated, and thus there are finitely many surjections from K to each minimally
material extension of G. Since there are finitely many minimally material extensions, there are
finitely many lifts of p to minimally material extensions of G. Thus the quotient @), of K by the
intersection of the kernels of these lifts is finite.

Second, we must check that @), is a fiber product over G of minimally material extensions.
More generally, one can prove that any subgroup of a fiber product of minimal non-trivial
extensions that surjects onto each factor must be a fiber product of a subset of the extensions.
The argument is analogous to that in [LW20, Lemma 5.3].

Finally, we must check the conditions for attainability. Because K is isomorphic to the fun-
damental group of a 3-manifold, by Theorem we have that K — G is attainable. We apply
Lemma to K — @,. Since K — @, does not lift to K — V; x @), for an minimally material
extension V; x G of G, we have that dim H*(Q,,V;) = dim H'(K,V;) for all such V; and thus
Q, — G is attainable. O

Proof of Lemma @ We have

b 1
Z |A t SU_I"J (K,H) Z Z Z (—1) |apﬁpm.

Hel ¢eSurj(K,H) PePath(H,G)

Each term of the sum on the right defines a surjection p: K — G, the composition of the map ¢
with the maps f; in the path P. By Lemma we have that ¢ factors through Q,. Note that
K has only finitely many surjections to G, and the corresponding Q, have only finitely many
quotients. Thus in the sum on the right, there are only finitely many H for which the sum over
¢, P is non-empty.

Now there are two possibilities for a term in the sum on the right. Either Q, is isomorphic to
H,, or it is not. Using the terms where Q, is not isomorphic to Hy, we will cancel all the terms
where Q,, is isomorphic to H except for those where s = 0 and Q, = G, which will contribute
Leyw.n(K).

Consider a path where H is not isomorphic to Q,. We can adjust the path by adding the
unique member Hy,, of I isomorphic to Q,. For morphisms, we replace ¢: K — H; with
a morphism ¢': K — H,,; obtained by composing the projection K — Q, with one of the
|Aut(H,)| isomorphisms Q, — H.;. We then take f;1; to be the unique surjection Hyyq —
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H, whose composition with ¢’ is ¢, which exists because the kernel of ¢ is the intersection of
the kernels of all surjections from K to material extension of G, and therefore is contained in
the kernel of ¢. Because G is attainable by assumption and H; is attainable by Lemma [5.1]
we have

dim H'(H,,1,V;) = 27(cy;) = dim HY(G, V;)
and thus their difference cannot be 1. Hence no additional factors of % are added to Sp by this
adjustment.

This adjustment has the effect of raising |P| by 1, multiplying ap by m, and fixing
Bp. Thus, the terms corresponding to the |Aut(H,.q)| new paths exactly cancel the term
corresponding to the original path. Each term where H, is isomorphic to Q, arises exactly once
from this construction, via the truncated path obtained by removing H, and replacing ¢ with
fs 0 ¢, except for the terms where s = 0.

The remaining terms in the sum are those with s = 0 and Q, = Hy, = G. Such terms
are simply given by oriented maps p: K — G that induce an isomorphism Q, = G and have
(=)PlapBp = 1-1 = 1. The condition Q, = G means that every lift of p: K — G to a
material extension of G fails to be surjective, so the number of surjections p with Q, = G is
Leyw.n(K). O

Remark 5.3. By using a parity hypothesis in Lemma we had the flexibility to introduce the
Bp term into the sum, and indeed the lemma would hold if we replaced 1/g;, in the definition
of Sp with anything else. The particular choice will only matter in Lemma [7.4] where it causes
Ty to take a smaller value in the affine symplectic case. In Lemma this smaller term gives
a convergent sum, which without the Sp factor wouldn’t converge.

6. CONVERGENCE THEOREM FOR THE MOMENTS

Proposition found the limiting moments of our distributions of interest, and in this section,
we will show that the limiting moments agree with the moments of the limiting distribution
(assuming the limiting distribution exists), proving Proposition This is a non-trivial analytic
question, as limits and infinite sums don’t always commute. The main challenge is to express

our group-theoretic sums in terms of something whose analytic behavior we can control. Also,
in Section we will prove Lemma [4.5]

6.1. Definitions. A G-group H is a group with an action of G. A G-group is simple if it
contains no non-trivial, proper, normal subgroups that are fixed (setwise) by G. A G-group
is semisimple if it is a finite direct product of simple G-groups. A semisimple [G]-group is a
finite direct product of simple [G]-groups. If 7 : E — G is a group homomorphism, we call 7
semisimple (resp. simple) if m is surjective and ker(7) is a semisimple (resp. simple) [G]-group
(or equivalently, a semisimple (resp. simple) E-group). If 7 : E — G is a surjective group
homomorphism, we say that a surjective group homomorphism ¢ : E — R is a radical of 7 if if
ker ¢ is the intersection of all maximal proper E-normal subgroups of ker 7. Note in this case
7 factors through ¢ and the resulting map R — G is semisimple. Indeed, in this case every
intermediate quotient £ — ) — G such that @) — G is semisimple factors through £ — R.

6.2. Limit of moments is moments of limit for (unoriented) groups. We will first give
a result for unoriented groups, which we expect to be useful in other contexts, and then we
will show Proposition for oriented groups, follows from it. For any two groups G, H, let
Sc.n = |Surj(G, H)|. For a set C of finite groups, let Je be a set of groups consisting of one
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from each isomorphism class of finite level-C groups. The main result of this subsection is the
following.

Theorem 6.1. For some finite set of finite groups C, for each K € Je, let p} be a sequence of
nonnegative real numbers such that lim, . P exists. Suppose that, for every H € Je we have

(6.2) sup Z Sk upx < 00.
" Kede

Then for every H € Je we have that

nh_)ﬂgo Z SK,HP?( = Z SK,H nll_{loloan
KeJe Kele
To prove Theorem [6.1] we need to exchange the sum with the limit. We will do this by breaking
it up into a series of sums and exchanging them with the limit one at a time. Each step will be
proven using the Fatou-Lebesgue theorem. The first step in breaking up our sum into a series
of sums is the following identity, for any finite group H,

(6.3) Z Sk,HP| = Z Z Z Z |Aftl((R)|

KeJe ReJe a: R—H KeJe b: K—R
semisimple b=radical(aob)
We will use the following result to check the hypothesis when we use the Fatou-Lebesgue
theorem.

Lemma 6.4. Let C be a finite set of finite groups. For all K € Jo and n € N let p}. > 0 be a
real number. Suppose that, for every H € Je, Equation (6.2)) holds. Then, for every H € Je, we

have
% D P
Sllp( m) < Q.

ReJe a: RoH "N Kelo b KSR
semisimple b=radical(aob)
Proof. Given H, let (C1,a1),...(Chn,an) be pairs of a member C; of Je together with a simple
morphism a; : C; — H. This set is finite by [LW20, Lemmas 6.1, 6.11]. For any semisimple
morphism a: R — H, we can express a as a fiber product of simple morphisms and thus can
write R = [[*, Cf* for some natural numbers e;, with the products taken over H. Call this
fiber product R and let a. be its projection to H. Let

C = sup Z Z SG.RaPG-

"eN gefo,1,2)m Gede

Given a group K € Je and amap b: K — R, such that b = radical(aeob), we obtain []}", (2)
distinct homomorphisms K — Rq, by composing b with the projections of R, — Rq onto d; of
the e; factors of type Cj, for all 7. If two surjections b, b’ give the same map ¢ : K — Rq then
b, b/ must be equal up to multiplication with an element of Aut(R,), since we can recover ker(b)
by composing ¢ with agq and taking the radical. This implies, for fixed e, d,

> X, min () = 5 s

Kelde b: K—Re =1 Kelde
b=radical(aeob)
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Summing over d, we obtain

2 |Aut ﬁz()é > > Sk <C.

KeJe b: K—Re i=1 d=0 def{0,1,2}m KeJe
b=radical(aeob)

P c
2 2 EaE) ST

KeJe b: K—Re
b=radical(aec0b)

Thus

Now since every pair R and a: R — H semisimple is isomorphic to (Re, ae) for some e, we have

> 2. Sup(Z Z mft—?&mVZS“p(Z 2 |Auf%Re)|)

neN m NEN

ReJe a: R—H Kelde KeJe b: K—Re
semisimple b= radlcal(aob) b=radical(aeob)
<> o =C 1> b <
ecN™ Hz IZd 0 i=1 e=0 Zd 0
as desired. ]
. b a a . .
Given a sequence of maps K = Ry, =% Ry_1- -+ — Ry, we say b, ay, ..., a; is a radical sequence

if forall 1 < ¢ < k, we have that a;;10---oagob: K — R;is aradical of a;0a;,10---0a,0b: K —
R;_1. Lemma6.4] will allow us to inductively prove the following result using the Fatou-Lebesgue
theorem, moving the limit further and further past the sum as k increases.

Lemma 6.5. Let C be a finite set of finite groups. For all K € Jz and n € N, let pj > 0 be a
real number. Suppose that Equation (6.2]) holds for every finite group H. Then for every H € I
and all natural numbers k we have

lim sup Z Sk P < Z Z lim sup Z Z - Pic R)|

"0 Kelde Ro,Ri,..Rp€Jc a;: Ri—=Ri—1 " KeJe  b: K—Ry [Tz [Aut(
o=H i=1,...k b,a,...,a1 rad. seq.
semzszmple

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. The case k = 0 is trivial. Now we assume the lemma is
true for k. We have

)EEDY H“fj\ =2 > > ) Hkﬂﬁft( Bl

Kede b: K—Ry Rk+1EJC Ap41: Rk+1—>Rk Kede b: K—)Rk+1
b,ag,...,a; rad. seq. semisimple b,ak41,.--,a1 rad. seq.

To complete the induction, it suffices to show that

lim sup Z Z kHlAut( )|< Z hmsupz k+1|Aut< R)|

n—o0
Ryy1,0k41 Kb Ryy1,ak+41

(where the sums are over the same sets as in the previous equation). This follows from the
Fatou-Lebesgue theorem, using Lemma with H = Ry, to check the hypothesis. (Our sum in
b is over a smaller set than in Lemma since we require b, a1, ..., a; to be a radical sequence
and not just b, ax41, but this only improves the upper bound.) U

Finally, we will now show that, given C, for some k eventually the inner sums over K, b on the
right-hand side of Lemma [6.5] become trivial and we have fully exchanged the sum and limsup.
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Lemma 6.6. Let C be a finite set of finite groups. If Gy, Gy are finite groups such that G; — GS
are semisimple fori = 1,2, then if S is a subdirect product of G, Gy, then S — S€ is semisimple.

Proof. Let K; = ker(G; — G¢). We have a commutative diagram

1 s K > S y S€

L ! !

1—)K1XK2—>G1XG2—>G?XG%.

Since S¢ — GY is surjective, through that morphism, K; is also a semisimple [S€]-group, and
thus K; is also a semisimple S-group (under conjugation by elements of S). We have that K is
a S-subgroup of the semisimple S-group K; X K, and since S — G; is surjective, this means
that the projection of K to each Kj; is normal in K;. It follows that K is a semisimple S-group
(e.g. see [LW20, Lemma 5.3]), as desired. O

Lemma 6.7. Let C be a finite set of finite groups. Let G be a finite group such that G — G is
semisimple and let Q be a quotient of G. Then Q — QF is semisimple.

Proof. Let K = ker(G — G¢) and N = ker(G — Q). Then G/(KN) is a quotient of G¢ and
hence is level-C, and is also a quotient of Q, so (G/KN) is a quotient of Q€. Furthermore, since
KN C ker(G — Q°), we have that Q° = G/(KN) and the kernel of Q — Q¢ is KN/N =
K/(K N N). Since K is a semisimple G-group, K/(K N N) is a semisimple G-group, thus,
because the action of GG on it factors through (), a semisimple Q-group. O

Lemma 6.8. Let C be a finite set of finite groups, and let C' be a set of groups that contains
all proper quotients of groups in C. Then for a finite group G € Je, we have that G — G is
semisimple.

Proof. For G € C, if G is a simple group, then clearly G — G¢ is semisimple. Otherwise, let N
be a minimal non-trivial normal subgroup of G. We have G — G — G /N, and so G is either
G or G/N and in either case G — G is semisimple. Since any group of level-C is contained
in the closure of C under taking subdirect products and quotients, the conclusion follows from
Lemma [6.6] and Lemma [6.7] O

Lemma 6.9. Let G be a finite group and Ny, N, C N3 be normal subgroups of G such that
G /Ny — G /N3 is semisimple. Then G /(N2 N Ny) — G/Ny is semisimple, and so if G — G /N,
is the radical of G/Ny, then G — G /(NN Ny) and G — G/Ny factor though G — G/Ny.

Proof. Since G/Ny — G /Nj is semisimple, N3/N, is a semisimple G-group. Since Nj/(No N Np)
is a normal, G-invariant subgroup of N3/Ny, we have that N;/(NyNNp) is a semisimple G-group
and hence G/(N2 N Ny) — G /N is semisimple. O

Proposition 6.10. Let C be a set of finite groups each of order at most k. Then if K € I and
b: K — Ry and a; : R; — R;_1 (for 1 <i < k) are group homomorphisms such that b, ay, . .., a;
1s a radical sequence, then b is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let C; be the set of all quotients of groups in C of order at most i. Let K; be the image
of K in K% x Ry. We apply Lemmawith G = K and G/Ny = K%+ and G/N3 = K% and
G/N; = K;, using Lemmato see that KCi+1 — K¢ is semisimple. Then G/(NaNNy) = K; 44
and so K, — K; is semisimple by the first part of Lemma [6.9]

We will show by induction that K — K; factors through a;;10...a,0b: K — R;. When
1 = 1, we have K; = Ry, and this is automatic. For the induction step, assuming K — K;
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factors through K — R;, we apply the second part of Lemma with G = K, G/Ny = K41,
G/N; = K;, and G/N; = K;, and conclude that since K — R, is the radical of K — R;, it
factors through K.

Thus we have that K — K, = K factors through b : K — Ry, and we conclude the lemma. [

Putting this all together we can prove Theorem [6.1]

Proof of Theorem[6.1. Let k be the maximal order of a group in C. By Proposition [6.10] the
sums over G, b on the right-hand side of Lemma are finite, and can be exchanged with the
limit and so we have

. . 1. n oo 2
lim sup Z Sk,HD) < Z Z Z Z Hflj !Zutfgi)\

O Kede Ro,Ri,.. ,RkeJC ai: Ri—R;_1 KeJe b: K—Ry,
R

o=H i=1,...k b,ak,...,a1 rad. seq.
semisimple

= E Sk, lim ph.
" n—oo
Kelde

Fatou’s lemma gives

lim inf Z Sk HPE > Z Sk H llm pK,

n—00
Kelde Kede

and the theorem follows. O

6.3. Limit of moments is moments of limit for oriented groups. Now we will see that
Proposition i.e. a version of Theorem for oriented groups, follows directly from The-
orem (as Fatou’s lemma gives one inequality, and we have equality after a finite sum over

orientations). For oriented groups K, H let Sk g denote the number of oriented surjections
Surj(K, H).

Proof of Proposition[{.6l For K € Je and s € H3(K,Z), let (K, s) denote the oriented group,
and let

s€H3(K,Z)
Then for H € Jg,

A
ZSK,Han: Z Z SKH| Ut(g{;ﬂp@,s)

Kede KeJc seHs(K,Z)

Aut(K, s
=D U0 DID DN IRIPRLL L

KeJe seH3(K,Z) teHs(H,Z)

= Z ZSK,(H,t)pK

teH3(H,Z) Kelc

because, given s, each surjection 7 : K — K is a surjection (K, s) — (H,t) of oriented groups
for exactly one ¢, and by the orbit-stabilizer theorem, each isomorphism class of (K, s) appears

% times in the sum. In particular, the hypothesis (6.2)) holds by summing the hypothesis

of Proposition over t and we have

lim Z Sk.HDK = Z hm Sk.HDK

n—00
Kelde KEJC
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Also,
Z 111£I_1>iofolf Z SK,(H)PK < nh_g)lo Z Z SK,(HHPK = nh_{{.lo Z Sk, DK
teH3(H,7Z) Kelc teHs(H,Z) Kele Kelde
So
(6.11) > liminf Y Skmopk < Y lim Siavk
teHs(H,Z) Kele KelJe
_ |Aut(K, )| .,
=2 Skn ) | Aut(K)| Jm Pl
Kelde s€Hy(K,Z)

= Z ZSK,(H,t) nh_{EOPTIL{

teH3(H,Z) Kelc

By Fatou’s lemma, we have, for each t € H3(H,Z)

(6.12) lim inf Z SK,(HH)PK = Z Sk, () i pic.
Kele Kele
Since the sum over ¢ of the inequalities in (6.12)) is the opposite of the inequality in (6.11)), all

of these inequalities must be equalities and we have, for each t € H3(H,Z),

Kele Kele

Since the same statement holds for any subsequence of n, the proposition follows. O
6.4. Convergence in L: Proof of Lemma [4.5.

Proof of Lemma[{.5. Let K, be the kernel of the map m(X,) — m1(H,) . We have that m (M, 1)
is the quotient of m(X,) by K, and o, ,(K), where o, ;, is the random element of the mapping
class group that we used to define M, . Note that the mapping class group of 3, acts on 7§ (%,).
Let K, denote the image of K, in 7¢(3,). From the definition of level-C completion, we have

7 (Myr) = (75(S0)/ (K 00(K,)))

Let us first check that the limit of the probability that 7§ (M, 1) is isomorphic to G as an
unoriented group exists. To do this, we observe that 7{(3,) is finite and the action of the
mapping class group on this group factors through a finite group. By the above equation, the
isomorphism class of 7§(M, 1) depends only on the image of o, ;. in this finite group. That image
equidistributes by the Perron-Frobenius theorem, showing that a limiting probability exists.

We now consider oriented groups. Let H,c be the subgroup of the mapping class group
that fixes every element of 7¥(%,). By Lemma M, there is a homomorphism from H,¢ to the
bordism group of Bn§(3,) that sends a mapping class o to the bordism class of the associated
3-manifold. Let J, ¢ be the kernel of this homomorphism.

We claim that the isomorphism class of Wf(Mg’ 1), together with its orientation, depends only
on 0,47, modulo J, . Having checked this, the Perron-Frobenius theorem will again imply that
a limiting measure exists (with equal mass placed on the isomorphism class arising from each
coset of J, ).

To check this claim, let o; be any mapping class and let o, be a mapping class in J,¢. The

identity . . ) L
w1 (M,) = (7T1 (Zg)/(Kga U(Kg))) )
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together with the fact that o, acts trivially on 7¢(3,), gives an isomorphism between 7§ (M,, )
and 7§(M,,,,), showing that both are isomorphic to (Wf(Eg)/(Kg,al(Kg)))c. Call this group
Q. It remains to check that this isomorphism preserves the orientation. Since the orientation
of a quotient ) of the fundamental group of a 3-manifold is determined by the bordism class
of that manifold in BQ), it suffices to check that [M,,| = [M,,s,] in the third bordism group of
B@. Now we apply Lemma to the group @ and the homomorphism f: m;(%,) = 7§ (3,) —
(). By definition of @), this factors through m(H,), as does its pullback under oy, and every
homomorphism 7 (%,) — 7¢(3,) — @Q is preserved by o9, so Lemma implies that

[MUlo'Q] = [MUI] + [Maz]'

By construction of J, ¢, the class of M,, in the bordism group Bn§(3,) vanishes. Since @ is
a quotient of 7§ (3,), the map to BQ factors through the map to Bn¢(%,), so the class [M,,] in
the bordism group of BQ vanishes. This proves that [M,,] = [M,,,], as desired. O

7. EVALUATION OF THE MAIN GROUP-THEORETIC SUM

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 4.4, We do this by partially evaluating the Ty,
using detailed spectral sequence analysis to express the remaining sum as a g¢-series, and then
applying ¢-series identities. Theorem places certain restrictions on the fundamental group of
a 3-manifold, and first we will see that we can avoid certain groups in our analysis, motivating
the hypothesis of Proposition 4.4}

Lemma 7.1. For any i, if V;Y =V} for some j and W] # 0, then

Leywn(m(M)) =0
for any 3-manifold M.

Proof. Consider a surjection f : m1(M) — G. Fix a nonzero class « € W7 C H?*(G,V;). By
Lemma , if f*a € H?*(w1(M),V;) vanishes, then f lifts to an extension of G corresponding to
«, which is minimally material.

If f*a € H*(m(M),V;) # 0, by Theorem [1.1(2), there exists 8 € H'(m;(M),V;) such that
7(f*a U B) # 0. Cochains representing H' (w1 (M), V;) exactly give splittings of V; x 71 (M) —
m (M), so (B gives a splitting, which composes with f to give f': m (M) — V; x G. By the
irreducibility of Vj, the image of f’ is either surjective or isomorphic to G. If im f is isomorphic
to G, that implies that 8 came from a splitting given by a 3" € H'(G,V;). Then, because f is
a map of oriented groups,

07 [ (raus) = [ (Frauss) = raug) =0

because a € W], giving a contradiction. So, we conclude that m; (M) — V; x G is a surjection.
Thus, in either case, the surjection f lifts to a surjection to a minimally material extension
and thus is not counted in Lg v w n. O

Proof of Lemmal{.7. The case that for some i,j we have V¥ = V; and W7 # 0 is Lemma
In the case that G is not an attainable G-extension, Lemma gives for any surjection
f:m(M) — G the existence of a quotient Q, of (M) that is a finite attainable material
extension of G. By definition of material, (), is a fiber product of minimally material extensions
of G, each a quotient of 7 (/). Since G is not attainable but Q, is, Q, % G, thus this set of
minimally material extensions is nonempty, hence there is a minimally material extension of G
that f lifts to, therefore f does not contribute to Lg v w n- O

PAASE)
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Next we give a lemma about when a surjection of groups can lift to an oriented map.

Lemma 7.2. Let 1 - F — H 5 G — 1 be an extension of groups, where G is oriented with
7 H3G,Q/Z) — Q/Z corresponding to the orientation. We have T(ker7*) = 0, i.e. there is
an orientation on H compatible with w, if and only if T o dé’l =0andTo dg’Q = 0, where the dP
are the differentials in the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence to compute H*(H,Q/Z)
(from F and G). Further, we have T o dy" = 0 if and only if, for a € H*(G, F®) the extension
class of H, we have T(aUB) =0 for all 8 € H'(G,Hom(F,Q/Z)).

Proof. The first claim follows from the edge map of the spectral sequence, and the second because
dy' - HY(G,FY) — H3G,Q/Z) is (up to sign) the cup product with a [NSW00, Theorem
2.4.4]. O

In the case W] = 0, we can deduce a useful consequence.

Corollary 7.3. If 7 : H — G is a material oriented surjection and for some i we have W] =0,
then dim H'(H,V;) = dim H' (G, V;) + dim Homg (ker 7, V;).

Proof. Let F = kerm and a € H%(G, F**) be the extension class of H. Since W7 = 0 and 7 is a
product of extensions with classes in the W;, it follows from Lemma [7.2] that the image of « in
H?(G, V) is 0. Then in Lemma [5.2) we have S = Homg(ker 7, V;). O

Next, we will partially evaluate Ty. To do this, first define, for 7: H — G a material G-
extension,

TTr = Z (—1)|P|Ckpﬁp.

PcPath(H,G)
composite(P)=m

(The composite of a path of length 0 is the identity map.) Furthermore, for such 7, we can write
the [G]-group ker 7 as a product [[}_, V; x [[5_, N/ for tuples e, f. In this setting, we say that
7 has type (e, f) (which in particular implies 7 is material). It will turn out that 7. depends

only on the type of .
For any 7 from 1 to r, if V; is not A-symplectic, define Q;(e;) to be qu)
If V; is A-symplectic, we define Q;(e;) to be qi(zi)_ei = q:1(6+3)

Lemma 7.4. Assume for each i such that V; is A-symplectic that W] = 0.
Then, for a material non-trivial G-extension 7 of type (e, f), we have

1 j€it2 i (e
I = m(—l)z’ 2 f 1:[@(61)-
Proof. A path P € Path(H, G) of length ¢ with composite 7 gives us a sequence of K; = ker(H —
H;), where the K; are normal subgroups of H. The isomorphism type of each H; is determined
by the K;, but given the K;, there are [['_ |Aut(H;)| choices of path with these H; that give
the appropriate kernels in H, and exactly [['_} |Aut(H;)| of these choices have composite 7.
Furthermore, by Corollary , the factor % appears in fp, if and only if, for some 7, the

multiplicity of V; in K is e; — 1. Thus letting

BKO ..... Ky — H l)

p 4di
Vi A-symplectic
multy; (K;)=multy, (Ko)—1 for some j
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we have

(7.5) Aunt(G)] Y (=)Plappp = > (—1)'Bro...x.

PEPath(H,G) 1:Kt§Kt_1§'~~§K0:kerw
composite(P)=m

where the latter sum is over chains of normal H-subgroups K; of ker 7. We prove, by induction
on the number of simple factors of a semisimple H-group F' that

(7.6) > (DB = (CDEEA]Que)

1=K, CK;1CCKo=F

where F' = [[. V5 x 1, N/i. This is certainly true for trivial F. Now let F be nontrivial, so any
chain has ¢t > 1.
We have K;—; = [[, V" x T, Nifi for some €, < e; and f/ < f;. Given such € = (e, €),...)
and f' = (f{, f},...) there are [, (%) xTI, (;,) ways of choosing a K; with these multiplicities,
- k2 q'L 1
where (%) denotes the g-binomial coefficient (see [LW20, Section 5] for the basics of semisimple
g

H-groups). So

> (—1)'Brq....x.

1=KiCK; 1C-CKo=F

- > 1) () > (1) Bt

§l:f/ i A g e; f{ B e £
eéﬁeiy?{ﬁfi I Vi *xIL Gi* GKe—2 G CKo=]1; V; * XIL; G;
not all 0
€i Ji
=2 I (e’-) 11 (f.’) > (—1)"Bro..tss
e f i g g ( 0CK!_,CCK)=]] Vere;xn Gfrf{
e;<e;,fi<fi =hto==0o=1L Y, i G
not all 0
where K; = K;/K; 1. We have multy, (K;) — multy,(Ko) = multy, (K7}) — multy, (K) for all j.
Thus
BKO,...,Kt _ H l
Bt i ¢

A
Vi A-symplectic
ej=e,=1

since the contributions of i to B, x, and Bx;,.. ks agree unless multy,(K;) — multy,(Ko) = 1
but multy, (K;) — multy, (Ky) = 0 for all j < ¢ which happens exactly when e; = e, = 1. Thus

by induction we have

Z (_1)SBK07~--,K15

1=K,CK;_1C-~CKo=F

-y n()ug) mog > (1

. . di
e f i v 7 ) e;—¢/ fi— 1!
6;§€i:}i[§fi Vi A-symplectic  0GK{ ,GC--CKo=T[;V;" "xI[,G;" ™

—e! =
not all 0 ei=e;=1

[RAS}
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— Z H(€Z> H(JJZ/) H l(_l)(_l)zi(eie§)+2i(fif{)1:[Qi(€_

ai

e f’ 7 vqi g 7 .
el <ei fI<f: Vi A—SyI‘IllpleCtIC
="t =J1 e;=e' =1

not all 0 T

— — (~)(DZ S T @uler)

o X () (e o= iTloe -0 T

vqi g i
Vi A-symplectic

€; <e2 f <fi 61':6;:1

The final sum in the equation above factors over . Let us check that each factor is 0 unless
the corresponding e; or f; is 0. For the f; factors, it follows from the binomial theorem that
> o<, (}c,)( 1)/i=fi = 0if f; > 0. For the factors with V; not A-symplectic, it follows from the

g-binomial theorem that Y. .. (%) (—1)61‘—62%( e 0 if e; > 0. Finally, for the A-symplectic
i=% N6l g,

factors, if e; > 1 we have

e;—1

(N S | (R
qi

ej<e; !

by the ¢-binomial theorem, and if e¢; = 1 we have

1 N1 1 N-o1
@ % qi

Thus we have proven ([7.6)) by induction. Combined with ((7.5)), this proves the lemma. U

To prove Proposition [4.4] we need to evaluate

Z Th |H||H>(H, Z)|
ao |Aut(H)| [Hy(H, Z)||Hs(H, Z))]
Using Ta = >, ..q Ir, and Lemma we will calculate this via the following sums

|H||Hy(H,Z)|
M(e, f) = Z Z |Aut(H)||H,(H,Z)||H3(H, Z)|’

Hel mH—-G
type e, f

which will occupy most of the rest of this section.

Fix for now ¢ and f, and let F be the [G]-group []i_, V% x [[_, N/*. It will be convenient
to dualize, observing that |H;(H,Z)| = |H'(H,Q/Z)|. For an exact sequence 1 — F — H —
G — 1 (inducing the given [G]-action on F'), consider the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral
sequence calculating HPT9(H,Q/7Z). Tts second page satisfies E5? = HP(G, H1(F,Q/Z)). The
key differentials for us in this spectral sequence are:

dy': B9t — Ey° dy': Byt — E5° dy*: BEY? — B3 dy?: B9* — E3°.
Given such an exact sequence, let Autgg(H) be the group of automorphisms of H that are the

identity on F' and fix the map H — G. The next lemma explains how to calculate M (e, f) using
information about this spectral sequence.
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Lemma 7.7. For F = [[_, Vi x [[;_, N/, we have

(7.8)
GO/ H(G,H(EG/D) Pl g
AP ) = GG oz G. o8] EQT 2 Teat]
7(ker 7*)=0

In the sum in Lemma F and G are fixed, and the sum is over isomorphism classes of
material extensions H of G by F compatible with the given [G]-structure on F, or equivalently,
classes o € H?(G, F°), such that for 7* : H3(G,Q/Z) — H*(H,Q/Z), we have 7(ker 7*) = 0.
Throughout the rest of the section, we will have similar sums over exact sequences, and they
will always mean the analogous thing, in particular requiring that the extensions are material.

Proof. Recall T € H3(G,Q/Z) — Q/Z is the map given by the orientation of G. Let J be a set
of finite groups containing exactly one group from each isomorphism class. Given an H € J, we
have that Aut(H) acts on choices of 77 € H*(H,Q/Z)", with orbits corresponding to H € [
and stabilizers Aut(H). So

B |H||Hy(H, Z)|
Me )= > > |Aut(H)||H,(H,Z)||H3(H, Z)|’

HeJ ryeH3(H,Q/Z) m:H—G
type e,f
THOT* =T

We can extend a 7 : H — G of type e, f to an exact sequence 1 — FF — H — G — 1
in | Autie)(F)| ways (compatible with the [G] structure on F). Also, Aut(H) acts on these
exact sequences with orbits corresponding to isomorphism classes of extensions H of G by F
(compatible with the [G] structure on F') and stabilizers Autp o (H).

Thus we can rewrite

1 1 |[HI||H?(H,Q/Z)|
Me, ) = = TAute (D '
€)= Rata )] > [Autra(H)] HS(I%/ZH@/Z |H'(H,Q/Z)||H3(H,Q/Z)]

THOT*=T

15F—H5G—1

Because none of the terms in the sum over 75 depend on 75, we can replace this sum with
the count of 77 H*(H,Q/Z) — Q/Z that satisfy 7y o m* = 7. Because H3(H,Q/Z) is a finite

group, this number is |HTI(5;Q/|Z)| if 7 is trivial on ker 7* and 0 otherwise.
1 1 |H||H*(H,Q/Z)|
M(e, f) = ———— '
(Q i) \Aut[g}(F)’ 1HF%ZH;G%1 |AutF,0(H)| |III17T*||H1<H, Q/Z>|
7 (ker 7*)=0
Now
HY(F,Q/7)¢
.0/ - |22 - s3] - LR .0/
md, |
Furthermore
H%(G,Q/Z By
’Eggﬂ = ’Eg’()! = ’cokerdg’l| = Wa ‘Eiol‘ = ‘Eél‘ = ‘kerdé’l| = ’I}m;dé,‘l’
0,2 0,2 0,2 0,2 0.2 }Eg’Q‘
EY? —kerdd?, and  |E%?| = |ES?| = |kerd3?| = Tmd?]
mdas
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We therefore have

HXG,Q/Z)| |B'|  |By7
Imdy'|  |Imdy'| |Imds?|

|[H*(H,Q/Z)| = |EZ| - |EL| - B3| =
We have E2? = Im 7* from the edge map of the spectral sequence. This means |Im dé’lHIm dg’2||lm | =
|E5°| = |H3(G,Q/Z)|. This gives
|H*(H,Q/Z)]  _ |H*(G,Q/Z)|| By || B3| Tm dy |
Im 7*||H' (H, Q/Z)] (F,Q/Z)¢||HY(G,Q/Z)]
(G, Q/2)| B[] 12(G.Q/Z)|  |H'G, H'(F.Q/Z))

o
_ _ £02|.
TG QDG QD) [T EQDE TG UDIPGYZ) HEYDT |
Thus
) H H(G.QZ)]  |HNGHF.Q/D), os
Awa(PIMeD = D R @I C D BG.QD] B EYDT
7(ker 7*)=0
6o G EYm) g LI
TG QDG GD]  JIEQDT |, 2 TRt
7(ker 7*)=0
where we use |H| = |F||G]. O

The next few lemmas let us write M (e, f) as a product of local factors by showing a multi-
plicativity property.

Lemma 7.9. For F =[,_, Viei X Hle N/, and H as in Lemma

H|N|fz

Proof. The group H is a fiber product over G of the extensions by the V& and N/ sepa-
rately, and any element of Autp(H) acts separately on the factors. The factors for NN; /i have
no automorphisms fixing Nif" and H since the extension is canonically H x . (NI Aut (N} fl)
An automorphism of the extensions of H by V is a cocycle in the standard presentatlon for

H' (G, V"), and it is a coboundary if and only if it acts as conjugation by an element of V.
Conjugation by an element is a trivial automorphism if and only if the element is central, which

|AutFG H |H1 G V €i

happens exactly if it is G-invariant, so | Autge(H)| is [H(G, Vi) ||V |/|VE|™. O
Lemma 7.10. For F = [[_, Vi x [[}_, N/,
fi
|Auti) (F)] = H |G Le, (ki) IHINI | Zown) (G)|" fil.

Proof. An automorphism of F' acts separately on each factor, so

| Aute (F !—H\Aut[c;]

X H ‘Aut G] Nfz)
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A G-endomorphism of V* is given by a e; X e; matrix over x; and it is an automorphism if and
only if the matrix is invertible. A automorphism of Nif " is a [G]-automorphism if and only if its
image in Out(N/") commutes with G, so

i 4 i fi
‘A“t[G](Nif) = NI ZOut(Nifi)(G)‘ = [N | Zoww (G)]" fil
O
Lemma 7.11. Let
1 sy F s H s G >

I N

1 s | s H' G

~
~
— e =

be a commutative diagram of groups with both rows exact. Then the differentials in the Lyndon-
Hochschild-Serre spectral sequences (E,d), (E',d') computing HP*1(H,Q/Z) and H**1(H',Q/Z),
respectively, from HP(G, H1(F,Q/Z)) and H?(G, HY(F',Q/Z)), respectively, are compatible with
the pullback map
p* HY (G, H'(F',Q/Z)) — H"(G, H(F,Q/Z)),
i.e. forallr > 2,
pr(d)t = dpip”,

where pullback maps p* on pages past the second page are well-defined by the commutativity of
these diagrams on previous pages.

Proof. This follows from the definition of the spectral sequence as the spectral sequence of the
bicomplex K4 := Homg(B,(G, Homp(B,(H,Q/Z)))), where B, denotes the bar resolution and
the differentials of the bicomplex come from the differentials on the bar resolutions (see [Mac95|
Section XI.10], [Hue81, Section 3]). The pullback map (K’)»? — K77 induces the pullback maps
on all the pages of the spectral sequence and is compatible with the differentials. O

Lemma 7.12. Let F, and F, be [G]-groups that are each finite products of the V; and N;. Assume
that, for each irreducible representation V; over ¥, of G appearing in F,, the dual representation
VY := Hom(V;,F,) does not appear in F,. Then

> (X ml)( x )

1—>(Fa><Fb)—>HW$bG—>1 1—F,—HSG—1 15 P, H2 G
7(ker 7}, )=0 7(ker mg)=0 7(ker 7;)=0

Proof. Every extension H,, of G by F, x F; is the fiber product of an extension H, of G' by F,
and an extension Hj of G by Fj. Thus, matching terms on both sides, it suffices to show that
(7.13) Eyy = Eyy x By

and 7(ker 7},) = 0 if and only if 7(ker 7)) = 0 and 7(ker7}) =0 .

In each of the spectral sequences we have E§’2 — ker(dy?®). We first consider the EJ” terms
and will check that the product of natural pullback maps

(7.14) H'(G, H*(F,,Q/Z)) x H(G, H*(F},,Q/Z)) — H*(G, H*(Fy, Q/Z))

is an isomorphism. For any finite group F, the exact sequence 0 — Z — Q — Q/Z — 0
gives an isomorphism HY(F,Q/Z) = HY"(F,Z) for ¢ > 0. Because F, and Fj, are finite,
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HY(F,,7) = H'(F,,Z) = 0, so, by the Kiinneth formula with principal ideal domain coefficients,
and we have an exact sequence

1 — H*F,,Z) x H*(Fy,Z) — H*(F, x F,,Z) — Tor'(H*(F,,7), H*(Fy,Z)) — 1.

Thus, to prove (7.14)), it suffices to prove H(G, Tor' (H*(F,,Z), H*(F},Z))) = 0. We have
H?*(F,,Z) = H'(F,,Q/Z) = Hom(F,,Q/Z) is a product of vector spaces over finite fields, and
the same for H?(F, Z). For such finite abelian groups A, B, there is a isomorphism Tor' (A, B) —
A ® B functorial in both A and B. It suffices to check that Hom(F,,Q/Z) ® Hom(Fy, Q/7Z)
contains no nontrivial element that G-invariant. Such an element would give a nontrivial G-
invariant Q/Z-valued bilinear form on F, x F}, (again using that F,, F}, are products of vector
spaces over finite fields), which cannot exist because of our assumption on the irreducible factors
of F, and Fy.

More straightforwardly, the product of natural pullback maps

HY(F,,Q/Z) x H'(F,,Q/Z) — H'(F, x F},,Q/7)

is an isomorphism because these cohomology groups are the same as sets of homomorphisms to

Q/Z, hence
(7.15) o (G, H'(F,,Q/Z)) x H?(G, H'(F}, Q/Z)) — H?(G, H'(F, x F,, Q/Z))

is an isomorphism for all p.

Using ((7.14)), the p = 2 case of (7.15]), and Lemma it follows that
dys, : HY(G, H*(Fo, Q/Z)) — H*(G, H' (Fu, Q/Z))

is the product of dgj and dgi Hence Eg:?;ab = ker dgfw is the product of the kernel Eg:éa of dgﬁ
and the kernel E5g, of dy;, verifying (7.13).

We have 7(ker7¥,) = 0 if and only if 7 o d;fw =0and 7o dgﬁb = 0. Using Lemma [7.11| and
the p = 1 case of (7.15), the map d;flb is the sum of dé}l and d;:;, hence 7o dé:ib = 0 if and only
if To d%}z =0and 7o d;:i = 0. Similarly, using Lemma and , dgfw is the sum of dgjz
and dy;, hence 7o dy%, = 0 if and only if 7o dy = 0 and 7o dy} = 0. O

We now define the local factors that we will write M (e, f) as a product of.
For any V; that is not dual to V; for any j # i, let

1 |HY (G, V,Y) 0,2

M;(e;) = AT Fa7l

|GLe,(ki)] [HN(G, Vi) 1»V.ei§1;$Ga1| 3 }
TZ(kerW*)ZO

€

For V; and Vj/, dual to each other, and non-isomorphic, define
1 ey —e; 0,2
_ v B3
|GLe, (k)| |GLe, (ki) . Z |55
v 1= (VixV, ") s HBG—1

7(ker 7*)=0

€;—€;/

Mi,i’(eia ei/) Hl (G7 ‘/;)

‘Hl(Ga ‘/l/)

For any N;, let

1 0,2
ilJi) = By,
G —rry >, B

’ 1—>Nifi—>H1>G—>l
7(ker 7*)=0
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Lemma 7.16. We have

(7.17)
G||H*(G,Q/Z)] :
M = M;(e; M; (e, e i(Ji)-
O -moonimeen e {}I{[l e(eoen Lnth)
VY 2V; for any j#i i#4! o

ViV

Proof. Combining Lemmas [7.7, [7.9] and [7.10] and noting that H'(F,Q/Z) = [],_,(V;Y)%, we
have

(e f>|H1(G,Q/Z)|IH3(G,@/Z)I
T |GI[H*(G,Q/Z)]

M CACATER S SR > |
"\ | €1 i fi 3
‘GL K ‘ ‘ ) (G, ‘/z) ity |NZ f ZOut(Ni)(G) fi! 1—>€‘k—>H*—)>§O—>1
1 HAG VT ! 5
=11 |G Le, (k)| [HNG, Vi)™ 11 Fipy 2 7]
i1 ei\"vi »re =1 |ZOUt(Ni)(G> A (ker ) =0

since the Vj are irreducible representations, so (V;)¢ and (V;Y)¢ are dual and have the same
order.

We inductively apply Lemma to express the inner sum over extensions as a product of
sums associated to individual V; and N; factors or dual pairs of V;. We then note that, by
definition, the M;, M; i+, n; factors incorporate these sums together with the extra

ﬁ 1 |H(G V)" H 1
) 1 AV fi

terms. The lemma immediately follows. 0

The remaining subsections compute the local factors for different types of N;,V;, in order of
increasing difficulty.

7.1. Non-abelian groups. Recall dy, is the differential d3*: H?*(N;, Q/Z)¢ — H*(G,Q/Z) ap-
pearing in the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence computing H?™4(G X ou(n;) Aut(N;), Q/Z)
from H?(G, HI(N;,Q/7Z)).

Lemma 7.18. For any i from 1 to s, we have

1 fi=0
Z |E§’2|: 0 Todn, #0 and f; > 0.
1N/ S HSG 1 (|H*(N;, Q/Z)C )i T0byN, =0

7(ker 7*)=0

Proof. We have H'(N/* Q/Z) = 0 so H?(G, H'(N/,Q/Z)) = 0 for all p. Thus the differen-
tials dy' and dy? vanish. Note we have H°(G, H*(N/*,Q/Z)) = H(G, H*(N;,Q/Z))’, since
H'(N;,Z) = H?*(N;,Z) = 0 implies there are no middle or Tor terms in the Kiinneth formula
for H 2(]\fif",Z). Thus by Lemma |7 - d can be computed by taking products over the dif-
ferential for the map when f; = 1. We then have 7(ker7*) = 0 if and only if 7 o do = 0,
which happens if and only if 70 dy, = 0 (at least for f; > 0). As another consequence, we have
Ey? = H(G, H*(N;,Q/Z))%. The lemma follows. O
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Lemma 7.19. We have

o0

> (=DFni(fi) = wn,
Ji=0
with the sum absolutely convergent.

Proof. By Lemma [7.18} if 7 0 dy, # 0 then Zfzo(—l)fim(fi) = 1, and we have defined wy, =1
in this case. If 7 00y, # 0 then

> .1 |H(G, H*(N;,Q/Z))| fi _|Hoe e 0/m|
Z(—l)fim(fi) = Z (f)' <_ ? 2 ) — ¢ |Zout(N7;)(G)| = wy,,
fi=0 fi=0 Y7 ‘ZOut(Ni)<G)’

again by definition of wy;,. 0

7.2. Those representations whose dual representations do not appear. Recall W is
the set of a € W such that 7(aU ) =0 for all 3 € H(G,V,¥). We start with a general lemma
on one term of the spectral sequence.

Lemma 7.20. Let F be finite abelian. Then Ey* = H*(F,Q/Z)¢ = (N*FY)C (the implicit
tensor product is over Z).

Proof. We have a natural map Hom(F ® F,Q/Z) — H?*(F,Q/Z) in which a bilinear form maps
to the cochain that evaluates it. One can check that the kernel of this map is the set of symmetric
bilinear forms, and we conclude that we have a natural injection A?(FY) — H?(F,Q/Z). Since
H?*(F,Q/Z) = Hom(H,(F,Z),Q/Z) and it is well-known that |Hy(F,Z)| = | A?> F|, we see the

injection must be an isomorphism. 0

Now we have our next evaluation of one of our local factors.

Lemma 7.21. Let V; be a representation such that V¥ is not isomorphic to V; for any j from
1 tor. Then

1 WII[HY(G, V)
Ve - (W vy
GLe,(ri)] \ [HY(G, V)]

Proof. Let us first check in this case that, for any extension of G by V;“,

(7.22) HO(G, HA(V?, Q/2)) = 0.

By Lemma [7.20, we have Ey” = (A%(V,Y)%)%. Even if p = 2, we have a natural injection
AN (VV)E — ((VV)4)®2 (given by a Ab+— a®b—b®a) so if H*(V,",Q/Z) admits a nonzero G-
invariant vector then so must (V¥ @ V,¥)¢ and hence also V;¥ ® V;¥. This would give a nontrivial

G-equivariant map V;¥ — Vj, necessarily an isomorphism because V; is irreducible, making V;
self-dual, contradicting our assumption. Thus ((7.22) holds.

: HY(GV}Y)
Hence E§’2 = 0 and therefore M;(e;) is |GL;(M) <||H1(G,%)|

e
> times the number of material

extensions m: H — G by Vi, ie. a € W, such that 7(ker7*) = 0. Since dy” vanishes since

EJ? does by (7.22), the lemma follows from Lemma O

Lemma 7.23. Let V; be a representation such that V¥ is not isomorphic to V; for any j from

1 tor. Then we have -

Z(_l)eiM(ei)Qi(ei) = Wy,

e; =0
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with the sum absolutely convergent.

(%)

3 .

Proof. Since V; is not self-dual, it is certainly not A-symplectic, so by definition Q;(e;) = ¢
Using Lemma we thus have

© o <e22> 1 v €
- i (WIH (G, Vi)
(_l)elM(ei)Qi<ei) — (_1)61 1 ( 7 7 )
2 2V g e v
o 9 ) _
We have |G Le, (1) = [T5L, (¢ =g 7) so |GL ] = T We now apply the g-exponential
e; \Ki j=1\q; —
identity
= u® d .
(1) =1 = ¢
Nl Vi U

where the left side is absolutely convergent for ¢ > 1 and any u because the numerators grow
exponentially and the denominators grow superexponentially, to obtain

(1 T S IWEIHN G VOLY _
Z(_l) M(ei)Qi(ei)_H( — 4 |HY(G, V)] )—wm

e;=0 j=1

by definition of wy;. O

7.3. Representations whose duals appear. If V;Y = V; for some j, then because of Lemmal7.1]
we are interested in the case when W/ = 0, which by Lemma [7.2) means we are interested in the
case of the trivial extension, where H = F' x G.

Lemma 7.24. If H = F x G, then dy* = 0.

Proof. Since F' x G — G has a section, the edge map H*(G,Q/Z) — H?*(F x G,Q/Z) of the
spectral sequence is injective, and thus dg’z = 0. U
Lemma 7.25. Let V; be Fy-self-dual. Assume W] = 0. Then
1 eilej =€)

= —qZ 2

|G Le, ()]
Let V;, Vir non-isomorphic dual representations of G. Assume W] = W] = 0. Then
_ 1 ’Hl (G7 ‘/z’>

|G Le, (ki) |GLe, (k)| [HY(G, V)
Proof. Let F =V or F =V x V;” depending on the case of the lemma. By Lemma , in
the sum over H in the definition of M;(e;) (or M, (e;, er)), we only need to consider the trivial
extension H = F' x G (which does appear in the sum by Lemma [7.24)).

We have a map V; x G — V x G for each of the e; coordinate inclusions p; : V; — V

(and similarly for P Vi — V;,ei'), and thus we can apply Lemma and see that we have a
commutative diagram

Mi(ei)

€;—€;
e;e;r

M; (e, e)

e;—e;r 11

0,2

HX(F,Q/Z) ~2 1@, FY)

0,2

HA(V,,Q/Z)¢ —2 H*(G, V)
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(and similarly for the p;) Thus for ¢ € H?*(F,Q/Z)¢ we have dg’2(¢) = Zj dg’Q(pj(@) +
dg’Z((p’);f(@). From Lemma [7.20, it then follows that in the case that A%(V;)¢ = 0, then
dy*(H*(F,Q/Z)%) = 0. So if F = V% and A2(V;)¢ = 0, then ¢; = 1 and |Ey?| = q[(ﬁ ), and
the lemma holds in this case. If F = V% x V| then |Ey?| = ¢{*“, and the lemma holds in this
case.

Now we consider the case A2(V;)¢ # 0,. There are three natural actions of s} = Autg(V;) on
(VY @ VV)E via the left V.Y, the right V.Y, or both simultaneously (the double action). From
the fact that V; is irreducible, we have that (V¥ @ V,¥)¢ is a one-dimensional k; vector space
through the action on the left V;, and that the action of A\ € x} through the right V; is the same
as the action of o()\) € k! through the left V; for some o € Aut(k;) with 02 = 1 (because the
G-invariants are preserved under swapping the V" factors). We have that ¢ = 1 when V] is
self-dual over , and o(A) = AW"* where d = [ : F,], when V; is not self-dual over ;. The
functorial action of k} on H2(V;, Q/Z)¢ = (A?V,V)¢ agrees with the double action on (V,Y®@V,")¢
under the inclusion (A2V,Y)¢ C (V,Y ® V,¥)¢. Note when o = 1 the stabilizers of this action are
{#1} and when o()\) = A" the stabilizers are the (p*/2 + 1)th roots of unity.

We choose a non-zero element p € H2(V;,Q/Z)¢. If V; is not self-dual over r, then there
are p¥? — 1 elements in the s orbit of p, all the non-zero elements of H?(V;,Q/Z)%, as in
this case [(A2V,Y)Y]| = p¥2. If V is self-dual over x and p = 2, there are p? — 1 elements in
the k orbit of p, all the non-zero elements of H?(V;,Q/Z)%. If V is self-dual over x and p is
odd, there are (p? —1)/2 elements in the k orbit of p, and their linear F,-span must be all of
H?(V;,Q/Z)%. In every case, we see that if dy*(p) = 0, then dy*(H?(V;,Q/Z)%) = 0 and hence

eiei—v;)

dy*(H*(F,Q/Z)%) = 0, which gives |Ey?| = ¢, 2 , where v, is —1 if (A2 V;)¢ # 0, and is 0 if
(A2V)¢ 0.

Now we consider the case when dy?(p) # 0. Then dy” is injective on H?(V;,Q/Z) (since p
above was an arbitrary non-zero element of H*(V;,Q/Z)%). For ¢ € H*(F,Q/Z)%, we conclude
that dy*(¢) = 0 if and only if, for all j, we have pj(¢) = 0. We note (using Lemma @ , that

@}« H*(F,Q/Z)¢ — D, H?(V;,Q/Z)¢ is surjective. Thus, we compute |Es?| = qil(é ).

Let p be the characteristic of V;. We can check that the map H?(V;,Z/p*Z) — H*(V;,Q/Z)
has a G-equivariant homomorphic section, since all classes in H?(V;, Q/Z) come from using
bilinear forms V; ® V; — Z/pZ as cochains (see the proof of Lemma and symmetric forms
(which are exactly the forms representing the trivial class in H?(V;,Q/Z)) can be checked to also
give the trivial class in H*(V;,Z/p?Z). Thus i: H*(V;, Z/p*Z)¢ — H?*(V;,Q/Z)¢ is surjective,
and we have i(0) = p for some o € H?(V;,Z/p*Z)“ that can be represented using a bilinear
form as a cochain. Using the functoriality of the spectral sequence in the coefficients, we see
that dg’Q oi=d 3’2, where d' 2’2 is the differential in the analogous spectral sequences with Z/pZ
coefficients. (Here we use the fact that the natural map H'(V;,Z/p*Z) — H'(V;,Q/Z) is an
isomorphism to identify the targets of the two differentials.) Thus dy”(p) = 0 if and only if
d'y*(0) = 0.

From the properties of the edge map, d’ 3’2(0) = 0 if and only if ¢ is in the image of H*(V x
G,Z/p*Z). We define H and ASpg (V;) as in the introduction (with 4 replaced by p?, and we let
the extension class o of H be the class associated to a fixed G-invariant symplectic form w as in
Section which can be represented using a bilinear form as a cochain). When p is odd, we can
use w/2 as the cochain for o, and thus see that Spg (V;) acts on H and so ASpg (Vi) — Spg (Vi)
has a section.
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Finally, we will show that do”(p) = 0 if and only if the action of G' on V; factors through
ASpg, (Vi). We have that o is in the image of H*(V x G, Z/p*Z) if and only if there is a central

extension 1 — Z/p*Z — H 5 V, x G — 1 such that 1 — Z/p?Z — f'(Vi) LV, —» 1
has extension class o. If there is such an extension, then G acts on f~(V;) via lifting and
conjugation, fixing Z/p*Z pointwise and respecting the action on V;, so the action on G lifts
to ASpg (Vi). Conversely, if the action on G lifts to ASpg (V;), then H x G provides such a
central extension. Note that an F,-symplectic action G lifts to ASp,, (V;) if and only if it lifts
to ASpg (V;) and it is r;-symplectic.

In particular, if p is odd, then we always have dg’Q(p) = 0, and we note the v; defined above
is the same as ¢;, and the lemma holds. If p = 2, then in the dg72(p) = 0 case, we have that G
acts through ASpy (V;) and the v; defined above agrees with ¢;, and in the dy*(p) # 0 case we
have ¢; = 1, and in all cases the lemma holds. U

Lemma 7.26. Let V; be a self-dual representation. Assume W = 0 and G is an attainable

K
G-extension. Then we have
oo

> (1) M(es)Qiles) = wy,

ei:0
with the sum absolutely convergent.

Proof. We first consider the case when V; is not A-symplectic. Then by Lemma
1 eilej—€i)
2

Mi(e;) = GL (]
and Q;(e;) = qi(eg) S0,
- o SN o ()
;}(—1) "M(ei)Qi(ei) = 2 CL ei:om.

We evaluate this first term using the g-exponential identity

oo 2 oo
q° u° 1
—1)¢ _ '
;0( GLE] jI:Il 1+ ugl

_ e
applied with u = ¢; 2 . This series is absolutely convergent because u < 1 (using that we are

not in the A-symplectic case). Thus

Z( )el ez Qz ez = H = Wy;,
e;=0 7j=1 1 —+ qZ

by definition of wy;.
We now consider the case when V; is A-symplectic. The same calculation of M (e;) applies,
ei(e;—3)

with €, = —1, and we have Q;(e;) =¢q;, > so

- cileghD) | eile=9) D

e\ o
Z( ) (6% Ql 61 Z |GL61<51)‘ Z |GLeZ /‘fz

e; =0
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Using the same g-exponential identity as before, taking u = ¢; !, we obtain

o (e.9] 1

Z(_l)eiM(ei)Qi(ei) = H =5 = W

e;=0 j=1 L+ 4; ’
again by definition, using that G is attainable. U
Lemma 7.27. Let V;, Vi non-isomorphic dual representations of G. Assume W7 = W] = 0.
Then
(7.28) Z Z (=) M; (e, ) Qi(ei) Qir (exr) = wy,wyy,

e;=0e;;=0

and the sum s absolutely convergent.

1 ,
Proof. We have ¢; = ¢qy. For simplicity, let ¢ = ¢; = qv and Kk = k; = ky. Let v = %
In this case, V; and Vj; are non self-dual and thus not (A-)symplectic, so @Q;(e;) = q(2) and

Qi(er) = q( ) Plugging in Lemma |7.25 we obtain

- = e;+e.r ez e;r ]' e;—e.s i €;€e;/
Z Z(_l) T M (€4, ) Qi(es) Qi (err) Z Z tes \GLei(/ii)HGLei,(/ii/) v q(2)Jr +(3 )

e;=0e;=0 e;=0e;=0

First we check that this sum is absolutely convergent. Each term in the sum is

q(eg)+eie"+(e§/) (ei—e;)+eitey e;itel
O | vei—er 2 -0 ,Ueifei/qff —0 ¢
+e2 o
q 7

(ei—ei/)2

because v g~ 2  is bounded for any v, so the sum is absolutely convergent.
Next we observe that, by the definition of v, it is necessarily a power of ¢. If v is a positive
integer power of ¢, then we can arrange the sum as

e;—e;r

(7.29)
2 (DY) S (mpeengaet(d) X0 (cyeeergB) 2
Z:o |G Le, )] ;0 |G Le,(r)] _ZZO |G Le, )] ]1;[1(1 vg™'q?) =0

because vg® is always equal to ¢/ for some j. Symmetrically, if v is a negative integer power
of g, the sum vanishes. So the sum is nonvanishing only if v = 1, i.e. if dim H'(G,Vy) =
dim H*(G,V;). By definition, wy, and wyy vanish when v # 1 and the identity is auto-
matically satisfied.

We are thus reduced to the case v = 1. In this case, examining , we see that only the
ey = 0 term is nonvanishing, giving a value of H?’;l(l — q7). Correspondingly, in this case
wy, = wy, = [[72,(1 - q7)2, so (7.28) is again satisfied. O

7.4. Proof of Proposition (4.4.
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Proof. By Lemma ,
3 BE SRIRES S zifiH (e,
M(@vi)’Aut(G)‘< 1) " ' Qz(ez)

ef
GIIH2(G,Q/2) e

aE B RO
TG QI G. QA 2! [[ @
X H M;(e;) H M; i (ei, i) Hm(fz)

1e{l,...,r} {i,i’ }C{1,...,r} i=1
VY 2£V; for any j#i i#i’
ViV

This sum now splits as a product over individual V;’s, N;’s and dual pairs, and we may apply
one of Lemma|7.19 Lemma|7.23| Lemma and Lemma, to evaluate each term, obtaining
(7.30)

s TT oy G||H(G,Q/2)| o TTw
ZM |Aut Am@ Y HQz [H'(G,Q/Z)|[H*(G, Q/Z)[[Aut(G |H ”H N

and, in particular, obtaining that the individual terms in the product are absolutely convergent
and thus the entire sum is absolutely convergent.
Now note that we have the chain of identities (assuming all sums are absolutely convergent)

H|Hy (H. Z)| 1| Ha(H, Z)
(7.31) Z |A |H1(H 7| | Hs( H Z)] Z Z |Aut )| [H1(H, Z)||H3(H, Z)|

Hel Heln: H-G

-y Z )Tt leQ 1 |H|[Hy(H, Z))|
T e |Aut |A t(H)| |H\(H, Z)||Hs(H, Z))|
typee

— ; M(Qa i)m(—l)zz ei+y; fi ];[ Qz(el)

(In the second equality, we spread the T;y; = 1 term out into |Aut(G)| terms, one for each
isomorphism 7 : G — G.) Next observe that, since the last sum is absolutely convergent, then
the next-to-last sum is as well, because it is obtained by expanding out the sum defining M (e, f)
which is a sum of nonnegative terms and thus preserves absolute convergence. The third-to-last
and fourth-to-last sums are obtained from this by rearranging and grouping terms, respectively,
and these operations preserve absolute convergence as well.

Combining ([7.31)) and (7.30]), we deduce the proposition. O

8. EXISTENTIAL THEORY

In this section, we see some consequences of our results for the existence or non-existence of
3-manifold groups with certain finite quotients but not others. In Section [8.1, we give general
necessary and sufficient conditions for when there exists a (closed, oriented) 3-manifolds with
fundamental group with a surjection to G that does not lift in certain ways, determine what
groups can be the level-C completion of a 3-manifold group, and prove Theorem|[L.5]|characterizing
the closure of the set of (profinitely completed) 3-manifold groups in the space of all profinite
groups. In Section we give examples to see how these results play out in certain cases. In
Section , we find all finite groups that are in the closure of the set of (profinitely completed)



FINITE QUOTIENTS OF 3-MANIFOLD GROUPS 51

3-manifold groups, i.e. all finite groups that can be arbitrarily approximated by 3-manifold
groups.

8.1. General necessary and sufficient conditions for existence of 3-manifold groups.

Definition 8.1. Let G be a finite oriented group. We say a pair consisting of an irreducible
representation V- of G (over a finite field) with field of endomorphisms k and a k-subspace W
of H*(G,V) is spatial if
(a) We have dim H'(G,V) > dim H'(G, V") + dim W™ where
WT={acW|7(aUpB) =0 for all € H(G,V")}.

(b) If V has odd characteristic and is k-symplectic, then dim, H'(G,V) is even.
(c) If V' has even characteristic, is k-symplectic, and the map G — Sp,.(V') lifts to the affine
symplectic group ASp,(V), then dim, H'(G,V) = 27(cyy) mod 2.

The term “spatial” is used because these are the representations that will occur for 3-manifolds,
as we will see in the following results.

Remark 8.2. If the characteristic of V' does not divide G, then V, W is always spatial. Also, if
V is a self-dual representation that is not k-symplectic (e.g. a trivial representation), then V, W
is spatial if W = 0.

Recall from Section that Vi,...,V, is a finite list of irreducible representations of G' over
prime fields, W; is a k;-subspace of V; for each i (where k; = Endg(V;)), and Ny, ... N, is a finite
list of non-abelian finite simple [G|-groups. Theorem is our main theorem on the existence
of 3-manifolds and gives a simple criterion that determines when there exists a 3-manifold group
with a surjection to G not lifting to specified spaces of minimal extensions.

Theorem 8.3. Let G be a finite oriented group. There exists a closed, oriented 3-manifold M
and an oriented surjection f: m (M) — G such that

e For each i from 1 to n, for each extension 1 — V; — H — G — 1 whose extension class
lies in Wy, the map f does not lift to a surjection from m (M) to H.
e Foreachi from 1 tom, the map f does not lift from to a surjection from 7 to Aut(N;) X ou(n;)
G.
if and only if, for each i from 1 to n, (V;, W;) is spatial.
Furthermore, in the “if” direction, we can take M to be a hyperbolic 3-manifold.

We give a group theory lemma first to clarify the argument.

Lemma 8.4. Let H be a profinite oriented group, G a finite oriented group, and f : H — G an
oriented surjection. If V is an irreducible representation of G over some Fp, and W C H*(G,V)
a Endg(V)-subspace of extensions that f cannot be lifted to, then conditions (1), (2), (3), (4)
from Theorem[1.1] for H,V (over the endomorphism field of V') imply conditions (a), (b), (c) in
Definition [8.1] for G, V.

Proof. From Lemma [5.2] and the condition on f not lifting, we obtain
(8.5) dim H'(G,V) = dim H'(H,V).

and that W — H?*(G,V) — H?*(H,V) is injective. As usual let W7 C W be the elements that,
via cup product and 7g, pair to 0 with every element of H'(G, V). By condition (2) for H, for
each a in W7 there must exist 8 € H'(H,V") with 7g(a U §) # 0. This defines a surjection
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H'(H,VV) — (WT)V. By the definition of W™, we have that H'(G, V") must be in the kernel
of this surjection, so

dim W™ + dim HY(G, V) = dim(W™)¥ + dim H'(G, V") < dim H'(H, V")
=dim H'(H,V) =dim H' (G, V)
by condition (1) and (8.5)), giving (a). Using (8.5)), conditions (3) and (4) imply (b) and (c¢). O

Proof of Theorem[8.5. We use separate arguments for the “if” and “only if” directions. The
“only if” direction is implied by Theorem [I.1] and Lemma [8.4]

For “if”, we use Theorem [4.2] which gives a formula for the limit of the expected number of
oriented surjections f: m (M) — G as above for a random 3-manifold. Under the conditions
of the proposition, we can check from the chart of the wy, and wy, in Section that the
limiting expectation is positive, and thus a 3-manifold with such a surjection must exist. Maher
has shown that a random Heegaard splitting of a fixed genus is hyperbolic with probability
— 1 as L — oo [Mah10, Theorem 1.1]. Thus, the limiting expectation of the number of such
surjections from hyperbolic 3-manifolds is positive, and we have a hyperbolic M with a surjection
as desired. O

Using Theorem and Lemma [4.1], we can describe the level-C completions of 71 (M) for any
C.

Definition 8.6. We say an irreducible representation V. of G over I, is level-C if V x G is
level-C. (Note that this is not necessarily equivalent to V' being level-C as an abstract group.)

For such a V', let H*(G, V)¢ consist of extension classes such that the corresponding extension
of G by V is level-C.

Proposition 8.7. Let C be a finite set of finite groups and G a finite level-C oriented group.
There exists a closed, oriented 3-manifold M such that 7 (M)¢ = G if and only if for each
level-C irreducible representation V of G over any F,, the pair (V, H*(G,V)) is spatial.

Proof of Proposition[8.7 . This follows from combining Theorem and Lemma [4.1] setting
W; = H*(G, V;)¢ for all level-C V. O

Finally, to consider all levels at once, our next goal is to prove Theorem which gives, in
the space of all relevant profinite groups, the closure of the set of 3-manifold groups. First we
have a lemma to help clarify that we have the correct space of profinite groups.

Lemma 8.8. For X € Prof, and C a finite set of finite groups, the level-C completion X¢ of X
is a finite group.

Proof. Let C; be the set of all quotients of groups in C of order at most :. We will show by
induction that X% is finite for all i and conclude that X¢ is finite. Because C; consists only of
the trivial group, X' is trivial and thus finite.

Thus we assume X! is finite. For Q a level-C; quotient of X, we must have Q%1 a quotient
of XC%-1 so there are finitely many possibilities for Q%-1. By Lemma , we have Q — Q%!
semisimple, and thus @ is a fiber product of finitely many minimal extensions of Q¢-1, all level-C
quotients of X. By Lemma , there are only finitely many level-C minimal extensions of Q¢-1,
and by the definition of Prof, there are only finitely many quotients of X isomorphic to one of
these finitely many extensions, so there are finitely many possibilities for @, and thus X%, the
inverse limit of all level-C; quotients @) of X, is finite, completing the induction. [l



FINITE QUOTIENTS OF 3-MANIFOLD GROUPS 53

Proof of Theorem[1.5. For “if”, assume that there exists 7: H*(G,Q/Z) — Q/Z satisfying the
conditions (1),(2),(3),(4) of Theorem for every V. Let C be a finite set of finite groups.
We have an induced map 7¢,: H*(G°,Q/Z) — H3*(G,Q/Z) — Q/Z. Let V be an irreducible
level-C representation of G¢ defined over F,. By Lemma , (V, H*(G,V)°) is spatial, and by
Proposition [8.7] this implies there exists a (closed, oriented) 3-manifold with 71 (M) = G€. So
G is in the closure as desired.

For “only if” direction, for each finite set C of finite groups, we have a 3-manifold M with
T (M)¢ = G, such that the orientation on M gives some 7qc: H*(G¢,Q/Z) — Q/Z. We
consider all such 7gc coming from manifolds at each level-C, and we have an inverse system of
non-empty finite sets, which is non-empty, and thus there is a 7: H3(G, Q/Z) — Q/Z such that
for every C the induced map H3(G¢,Q/Z) — Q/Z comes from a manifold (with an isomorphism
71 (M)€ = G¢). Thus by Proposition for any level-C irreducible representation V' of G over
any FF,,, we have (V, H?(G¢,V)C) is spatial, using the orientation induced from .

Now let V' be an irreducible representation of G' over some F, with endomorphism field k. We
will show conditions (1)-(4) of Theorem [L.5|for V over . For (1), let A be the image of G inside
Aut(V) and take C to consist of V' x A and VV x A. Then A is a quotient of G¢ and thus V
descends to a representation of G¢. Note V x G¢ = (V x A) x4 (G°) is level-C, and similarly
for VV x G¢. Thus

dim H' (G, V) > dim HY (G, V") 4 dim H*(G, V)%™ > H' (G, V")
> dim H'(GC, V) + dim H*(G¢, VV)S™ > dim H' (G, V)
so all inequalities appearing are equalities and hence
(8.9)  dim HY(G®, V) =dim H*(G*,VY) and H?*(G®,V)“" = H*(G°, VV)*™ =0

and Lemma [5.2| implies dim H'(G,V) = dim H'(G, V).

For (2), fix @« € H*(G,V) = limycg H*(G/U,VY), with the limit taken over open normal
subgroups, with a # 0. Take B = G/U to be a finite quotient of G from which the class «
arises. Thus there is an extension H of B by V with class @, such that the pullback to G of @ is
«. Take C to consist of V x A, VV x A, and H. Then B is level-C and thus is a quotient of G€,
giving a class @ € H%(GC, V) that pulls back to . This class is nontrivial as it pulls back to the
nontrivial class a, and it lies in H?(G¢, V)¢ because the extension group is given by H x5 G°.
From (8.9), H*(GC, V)%™ = 0, so by definition there is 8 € H'(G®, V") with (@ U ) # 0. The
pullback of 3 to G then gives the desired .

For (3), take C to consist of V' x A, and for (4), to consist of V' x A together with the image
of G in the affine symplectic group of V. Then H'(G,V) = HY(G, V) by Lemma [5.2| and so
the parity property for G implies the desired parity property for G.

Note if (1), (2),(3),(4) are satisfied for a representation V' over a field x, then they are satisfied
for V ®, k' for any field extension x’. Since every absolutely irreducible representation V' over a
finite field £’ is V ®,, &’ for some irreducible representation V' over I, with endomorphism field
k, we have (1), (2), (3), and (4) for every absolutely irreducible V.

Also, if (1),(2),(3),(4) are satisfied for a representation V' over a field x, then they are satisfied
for V' viewed as a representation over a subfield «’. Every irreducible representation V' over £’ is
an absolutely irreducible representation over its endomorphism field x’. Thus we have (1), (2),
(3), and (4) for any irreducible V over a finite field. O

8.2. Concrete corollaries on non-existence and existence of 3-manifolds. We now give
some simple concrete consequences of Theorem [8.3] our main existence result. We begin with
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some negative results, showing that 3-manifolds which have a certain group as a quotient but
don’t have certain other groups as a quotient do not exist.

Proposition 8.10. Let M be a closed, oriented 3-manifold. Suppose that G = Z/5 x Z/4 is
a quotient of m (M), where the generator of Z/4 acts on Z/5 by multiplication by 2. Then
(Z/5)* x Z/4 is a quotient of m (M), where the generator of Z/4 acts on Z/5 with eigenvalues
2 and 3.

Proof. Let G act on V = Z/5 with a generator of Z/4 acting by multiplication by 3. Then
HYG,V) =0but H(G,V") = Z/5 (e.g. by Lemma[5.2), so V,W = 0 is not spatial, failing
condition (a). By Theorem [8.3] any surjection m1(M) — G lifts to a surjection to V x G. O

Proposition 8.11. Let M be a closed, oriented 3-manifold. Suppose that Ss is a quotient of
w1 (M). Then one of Sy, S3 X Sy, or Z/3 x Z/4 (the semidirect product taken with respect to the
unique nontrivial action) is a quotient of w(M).

Proof. Since H?(Ss,TFy) is cyclic, it only has a single nontrivial 2-torsion class ¢, and we divide
into cases based on whether 7(c) = 0. If 7(c) = 0, then the trivial representation V' = Fy, with
W = H?(S3,F,), is not spatial for (S3,7), since V = (V)¥ and W™ = H?(S3,F,) = Fy, and so
condition (a) fails. In this case, by Theorem , any surjection (M) — Ss lifts to a surjection
to one of the extensions of S3 by [y, which are S3 x Sy and Z/3 x Z/4.

If 7(c) # 0, we let V = F3 and with action of S3 through the identification S5 = Spg, (V).
Recall from the proof of Proposition that we have a splitting of ASpg, (Vi) — Spg, (V) and
that H'(S3,V) = 0. By Remark we have that ¢y = ¢. Since 7(cy) # 0 and H'(S3,V) =0,
we have that V,W = 0 is not spatial, as condition (c) fails. By Theorem [8.3] any surjection
m (M) — S5 lifts to a surjection to V' x S5 = 5. O

The following result may be the simplest example that (1) involves only two groups and (2)
follows from the parity results and thus not purely from Poincaré duality and Euler characteristic
arguments. It does involve slightly larger groups than the previous two examples, although the
group G occurs in multiple contexts as the Mathieu group My and as PSU;3(Fs).

Proposition 8.12. Let Qg be the 8-element quaternion group. Let V' be the two-dimensional
irreducible representation of Qg over Fs. Let G =V x Qg, and H = V? x Qg. Any closed,
oriented 3-manifold such that G is a quotient of m (M) also has H as a quotient of m (M).

Proof. We have H'(G,V) = F3 (by Lemma since V' is absolutely irreducible), but V' is
F3-symplectic, so V., /W = 0 is not spatial, failing condition (b). Then apply Theorem [8.3 O

The next example is similar, but involves parity of a non-projective representation and thus
doesn’t follow directly from semicharacteristic theory.

Proposition 8.13. Let V' be the standard representation of SLao(Fs) and G =V x SLy(Fs), and
H = V?xSLy(F3). Any closed, oriented 3-manifold such that G is a quotient of w1 (M) also has
H as a quotient of m(M).

Proof. As a representation of the subgroup Qg of SLy(F3), V' is absolutely irreducible, and
nontrivial and thus H°(Qg,V) = 0, and since Qg has order prime to 3, H'(Qg, V) = 0 for
all i > 0. Since Qg is a normal subgroup of SLy(FF3) (with quotient Z/3), there is a spectral
sequence computing HPT9(SLy(F3),V) from HP(Z/3,H%(Qs,V)) = HP(Z/3,0) = 0, and so
Hi(SLy(F3),V) = 0 for all i. Note V is a symplectic representation of G. We then have
HY(G,V) =3, by Lemma . So V,W = 0, is not spatial, failing condition (b), and the result
is implied by Theorem [8.3] O
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Now we turn to specific existence results that follow from Theorem [8.3] We obtain many
existence results from representations that are automatically spatial (see Remark [8.2). For a set
of primes S, an S-group is a finite group whose order is a product of primes in S.

Corollary 8.14. Let S be a finite set of primes, G a finite group whose order is not divisible
by primes in S. There exists a closed, oriented 3-manifold M such that m (M) has a surjection
m (M) — G that does not lift to any surjection m (M) — H x G where H is an S-group.

The manifold M with surjection m (M) — G produced by Corollarydetermines a covering
space M — M. By construction, M has a free action of G and 7T1(M ) has no surjection to any
S-group. In particular, its mod p homology vanishes for any p ¢ S, which unless S = () forces
it to be a rational homology 3-sphere. This strengthens the main result of |[CL0O0], which states
that G has a free action on a rational homology 3-sphere.

Pardon [Par80] proved a similar result in higher dimensions, showing that a finite group G of
order prime to p has a free action on a simply-connected mod p homology n-sphere for n > 3
odd. As pointed out in [AH19, Proposition 5], the same methods could be used to produce free
actions of G on 3-manifolds that are mod p homology 3-spheres (but not necessarily simply-
connected). Corollary provides a stronger existence result since we can take |S| > 1, and
we also restrict non-abelian quotients of ;.

Corollary appears interesting even for groups as small as G = (Z/2)3.

Corollary 8.15. Let G be a finite group and V irreducible self-dual representation of G over
a prime field, not symplectic over its endomorphism field (e.g. V a trivial representation F, ).
There exists a closed, oriented 3-manifold M such that w (M) has a surjection m (M) — G that
does not lift to any surjection T (M) =V x G.

We can also give existence results for 3-manifolds whose fundamental groups display some
unusual properties.

Proposition 8.16. Let G be the (finite) fundamental group of a spherical 3-manifold and let n
be a natural number. There exists a closed, oriented hyperbolic 3-manifold M such that G is a
quotient of w1 (M) and every finite group of order < n that is a quotient of (M) is a quotient
of G.

Proof. Let C be the set of all groups of order < n. We apply Proposition 8.7, showing there exists
a 3-manifold M such that m(M)¢ = G if and only if G satisfies certain conditions. Because
we can take M to be hyperbolic in Theorem we can take M to by hyperbolic in the “if”
direction of Proposition [8.7] so it remains to check the conditions.

To check the conditions, we use the fact that there exists a manifold whose fundamental group
is G, that being the spherical one, so the conditions are necessarily satisfied by the “only if”

direction of Proposition [8.7] O

While Proposition follows quickly from our results, such an M could be constructed via
suitable Dehn surgery on a hyperbolic knot in S?/G (following [DG04, Remark 2.4]). However,
we can also produce 3-manifolds whose fundamental groups “approximate” arbitrarily well cer-
tain specific finite groups which are not themselves the fundamental groups of 3-manifolds. For
these it is not at all clear how such 3-manifolds could be constructed by without our probabilistic
theorem. For a set of primes S, the pro-S completion of a group G is the inverse limit of all
finite quotients whose order is a product of primes in S.
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Proposition 8.17. Let a,b, ¢, d be relatively prime odd integers. Let Q(8a,b,c) be the semidirect
product (Z/a x Z/b x Z/c) x Qs, where Qg is the 8-element quaternion group, we let x; be the
three non-trivial homomorphisms Qs — {£1}, and Qs acts on Z/a x Z/b x Z/c by g(z,y, z) =
(2X109) gpx2(9) | 2x3(9)),

Then for all finite sets S of primes including 2 and all primes dividing a, b, c,d, there exists
a closed, oriented 3-manifold M such that the G := Q(8a,b,c) X Z/d is the pro-S completion of
T (M) .

However, unless two of a, b, and ¢, are equal to 1, G is not itself the fundamental group of a
closed, oriented 3-manifold.

We recall that a group G has periodic cohomology of period d # 0 if for all n > 0 we have
H™(G, M) = H" (G, M) for all G-modules M. By [Bro82, Ch. VI, Thm. 9.1], G has periodic
cohomology of period 4 if and only if H*(G,Z) = Z/|G|. By the universal coefficient theorem
such a group has H3(G,Q/Z) = Z/|G|, and it is this latter condition that we will mostly use.

Proof. There are finitely many isomorphism classes of finite simple groups with order divisible
by only primes in S, so there are finitely many isomorphism classes of finite simple [Q(8a, b, ¢)|-
groups with order divisible by only primes in S. The group Q(8a,b,c) is the pro-S completion
of m (M) if and only if m (M) surjects onto ((8a,b,c) and this surjection doesn’t lift to an
extension of Q(8a, b, c) by any of these groups. So it suffices to check that there is a 7 satisfying
the conditions of Theorem When the V; are the set of irreducible representations of Q(8a, b, ¢)
over IF,, where p varies over the primes of S and W; = H?(Q(8a,b,c),V;).

Milnor [Mil57, p. 628] describes Q(8a, b, ¢) with a presentation, and in his presentation, our
7./aZ is generated by y* and the quaternion group is generated by z,y®. From [Mil57, Theorem
3], we see that G has periodic cohomology of period 4, and hence H*(G, Q/Z) = Z/(8abcd).

We fix 7: H*(G,Q/Z) = Z/(8abcd) — Q/Z an injection. Let us check that (G, T) satisfies
the conditions of Theorem for each irreducible representation V' over F,, of G, i.e. that V is
spatial taking W = H?(G, V).

Let x be the field of endomorphisms of V' and p the characteristic of k. Let us first restrict
attention to the special case p t be. We split our argument further depending on whether the
subgroup Z/b x Z/c acts trivially on V. This is a normal subgroup of Q(8a, b, ¢), with quotient
Q8a,1,1) X Z/d = Qs, X Z/d.

If Z/bx Z/c acts trivially on V then the map H*(Qg, X Z/d, V) — H'(G, V) is an isomorphism,
because the kernel of the quotient G — Qg, X Z/d has order bc prime to the characteristic of V.
The same is true for the dual representation and, in characteristic 2, for the 2-torsion part of the
cohomology with coefficients in Q/Z. The existence of the 3-manifold S?/(Qg, x Z/d) [Mil57,
Theorem 2] implies that V' is spatial for Qgs, X Z/d, and hence V is also spatial for G. (Note that
both the 7 : H3(Qgo, X Z/d,Q/Z) — Q/Z inherited from our choice above and the T coming from
the fundamental class of S?/(Qg, X Z/d) are injections. So in either case, a class is nontrivial if
and only if its image under 7 is nontrivial. With this guaranteed, the spatial condition does not
depend on the choice of 7, so it is not necessary to check the 7’s are the same.)

On the other hand, if Z/b x Z/c acts nontrivially on V' then

H(G,V) = H(Qsq x Z/d, VE"2/¢) = H(Qsq x Z/d,0) = 0

for all 7 since the subgroup Z/b x Z/c is normal so it does not fix any vectors when it acts
nontrivially on an irreducible representation. The same is true for VV. Examining the conditions
that make a representation spatial, we see that H(G,V) = H'(G, V") = 0 for all 7 ensures that
V is spatial unless p = 2, V is affine symplectic, and 7(cy ) # 0.
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Combining these two paragraphs, we see that if p { bc, then V' is spatial unless p = 2, Z/bxZ/c
acts nontrivially on V', V is affine symplectic, and 7(cy) # 0.

The isomorphism class of the group G is invariant under permutations of a, b, ¢, since (Jg has
automorphisms that permute the three characters x1, x2, x3. Thus, by symmetry, it follows that
if p t ac, then V' is spatial unless p = 2, Z/a x Z/c acts nontrivially on V', V' is affine symplectic,
and 7(cy) # 0, and a similar statement follows for ab.

We are now ready to prove that any V' is spatial. First assume p odd. Then since a, b, c are
relatively prime, p divides at most one of a, b, ¢, and thus doesn’t divide the product of the other
two. Since p # 2, it follows that V' is spatial.

Next assume p = 2. Then p 1 a,b, ¢, so if V' is not spatial it follows that V' is affine symplectic,
T(cy) # 0, and Z/a X Z/b, Z/a x Z/c, and Z/b x Z/c all act nontrivially on V. We will show
that this is impossible. Let &’ be an extension of x containing all the abed’th roots of unity.
Then V ®,, x’ remains irreducible and satisfies all the other conditions from this paragraph.

We will now describe the representation V' as an induced representation. The central subgroup
Z]2 of Qs acts trivially on Z/a x Z/b x Z/c, so G contains a normal subgroup N = Z/a X Z/b x
Z]cx 72 x7/d with quotient (Z/2)?. By construction of «/, the restriction of V to N contains a
one-dimensional irreducible representation U of N (with character xy : N — (k')*) so V admits
a map from the induced representation Ind% U. Either this map is an isomorphism, or the orbit
of the character xy under the conjugation action of Z/2 x Z/2 has less than four elements.
The second case happens only when xy factors through Z/a x Z/2 x Z/d, Z./b x Z./2 x Z/d, or
Z/cxZ)2x 7./d. Tf xy factors through Z/a x Z/2 x Z./d, then Z/b x 7,/ c acts trivially on Ind$, U
and thus on V', contradicting our assumption, and similarly for the other possible factorizations,
so the second case cannot occur, and V 2 Ind§ U.

Using this, we will check that 7(cy) = 0, contradicting another assumption. Since the kernel
G — Qg has odd order, H*(Qg, Q/Z) — H*(G,Q/Z) is an isomorphism on the 2-torsion part,
so the pullback map H?*(G,Q/Z) — H?*(Qs,Q/Z) using the semidirect product structure must
be an isomorphism on the 2-torsion part, and it suffices to show that the pullback of ¢, to
H3(Qs,Q/Z) is trivial.

We do this by applying Theorem to S%/Qs. The representation V', restricted to Qg, is the
induced representation of the trivial representation from the central Z/2, so H'(S®/Qg, V) =
H'(S3/(Z/2), k). This cohomology group has dimension 1 for both i = 0 and 7 = 1, so the sum of
the dimensions is 2, which is even, so the integral of ¢r over S3/Qg vanishes. Using the spectral
sequence computing the cohomology of S?/Qg from H?(Qg, H1(Ss,Q/Z)), the integration map
H3(Qs,Q/Z) — Q/Z is injective, so the pullback of ¢y is zero, as desired.

Since the conditions are satisfied in every case, such an M exists for every S.

On the other hand, if G were itself the fundamental group of a 3-manifold, then by Perelman’s
Elliptization Theorem, G would be a subgroup of SO(4) with no fixed points on S*. However,
G is not such a subgroup, unless two of a, b, ¢ are 1 [Mil57, Theorem 3]. l

8.3. Classification of unobstructed groups. We can generalize the results of the last sub-
section. We call a finite group unobstructed if it lies in the closure of the set

—

{m (M) | M a closed, oriented 3-manifold, }

and obstructed otherwise. Theorem gives a necessary and sufficient condition for groups to
be unobstructed in terms of their cohomology. If a finite group G is obstructed, by examining
its cohomology groups to find for which representations V' which condition of Theorem fails
for which values of 7, one can produce an explicit list of representations V; and subspaces W;
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such that the condition of Theorem fails, hence produce an explicit list of extensions of G; by
Vi such that every surjection 7 (M) — G lifts to at least one of these extensions. The previous
results give explicit examples of obstructed and unobstructed groups. In this subsection, we will
give a complete classification of unobstructed groups, using the group cohomological conditions
of Theorem [L.5]

Certainly every G that is itself the fundamental group of a 3-manifold is unobstructed. These
are classified as a consequence of the geometrization theorem. There is one further family of
unobstructed groups constructed in Proposition [8.17] In this subsection we will show that these
are the only examples.

Lemma 8.18. Let G be an unobstructed finite group. Then G has periodic cohomology of period
4.

Proof. Let Vi,...,V, be all the irreducible representations of G of characteristic dividing |G|.
Let W; = H?*(G,V;). By Theorem since G is unobstructed, there exists a manifold M and a
surjection 7 (M) — G which does not lift to any extension of G by an irreducible representation
of G of characteristic dividing |G|. Fix one such M, and note that ker(m (M) — G)* is a
finitely-generated abelian group. Thus ker(m (M) — G)% is a finite abelian group of order
prime to |G|, or else it would have a non-trivial elementary abelian p-group quotient for some
p | |G| and 71 (M) — G would lift to an extension by one of the V.

Let M be the G-covering of M induced by this surjection. Then M is a closed 3-manifold with
fundamental group this kernel. Thus Hy(M) is finite of order prime to |G|. Thus H°(M,Z) =
H3(M,Z) =7, H'(M,Z) = 0, and H*>(M,Z) is finite of order prime to |G].

There is a spectral sequence whose second page is EY? = HP(G, H9(M,Z)) converging to
HPT(M,7). By the above calculations, we see that EP? vanishes for ¢ # 0,2,3 and for ¢ = 2
vanishes for p > 0. Because of this vanishing, the only possibly nontrivial differentials (i.e.
differentials whose source and target both may be nonzero) are

P,3. 3 p+4,0 0,2, 10,2 3,0

although dg’2 must vanish because the source is finite of order prime to |G| and the target is
|G|-torsion.

Since d2” are the only nonvanishing differentials, we have E%? = H?(G,HY(M,Z)), and
EP3 = kerd?®, and EP+0 = coker d?®. This gives a long exact sequence

H3(M,7) — H°(G, H}(M, 7)) — HG, H*(M,Z)) — H*(M, Z)

Using H*(M,Z) = 0 and the fact that G acts trivially on H?(M,Z), we see that H*(G,Z) =
H*(G,H°(M,Z)) is the cokernel of the map H*(M,Z) — H*(M,Z), which is equal to the
pullback map on cohomology.

Since M and M are closed oriented 3-manifolds and M — M is a degree |G| covering, this
map is the multiplication-by-|G| map Z — Z, so its cokernel is Z /|G|, as desired. O

The following lemma, which gives an alternate way of seeing that ¢y is non-trivial, will help
us show that many finite groups with periodic cohomology are obstructed.

Lemma 8.19. Let D,, be the dihedral group with 2n elements forn odd. LetV be a representation
of D,, that is an induced representation of any faithful character of Z/n over a characteristic
2 finite field. Then V is k-symplectic and the induced map D,, — Sp,(V) lifts to ASp,(V).
Further, cy is non-trivial in H3(D,,,Q/Z) and pulls back from H*(Z/27,Q/Z).
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Proof. Because V' is two-dimensional, it is symplectic if and only if its determinant is the trivial
representation. The determinant of V' has trivial action of the subgroup Z/n C D, and thus
the action of D,, factors through Z/27Z. Since the determinant of V' is one-dimensional over a
characteristic 2 field, the action of D,, on the determinant must be trivial, and V' is k-symplectic.

To check that V' lifts to the affine symplectic group, it suffices to check that the pullback to
H?(D,,, V") of the extension class in H?(Sp,(V), V") of the affine symplectic group vanishes. In
fact, we will check that H'(D,,, V") vanishes for all i when n > 3. To see this, by the spectral
sequence, it suffices to check that H*(Z/n, V") vanishes for all 7. Since Z/n has order prime to
2, its cohomology with coefficients in a characteristic 2 representation vanishes in degrees above
0, and in degree 0 is equal to the Z/n-invariants, which vanish when n > 3. For n = 1, we can
factor the map Dy — D3 — Sp,. (V) and thus see it lifts to the affine symplectic group.

The natural map D,, — Z/2 has kernel a group of order prime to 2 and thus the induced map
HY(Z/2,Q/Z) — H'(D,,,Q/Z) is an isomorphism on 2-power torsion for all i. We will check ¢y is
nontrivial by restricting to a subgroup S = Z/2 of D,,, and checking it remains nontrivial there,
where V' becomes isomorphic to the regular representation of Z/2 over . To do this, it suffices to
find a 3-manifold with a homomorphism 7 (M) — Z/2 such that dim H°(M,V)+dim H*(M, V)
is odd. An example is provided by M = RP3, taking the homomorphism to be the unique
isomorphism 71 (RP?) 2 Z /2. Since V is the regular representation over x, we have H(M,V) =
H°(S% k) = k and H'(M,V) = H'(S* k) = 0, so the sum of their dimensions is indeed
odd. Thus by Corollary cy is non-trivial in H3(S,Q/Z), where it is pulled back from
cy € H3(D,,,Q/Z), and hence the latter must be non-trivial. O

Finally we have the classification of unobstructed groups.

Proposition 8.20. The unobstructed finite groups are exactly the finite subgroups of SO(4)
acting freely on S® and the groups of the form Q(8a,b,c) x Z/d where a,b,c,d are odd and
pairwise relatively prime.

Some works toward the classification of finite groups that appear as the fundamental groups
of 3-manifolds highlighted Q(8a, b, ¢) x Z/d as examples of groups that could not be ruled out by
their methods [Mil57, [Lee73]. Indeed, these were the only groups that could not be ruled out as
fundamental groups of 3-manifolds before Perelman’s Geometrization Theorem. Proposition[8.20]
gives a heuristic explanation for this, as it shows these groups are arbitrarily close to 3-manifold
groups in our topology, and they are the only such finite groups that aren’t 3-manifold groups
themselves.

Remark 8.21. If S is a finite set of primes, and G a finite group that is the maximal S-group
quotient of a closed, oriented 3-manifold, then by Remark and Theorem G must be
unobstructed.

Proof. First assume G is unobstructed. By Lemmal[8.18] G has periodic cohomology with period
4. Such groups are classified. See, for example [Nic21 between Proposition 6.9 and Theorem
7.10] for a convenient list whose notation we will use. Of these classes given in [Nic21], those
listed as (i), (iii)’, (iv’), and (v’) are known to be finite subgroups of SO(4) acting freely on S*
(see, e.g., [Mil57, Theorem 2]). It suffices to show that G cannot be any of the remaining ones,
except Q(8a,b,c) X Z/d.

Generalizing our previous definition of Q(8a, b, ¢), for odd coprime positive integers a, b, ¢, and
n > 3, we define Q(2"a,b,c) = (Z/a x Z/b x Z/c) X Qan where Qan is the generalized quaternion
group of order 2" of presentation (z,ylz" " = y* = 1,22 =y yay~' = 1), and Qqn acts
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on Z/a x Z/b x Z/c as follows. Let y; be the three non-trivial homomorphisms Q» — {£1},
with x1(z) = 1, and the action is given by g(z,y, z) = (2209, yx2(9) x3(9)),

The remaining groups with periodic cohomology of period 4 from the list in [Nic21] are as
follows (in each case, we also take the product with a cyclic group C' of coprime order):

(ii)" Dy, the dihedral group of order 2n, for n > 3 odd (which Nicholson and Milnor call Dy,,).
(vi)’ Pl the extension of the binary octahedral group O (SmallGroup(48,28)) by the cyclic
group C,, such that the extension has cyclic Sylow 3-subgroup and the action of O on
C,, is through the order 2 quotient of O and sending z € C,, to z ™1, for n > 3 and odd.

(vii)” Q(2"a,b,c), for n > 3 and a, b, ¢ odd coprime integers with b > c.

We will show that each group G on this list except those in the last case with n = 3 are
obstructed. Let V,, be a representation of D,, that is an induced representation of any faithful
character of Z/m over a characteristic 2 finite field. For m > 1, we can check that V}, is
irreducible, and by Lemma [8.19] V;, is affine symplectic. We will find maps G — D,, with
HY(G,V,,) = 0. Since H*(G,Q/Z) = Z/|G|, we have that H*(G,Q/Z) has a unique non-trivial
2-torsion element (which we will identify as ¢y;,). Using Lemma and Theorem we will
prove that G is obstructed.

In case (ii)’, G = D, x C and we take the projection G — D,, and let V = V,,. By Lemma|[8.19]
H3(G,Q/Z) has Sylow 2-subgroup of order 2, and ¢y is non-trivial in H3(G,Q/Z). We can see
that H'(D, x C,V) = 0 because, restricting to the normal subgroup Z/n, we already have
H*(Z/n,V) = 0 because V has characteristic coprime to n and no Z/n-invariants (as n > 1).
By Theorem (4), if G was unobstructed for a particular 7, then 7 would vanish on the
2-torsion of H3(G,Q/Z). However, then with V = Fy, since H*(G,Fy) = F,, we see that
Theorem [1.5{2) cannot be satisfied. Thus we conclude that G is obstructed.

In case (vi), G = P, x C. We note that both D3, and O have unique normal subgroups
with quotient Ss, and we can check the fiber product Ds, x g, O satisfies the definition of Pjg, .
We take the projection G — D3, and let V' = V3,. We have a normal subgroup Z/nZ of Ds,
and G. As in the previous case, we have H*(Z/n,V) = 0 for all i and thus H'(G,V) = 0.

Next, we will show that the pullback of the generator of H*(Z/2,Q/Z) to H*(G,Q/Z) is
nonzero. The map G — O has kernel prime to 2 and thus the map H3*(0,Q/Z) — H*(G,Q/Z)
is an isomorphism on 2-power torsion. The kernel of the map O — 7.)27 is T, the binary
tetrahedral group. In the spectral sequence computing H"(O, Q/Z) from H?(Z/2, H‘l( [Q/7Z)),
we have that By = H'(Z/2,2/3Z) = 0 and EY* = H°(Z/2,0) = 0. Thus E*° = H3(Z/2,Q/Z)
receives no non-trivial differentials and H3(Z/2,Q/Z) — H?*(O,Q/Z) is an injection. So by
Lemma cy is non-zero in H3(G, Q/Z).

By Theorem (4), if G was unobstructed for a particular 7, then since H*(G,V) = 0,
we would have 7(cy) = 0. Further, since ¢y is the unique non-trivial 2-torsion element of
H3(G,Q/Z), then 7 vanishes on the 2-torsion of H*(G,Q/Z). However, then with V = Fy,
since H%(G,F,) = H?(O,F,) = F,, we see that Theorem [1.5(2) cannot be satisfied. Thus we
conclude that G is obstructed.

In case (vii)’, G = Q(2"a,b,c) x C. We have D, as a quotient of Q(2"a,b,c) using a map
(ZJa X Z/b x Z]c) X Qan — Z/b X Z/2 which sends Qan to Z/2 under the quadratic character
X2 by which Qs acts on Z/b. Let V = V,. We have a normal subgroup Z/b of G. As before,
H*(Z/b,V) = 0 and thus H'(G,V) = 0. (Here we use b > ¢ > 1 to ensure V has no Z/b-
invariants, and later it will ensure that V' is irreducible.)
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Next we will show that the pullback of the generator of H*(Z/2,Q/Z) under the above map
G — 7/2 is nontrivial. Since the projection G — Q9 has kernel prime to 2, it suffices to check
that the pullback of the generator of H*(Z/2,Q/Z) to H?(Qan,7Z/2) via x5 is nontrivial. One can
do this directly, but we give a different argument. Let K = ker y», and note when n > 3, we have
K = Q¥ . Let W = Ind%?" F,. The action of Qan on W factors through x,. By Lemma
(for n = 1), we have that W is affine symplectic. We then have cy € H3(S?/Qqn,Q/Z). We
can compute H°(S?/Qqn, W) = H°(S3/K,Fy) = Fy and H'(S?/Qon, W) = H'(S?/K,Fy) =
HY(K,Fy) = F3 (using n > 3). By Corollary [2.14] we then note that the integral of cyy
over 5%/Qqn is non-trivial so ¢y € H3(Qan, Q/Z) must be non-trivial and it factors through
H3(Z/2,Q/Z) via x3. We then conclude that the map G — Z/2 above induces an injection
H3(Z/2,Q/Z) — H3*(G,Q/Z). Tt follows that for n > 3, we have that ¢y is non-trivial in
H3(G,Q/Z).

By Theorem (4), if G was unobstructed for a particular 7, then since H'(G,V) = 0,
we would have 7(cy) = 0. Further, since ¢y is the unique non-trivial 2-torsion element of
H3(G,Q/Z), then 7 vanishes on the 2-torsion of H3(G,Q/Z). However, then with V = Fy,
since H*(G,Fy) = H?(Qan,Fy), and the latter has a non-trivial 2-torsion subgroup (from the
universal coefficient theorem), we see that Theorem [1.5(2) cannot be satisfied. Thus we conclude
that G is obstructed.

Having eliminated all cases but @(8a,b,c) x C, we see that an unobstructed group must
be of the claimed types of the proposition. In Proposition , we showed Q(8a,b,c) x C
is unobstructed, and the finite subgroups of SO(4) acting freely on S are 3-manifold groups
themselves, which proves the proposition. 0

9. PROBABILISTIC THEORY

Theorem gives a complete description of the limiting distribution of 7y (M, ;) and hence has
many probabilistic consequences, some of which we give in this section. In particular we can use
it to give the distribution of the maximal p-group or nilpotent class s quotient of m; (M, 1) (see
Section or the distribution of H; (M, Z,) with its torsion linking pairing (see Section[9.2). In
Section we prove Theorem on the existence of a limiting distribution, and in Section
we show the limiting probability of a G-cover with positive first Betti number is 0.

9.1. Maximal p-group and nilpotent class ¢ quotients. If one is interested in, for example,
the distribution of the maximal p-group quotient of w1 (M, 1), then one can apply Theorem
and obtain formulas that simplify substantially from the general case.

Proposition 9.1. Let p be a prime and let s be a natural number or co. Let P be a finite
p-group of nilpotency class < s. The limiting probability that P is is the maximal quotient of
m (M, 1) that is a p-group of nilpotency class < s (in the limit as L goes to oo and then g goes
to 00), is equal to
Hy(P,7Z)||P N(P N
|Ha(P, Z)|| P ()H(1+p])1
|H\ (P, Z)||Aut(P)] [ H3(G, Z)] -
where Ny(P) is the number of : H*(P,Q/Z) — Q/Z such that for all nonzero o € H*(P,Z/p)

whose induced extension 1 — ZJ/p — P — P — 1 has nilpotency class < s, there exists
B € HY(P,Z/p) such that T(aU B) # 0.

[e.o]

We note that Ny (P) = 0 unless P is cyclic or generalized quaternion (o for k& > 3 by
Remark [8.21]
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The same argument works to show the generalization of Proposition for the maximum S-
group of nilpotence class s quotient for S a finite set of primes, where S-groups are defined to be
the groups whose order is divisible only by the primes lying in S, and the resulting probabilities
are as above but with a Hpe ¢ before the product over j.

Proof. We will apply Theorem with V; = Z/p, and W, the subspace of H*(P,Z/p) corre-
sponding to extensions 1 — Z/p — P — P — 1 of nilpotency class < s, and no other Vjs or
G;s. Then a surjection 7 (M) — P is an isomorphism beween the maximal p-group quotient of
m1 (M) of nilpotency class < s if and only if it does not lift to any extension P of P by Z/p of
nilpotency class < s, since any nontrivial extension of p-groups factors through an extension of
Z/p.

/We sum Theorem and sum over each orientation of P, equivalently, each 7 € H*(P, Q/Z)".
Because V; is symmetrically self-dual, we have wy, = 0 unless W] = 0 and wy, = H?’;l(l—l—p*j )t
if W7 = 0. Furthermore, by definition, W7 = 0 if and only if, for all nonzero o € H?(P,Z/p)
whose induced extension P of P has nilpotency class < s, there exists 3 € H'(P,Z/p) such that
7(awU B) # 0. Thus the sum over 7 of wy, (1) is equal to [[;Z,(1 +p~7)~" times the number of
7 satisfying that condition, as desired. 0

9.2. The distribution of the torsion linking pairing. We can give an even simpler formula
in the s = 1 case, i.e. with the p-part of the abelianization of w1 (M). It turns out that 7, in this
setting, carries the information of the torsion linking pairing, and the equidistribution result will
be particularly convenient to state in terms of this pairing. We begin with a lemma:

Lemma 9.2. Let G be a finite abelian group. Consider the pairing H'(G,Q/Z)@ H'(G,Q/Z) —
H3(G,Q/Z) that is defined by taking the Bockstein map H'(G,Q/Z) — H*(G,Z) (associated to
12272 —Q— Q/Z — 1) in the second variable and then taking the cup product.

This map is symmetric, and the induced map Sym*(H'(G,Q/Z)) — H?*(G,Q/Z) is injective.

Proof. The symmetry follows from the standard argument that the Bockstein map satisfies the
Leibniz rule.

For injectivity, consider a nonzero class a € Sym*(H'(G,Q/Z)). If we write G as [, Z/n; for
ny | ng | ---, then a consists of, for each pair 7, j, an element a;; € Z/ged(n;, nj). Let us check
that G has a cyclic subgroup, restricted to which, this class remains nontrivial. This is clearly the
case if a;; # 0 for any 7, so we may assume a;; = 0 for all ¢ and thus that a;; # 0 for some distinct
i, j. Without loss of generality n; | n;, and then pulling « back to the subgroup Z/n; embedded
diagonally by = — (x, (nj/n;)x) we obtain a non-trivial element of Sym?*(H(Z/n;, Q/Z)).

By pulling back to this cyclic subgroup, we may reduce to the case when G is a cyclic group.
Since H3(G,Q/Z) = G, it suffices to show a generator of Sym*(H'(G,Q/Z)) is sent to a gen-
erator of H*(G,Q/Z) by this map. Since a generator of H'(G,Q/Z) is sent by Bockstein to a
generator of H*(G,Z), and cupping with a generator of H*(G,Z) gives the periodicity isomor-
phism H'(G,Q/Z) — H'""(G,Q/Z), this follows. O

For M a 3-manifold, the torsion linking pairing of classes a,b € H'(M,Q/Z) is defined by
(a,b) = [,,(a U Bb) where B: H'(M,Q/Z) — H?*(M,Z) is the Bockstein map. If H'(M,Q/Z)
is finite, this is a nondegenerate symmetric pairing, and regardless it becomes nondegenerate
after quotienting by the divisible subgroup D, of H*(M,Q/Z). If Ty, is the torsion subgroup of
H(M,Z), then note Ty, is naturally isomorphic to H'(M,Q/Z)/ Dy, so we have a nondegenerate
pairing Ty; ® Ty; — Q/Z, which is equivalent to an isomorphism Ty; = T}, and, by taking the
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inverse of that isomorphism, is equivalent to a nondegenerate pairing Ty; ® Ty — Q/Z. This
latter pairing is what is usually called the torsion linking pairing.

Theorem [4.2|in fact gives the complete distribution on the homology groups Hy(m1 (M, 1), Z,)
(where Z, is the p-adic integers), along with the torsion linking pairings on these homology
groups. In addition it gives these distributions simultaneously for any finite set of primes p, as
we see below.

Proposition 9.3. Let S be a finite set of primes and Zs = Hpes Zs. Let G be a finite abelian
S-group and let £: G¥ x GV — Q/Z be a nondegenerate symmetric pairing. Then

glggo I}I_I)IOIO Prob [H1(M, 1, Zs) = G, torsion linking going to (] = mgg T,

Dunfield and Thurston [DT06, §8] found the limiting distribution of Hy(M, 1, Z/p), and Propo-
sition enriches this by extending to Z, coefficients and tracking the torsion linking pairing.
Dunfield and Thurston discussed the fact that the distribution on elementary abelian p-groups
that they found from H'(M, 1,Z/p) does not match the limiting distribution if one takes a
quotient of a free group on g generators by ¢ relations. This latter model of a random group, a
“random balanced presentation,” was studied in [DT06, §3], as well as by Friedman and Wash-
ington [FW89] and the second author [Wool9] in connection to the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics,
and in the Cohen-Lenstra philosophy |[CL84] is the natural distribution on finite abelian groups
(that have no additional structure). We see from Proposition that the groups Hy(M, 1, Z,)
are distributed as the pushforward of a natural distribution on abelian p-groups with sym-
metric pairings, where a group with pairing appears with probability inversely proportional to
|G||Aut(G, ¢)|. This distribution was first introduced by Clancy, Leake, and Payne [CLP15, §4]
in their study of Jacobians of random graphs, which are also groups with a natural symmetric
pairing, following the Cohen-Lenstra philosophy that random groups should be considered with
all of their additional structure.

Proof. The group Hy(M,,Zs) is the maximal abelian S-group quotient of m (M, ). Any
surjection (M, ) — G not lifting to any abelian extension 1 — Z/p — H — G — 1 with
p € S must be an isomorphism between H;(M, ,Zs) and P. This isomorphism sends the
linking pairing to ¢ if and only, if, for a,b € H'(G,Q/Z), we have {(a,b) = 7(a U Bb). So we
may apply Theorem , summing over possible values of 7, with V; = Z/p;, for p; € S, and W}
the set of classes in H*(G,Z/p;) corresponding to abelian extensions, and no other V;’s or G’s.
Because V; is symmetric, we have wy, = 0 unless W = 0 and wy, = H;’il(l +p;j)*1 it W = 0.

Let Ny(G) be the number of 7: H3(G,Q/Z) — Q/Z such that ¢(a,b) = 7(a U Bb) for all a,b,
and, for all 4 and all nonzero o € Wj, there exists 8 € H'(G,Z/p;) such that 7(aU ) # 0. Then
the limiting probability that Hy(M, 1, Zs) is isomorphic to G by an isomorphism sending ¢ to
the torsion linking pairing is

H(C,Z)]  NAG )
1 .7
Aut(G, )| (G, Z ) HH TP

peS j=1

Next we evaluate Ny(G). First we note that W; is the image of H'(G,Q/Z) under the Bock-
stein map H'(G,Q/Z) — H?*(G,Z/p;), as every abelian extension of G' by Z/p; adds a p;th root
to a character in the dual group of G, and taking the image of that character under Bockstein
gives the extension class.
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We will show the second condition in Ny(G) is superfluous, i.e. if 7(a U Bb) = {(a,b) for
all a,b € HY(G,Q/Z), then, for all nonzero a € W;, there exists 8 € H'(G,Z/p;) such that
T(aUB) # 0. For a« € W; C H*(V;,Z/p;), we have a = By for some v € H'(G,Q/Z), by
the previous paragraph. Since « is nonzero, 7 is not divisible by p. For any 8 € H'(G,F,) C
HY(G,Q/Z) we have T(aUB) = 7(ByUB) = 7(BUBY) = {(3,7). Because the linking pairing is
nondegenerate and « is not divisible by p, we can choose a p-torsion 5 making ¢(/3,y) nonzero.

So Ny(G) is simply the number of linear forms 7 that restrict to ¢ on classes of the form aU Bb.
By Lemma[9.2] the classes of the form a U Bb generate a submodule of H3(G,Q/Z) isomorphic

H3(G,Q/7)|

to Sym?(GY), and so £ extends to exactly Sy (V) forms 7. This gives the formula for the

probability

|Hy(G,7Z)| PN
1+ J .
Aut(G, 0)| |Sym (@) HH P
peS j=1
It is well-known that | H>(G, Z)| = |A?(G")], and we can easily compute [Sym*(GY)| = |A*(GY)||G],
proving the proposition.
0

9.3. Proof of Theorem [1.2. We now prove Theorem The main thing remaining to show is
that there is no escape of mass in the limit of distributions, and the essential ingredient for that
is Proposition [4.6] Note that the support of the probability distribution of Theorem is equal
to the closure of the set of profinite completions of fundamental groups of oriented 3-manifolds.
So there are no open subsets of Prof with zero measure that contain 3-manifold groups.

Proof of Theorem[1.2. We first construct a probability measure p on the space OrProf of (iso-
morphism classes of) oriented profinite groups in Prof. We use the Borel o-algebra for the
topology generated by the basic opens Ueg = {K|K® = G} indexed by C a finite set of finite
groups and G an oriented finite group. We can define a pre-measure p on the algebra A of sets
generated by the basic opens U¢ ¢ by

H(A) = Tim i i (A).

g—00 L—00
Note when A = U¢ g, Theorem gives the limiting value, and g is additive because finite
sums commute with the limits. If we take Cy to be the set of all groups of order at most ¢, by
Proposition [4.6] in the special case H = 1, we have that

(9.4) Z w(Ug,¢) = lim lim Z tgr(Uc,c) = 1.

g—0o0 L—o0
GeICt GeICe

Now, [LW20, Proof of Theorem 9.1], using in place of [LW20, Theorem 9.2}, shows that u
is countably additive on A. Then, Carathéodory’s extension theorem implies i extends uniquely
to a measure on the Borel o-algebra. Since any open set in our topology is a disjoint union of
basic opens, for any open U by Fatou’s lemma we have

p(U) < liminfliminf pg 1 (U),
g—oo  L—oo

which proves the weak convergence of ji, 1, to ;1. We obtain the theorem by pushing forward the
distribution to Prof and summing over 7. O

Corollary 9.5. For every finite group G and natural number k, the limit
P = lim lim Prob[m (M, 1) has exactly k surjections to G|

g—00 L—00
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exists, and for each G, the Pg give a probability distribution on the natural numbers k.

Proof. Let C = {G}. The number of surjections m;(M, ) — G is the same as the number of

surjections 71 (M, 1)¢ — G. Let V¢, be the set of groups K in Prof with K¢ having exactly k

surjections to GG. Then V¢ is the union of Ug ¢, for some G;, and the complement of the union

of Ue g for some other G, and thus is open and closed. Thus it follows from Theorem that
lim lim Problm (M, 1) € Ver] = n(Ver),

g—00 L—o00

and the corollary follows. O

9.4. The limiting probability of a (G-cover with positive first Betti number is 0. Dun-
field and Thurston introduced their model of random Heegaard splittings in order to shed light
on the Virtual Haken Conjecture, and the stronger Virtual Positive Betti Number Conjecture
(prior to Agol’s Theorem [Ago13]). Dunfield and Thurston showed that for a fixed abelian group
(), the limit in L of the probability that M, ; has a ()-cover with positive first Betti number is
0, and Rivin [Riv14] Theorem 11.5] generalizes this to solvable groups and fixed ¢ > 1. In the
limit as ¢ — oo, the following result addresses this question for G-covers for any finite group G.

Proposition 9.6. For all n,

lim Llim Prob[M, 1 has a degree < n cover with positive first Betti number] = 0.
g—00 L—oo

Proof. We will first prove, for each finite group G,
lim lim lim Prob[r(M, ) has surjection to G' with kernel that has quotient Z/p| = 0.

P—0 g—oo L—00
p prime

To do this, we bound the probability that m (M, ) has a surjection by the expected number
of such surjections. Furthermore, we represent the expected number of such surjections as the
expected number of surjections to G minus the expected number of surjections to G whose kernel
does not have a surjection to Z/p.

By [DT06, Theorem 6.21], the triple limit of the expected number of surjections to G is
i)
to Z/p is the sum over oriented groups G with underlying group G of Lg v w ny where V consists
of all irreducible representations of G mod p, W of all extension classes of these representations,
and N is empty. Indeed, the kernel has a surjection to Z/p if and only if it has a G-equivariant
surjection to some irreducible mod p representation, which happens if and only if m; surjects
onto some extension of G by that representation.

Thus, by Theorem the expected number of surjections to G whose kernel does not have

a surjection to Z/p is

. The number of surjections from m (M, 1) to G whose kernel does not have a surjection

|H>(G,Z)||G|
meomen 2 1w

mH3(G,Q/Z)—Q/Z i

It suffices to prove [ [, wy,(7) converges to 1 as p goes to oo, as then this sum will converge to
|H»(G,Z)||G]|
|H1(G,Z)| ) . . .
Because we are taking a limit as p goes to oo, we restrict attention to the case that p does
not divide 2|G|. We then have dim H'(G,V;) = dim H*(G,V;) = 0 for all representations V;

of characteristic p. Hence the condition for wy,(7) to be nonzero is automatically satisfied, so

and so the difference will converge to 0, as desired.
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wy; (1) = [To2, (1 — g *)~Y2 if V; is not self-dual, [, (1+ g )~V if V; is self-dual with e; = =1,

!
or [T;Z,(1+ g 2) Vif ¢ is 0.

All these factors converge to 1 as ¢; goes to co. Since ¢; is at least the characteristic p of
V;, they converge to 1 as p goes to oo. The number of factors in [[, wy,(7) is the number
of isomorphism classes of irreducible representations of G' over [F,, which is bounded by the
number of isomorphism classes of irreducible representations of G over C and thus bounded
independently of p, so the product goes to 1, as desired, and thus the limiting probability of a
surjection to G whose kernel has a surjection to Z/p is 0.

Since a group with a surjection to Z has a surjection to Z/p for all p, it follows that

lim lim Prob[m(M, 1) has surjection to G with kernel that has quotient Z] = 0.

g—o0 L—o0

Summing over all G of order < n!,

lim lim Prob[w(M, ) has a normal subgroup of index < n! that has quotient Z| = 0.

g—o0 L—o00

Because every subgroup H of index < n contains a normal subgroup N of index < n!, and if H
has a surjection to Z then so does N, we have

lim lim Prob[m(M, 1) has a subgroup of index < n that has quotient Z] = 0.

g—o0 L—oo

Finally, M, ; has a covering of degree < n with positive first Betti number if and only if 71 (M, 1)
has a subgroup of index n whose kernel has a surjection to Z. 0

10. SOME FURTHER DIRECTIONS

10.1. Algorithms. It may be possible to obtain from our results an algorithm which, given finite
groups Gy,...,Gy, Hy,..., H,, returns whether there exists a 3-manifold whose fundamental
group admits Gq,...,G, as a quotient but not Hy,..., H,. This happens if and only if there
exists a finite level-C group, with Gy, ..., G, as a quotient but not Hy,..., H,,, that satisfies
the criteria of Proposition for C ={G,...,Gpn, Hy,...,Hy,}. These criteria are straightfor-
wardly computable for a given group. Thus the main difficulty is that there are infinitely many
level-C group.

10.2. Other random groups. On the probabilistic side, it would be interesting to generalize
this work to other models of random 3-manifolds (e.g. see [AFW15, Section 7.4], [PR22]). Do
they produce the same probability measure? If not, can our methods, or other new methods,
be applied to find the new distribution? There are some models, such as the mapping torus of
a random element of the mapping class group, that certainly give different distributions, as the
fundamental groups of mapping tori always surject onto Z and thus onto Z/n for all n.

Are there other topological, geometric, or algebraic constructions of random groups that
give the distribution found in this paper? Liu [Liu22, Appendix A] constructs a random pro-¢
group by taking a quotient of the pro-¢ completion of a surface group defined using a random
automorphism of the group. She proves these groups have the same limiting (non-oriented)
moments as pro-£ completions of random Heegaard splittings, and we expect our methods will
show this implies they have the same limiting distribution.

In particular, we wonder what are other ways to give a natural random oriented group, i.e. a
group G with a specified element of H3(G,Z)? And what distributions arise from such groups? In
the abelian case, there is a universality theorem [Wool7] that says many different constructions
of random abelian groups with symmetric pairings have the same limiting distribution (which
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the the same as the limiting distribution of H;(M, ;) in this paper). Is there a non-abelian
version of this universality?

10.3. Questions on the limiting measure p. In addition to questions that have direct rele-
vance to 3-manifolds, we can ask about properties of the limiting measure on Prof obtained from
the fundamental groups of random 3-manifolds, or its support, that are not necessarily logically
related to the same question for 3-manifolds.

A starting point is Dunfield and Thurston’s question [DT06, Section 9], for a fixed finite group
G, about the probability that a random Heegaard splitting has a G-cover with positive first Betti
number. Proposition shows these limiting probabilities are 0, and so by countable additivity
a random group according to p has an open subgroup with a surjection to 7 with probability
zero. Because this condition is neither a closed nor an open condition, Theorem gives no
logical implication between this question of 1 and the limit of the analogous question for the
distribution of m (M, ). Indeed, Agol’s Theorem |Agol3] shows that most 3-manifolds have a
subgroup of finite index with a surjection to Z.

Thus, while random groups according to p behave like 3-manifold groups in various ways,
the analogy is not perfect. Some analogous questions have different answers on the two sides.
It would be interesting to investigate how often this happens. In other words, to take prop-
erties of groups known or suspected to hold for all or almost all 3-manifold groups, detectable
by the profinite completion, and ask with what probability they hold for py-random profinite
groups. Owing to the great recent progress in the theory of 3-manifold groups, we will find more
interesting questions of this form taking known properties rather than suspected ones.

Poincaré duality - One question along these lines has to do with Poincaré duality. For V/
a representation of 71 (M), we have by Poincaré duality the cup product and fundamental class
give a perfect pairing H (M, V) x H3>(M,VV) — Q/Z. If M is irreducible and has infinite
fundamental group, then M is aspherical, so H'(M,V) = H'(m(M),V) and thus we have a
perfect pairing H'(w(M),V) x H3> (m(M),VV) — Q/Z. Because m (M) is automatically a
good group in the sense of Serre, we have H' (w1 (M), V) = H'(71(M), V), so we have a perfect
pairing H (7, (M), V) x H*{(7#1(M),VV) — Q/Z.

Does something similar hold for G a random group according to the measure p? In other
words, for every representation V of G, is 7(a U ): H'(G,V) x H*(G,V"V) = Q/Z a perfect
pairing? For ¢ > 3, this is just the statement that H*(G, V) should vanish.

Surface subgroups - Most 3-manifolds are hyperbolic, and hyperbolic 3-manifolds are known
to contain plentiful subgroups isomorphic to the fundamental group of a hyperbolic surface
>4. Because these hyperbolic 3-manifold groups are LERF, this produces an injective map on
profinite completions 71(X,) — 71 (M).

For G a p-random group, with what probability do we have an injection 7;(X,) — G?

Something weaker, an injection 7 (3,) — G, exists with probability 1: By [BGSS06, Theorem
1.1], it suffices to check that G admits an injection from a free group with probability 1. In fact,
with probability 1, two random elements of G generate a free group, which one can check using
the fact that G has infinitely many distinct finite simple quotients with probability 1.

Topological finite generation - The fundamental groups of 3-manifolds are topologically
generated, so their profinite completions are topologically finitely generated. Does the same
hold for random groups according to the measure u? Since 3-manifolds of Heegard genus g can
require up to g generators, and p is obtained by a large g limit, it is not clear what to expect.
(This question was suggested by Mark Shusterman and Jordan Ellenberg.)
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Groups with special structure - In Section[8.3] we found all finite groups in the support of
the measure p. One could seek a stronger version of this result by replacing the condition “finite”
with a weaker condition such as virtually abelian, virtually nilpotent, or virtually solvable. All
virtually solvable fundamental groups of 3-manifolds are known [AFW15, Theorem 1.11.1], but
as in the finite case, there may be new examples that are limits of 3-manifold groups but not
themselves 3-manifold groups. One could also ask similar questions for other restricted classes
of groups.

Linear representations - Hyperbolic 3-manifold groups are subgroups of SLs(C), and thus
have two-dimensional linear representations with image dense in S'L,. These can be defined over
a number field K, so we obtain representations of the profinite fundamental group into SLy(K,)
for the completion K, of K at each place v. We can ask whether a pg-random group has such
representations, and more generally what representations over p-adic fields it has.

APPENDIX A. SEMICHARACTERISTICS

Let M be a manifold of dimension 2n 4+ 1 and & a field. The semicharacteristic of M with
coefficients in x is Y (—1)"dim H;(M, k).

Generalizing this, for M a manifold with a surjection m (M) — G and associated cover-
ing M — M (equivalently, for M a manifold with a free action of G), Lee [Lee73, Definition
2.3] defined a semicharacteristic class 37 (—1)![H;(M, )] taken in the Grothendieck group of
representations of GG over k modulo a certain subspace depending on the parity of n and the char-
acteristic of k. The main result of [Lee73] is that, modulo this subspace, the semicharacteristic
is a bordism invariant [Lee73, Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 3.8].

This result bears an obvious similarity to Lemmal[2.11] The difference is that [Lee73] considers
the cohomology of the cover in K-theory, while we consider cohomology twisted by a represen-
tation. Cohomology twisted by a representation is the more powerful invariant: Recall that
representations of a group are equivalent to modules of the group algebra and a module P is
projective if the functor Hom(P, —) is exact. We will check that the dimension of the ith coho-
mology twisted by each indecomposable projective module for the group algebra determines the
class of the ith cohomology of the cover in K-theory. However, the K-theory does not determine
the cohomology of non-projective modules.

Using this, we will show that our result implies the main result of [Lee73] in the cases where
they both apply. It would be interesting to find a suitable generalization of our result (equiva-
lently, strengthening of Lee’s) to the higher-dimensional even characteristic case.

We begin by formally defining the subspace we quotient the Grothendieck group by. For x of
characteristic # 2, and n odd, the semicharacteristic is valued in the quotient of the Grothendieck
group by the subspace generated by all symmetrically self-dual representations together with the
regular representation, while for x of characteristic # 2, and n even, the semicharacteristic is
valued in the quotient of the Grothendieck group by the subspace generated by all symplectic
representations together with the regular representation [Lee73, Definitions 2.1 and 2.3]. For &
of characteristic 2, the semicharacteristic is valued in the quotient of the Grothendieck group
by the subspace generated by all even representations together with the regular representation
[Lee73, Theorem 3.8], where the even representations V' are those admitting a nondegenerate
symmetric bilinear G-invariant form ¢ such that ¢(z,tx) = 0 for all x € V and all t € G of order
exactly 2 [Lee73, p. 190].
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We next recall that for V' an irreducible representation of a finite group G over a field «, there is
a unique indecomposable projective module P(V') for k[G] that admits V" as a subrepresentation.
This is also the unique indecomposable projective module for £[G] that admits V' as a quotient.

Lemma A.1. ForV a absolutely irreducible representation of G over k, the number of times V
appears in the Jordan-Holder decomposition of H;(M, k) is equal to dim H' (M, P(V)).

Proof. Since projective modules are stable under duality, projective modules are also injective.
Because P (V) is injective, H' (M, P(V)) = Homg(H;(M, ), P(V)).

So it suffices to prove that for a representation W, the number of times V' appears in the
Jordan-Hélder decomposition of W is equal to dim Homg (W, P(V)).

Again because P(V) is injective, both sides are additive in exact sequences, so we may
reduce to the case when W is irreducible, and the statement is that for W,V irreducible,
Homg(W,P(V)) =2k if W=V and 0 if W 2 V| which is standard. O

Lemma A.2. For V' a absolutely irreducible representation of G over a field k of characteristic
not two, V is symmetrically self-dual if and only if P(V') is, and V is symplectic if and only if
P(V) is.

For V' a absolutely irreducible representation of G over a field k of characteristic two, P(V)
1s symplectic if and only if V is self-dual but not an even representation.

Proof. Fix V' an absolutely irreducible representation of G.

Let f be a homomorphism P (V) — k[G] of left k[G]-modules. Then f defines an embedding
V — P(V) — k[G]. Any such embedding must have the form x € V = > _,as(g7" - 2)[g]
for some linear form ay € VY. Furthermore, composition with f defines a linear map V' =
Hom(k[G],V) = Hom(P(V),V) =2 Hom(V, V) = k, and thus a linear form by on V.

We claim that by = Aay for some A € k*. To see this, note that both f + a; and f > by are
nontrivial homomorphisms Hom(P(V'), k[G]) — V'V that are equivariant for the right G action
of k[G]. As a right G-module, Hom(P(V), [G]) = P(V)¥ = P(VY) has a unique quotient
isomorphic to V'V, so any two such homomorphisms differ by a G-invariant automorphism of
V'V, i.e. by scalar multiplication.

Now fix one such f that is a split injection. The pullback of any bilinear form on x[G] along
f gives a bilinear form on P(V). (All bilinear forms we consider will be G-invariant.) The
pullback of a symmetric bilinear form is symmetric, and the pullback of a symplectic bilinear
form is symplectic. Furthermore, because f is split, every symmetric bilinear form on P(V') arises
by pullback along f from a symmetric bilinear form on x[G], and similarly with symplectic forms.
Thus, to test when V' is symmetrically self-dual, we will calculate all symmetric bilinear forms on
k|G| and check when the pullback of one along f is symmetric, and similarly in the symplectic
case.

We first describe the bilinear forms on x[G]. These are parameterized by tuples d = (d,),ec
of coefficients in k associated to g € GG, and are given by the formula

<Z aglgl, Z bylgl)a = Z Z Qgbpdp-14.

geG geqG g€G he@
Then
O aglgl, > bglala = O bylal, > aglga
geG geG geqG geqG
where
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0 (,)a is symmetric if dy = d,-1 for all g and symplectic if d, = —d,-1 for all g with, in
characteristic 2, the additional condition d. = 0 where e is the identity.

Now a bilinear form P(V) x P(V) — k is nondegenerate if and only if the induced map
P(V) — P(V)Y is injective, i.e. if its kernel is zero, which happens if and only if the induced
map V — P(V) — P(V)Y is injective. Thus, the pullback of (,)q is nondegenerate if and only
if there exists € V and y € P(V) such that (f(z), f(y))a # 0.

Now the map L;: k[G] — V'V that sends a € k[G] to the linear form x — (f(z),a)q is
G-equivariant since f and (, )q are. Thus it defines an element of VV. We calculate this element
by evaluating at a = [e] € k[G].

Forz € V, f(z) = > cqas(g~'w)[g] by definition. Thus

Ly([e)(2) = (f (@), elha = D aglg™ - 2)dy = as (3 dpg ™" - ).
9eG g

The pullback of the bilinear form (, )q is nondegenerate if and only if the composition of L;
with f: P(V) — k[G] is nonzero.

If V' is not self-dual, then the homomorphism P(V) — k[G] — V" automatically vanishes
and thus there is no such nondegenerate bilinear form. So suppose that V is self-dual, so in
particular there is a map 7 : V¥V — V. The isomorphism Hom(k[G],V) = V sends a linear map
L to L([e]) so it sends y o Ly to

Y(Ly([e]) = v(x af(z dyg™! 1)) = ngg -(ay) € V.

So by the definition of by, the composition yo Ly o f: P(V) — k[G] — VY — V is nonzero if

and only if
by (Z dyg - 7(%)) #0
geG
and a nondegenerate symmetric (or symplectic) bilinear form exists if and only if b;(D> gec 499
v(as)) # 0 for some d satisfying the conditions to be symmetric (or symplectic). To simplify
this, note that bs(z) = (y(by),z)y for (,)y the bilinear form on V, and recall by = Aay so we
can express the nonvanishing condition more simply as

> dylr(ag). g - vlag))v #0.
geG
We now specialize to particular cases. In characteristic not two,

1 V' symmetric
> dy(ag), glap)v =D dylg  Aag),vap)v =Y dy(ylay), g (ap))v { :

—1 V symplectic

gelG gelG geG
1 Vsymmetric |1  (,)q symmetric
= dy(v(ay),g-v(ap)y - L v lectic” o
= — symplectic | =1 (,)q symplectic

If V' is symmetric and (,)q is symplectic, or vice versa, then the signs don’t match and
80 > cqadg(y(ar), g - v(ay))v is equal to its own negation and thus vanishes. Since a self-
dual absolutely irreducible representation is either symmetric or symplectic, we see there is no
nondegenerate symmetric form on P (V') unless V' is symmetric and no nondegenerate symplectic
form on P(V') unless V' is symplectic. Conversely, for any nonzero y(ay), there is always some
h such that (y(af),h-v(ar))y # 0 by irreducibility of V. In this case, we can take d; = 1, and
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dp-1 = 11f V is symmetric or dj-1 = —1 if V' is symplectic, and d, = 0 for g # h,h™', and this
ensures dec dy(v(ar),g-v(ar))y #0 .

In characteristic 2, the unique bilinear form on V' is necessarily symmetric. Thus if (,)q is
symplectic, the contributions of g and g~ to the sum > . dy(v(ay), g - v(ay))yv are equal.
Thus these contributions cancel each other unless g = g~!, i.e. if g has order dividing 2. Since
d., = 0, we need only consider the contribution from ¢ of exact order 2. If V is even, then
the contribution vanishes by definition and so there are no nondegenerate symplectic forms.
Conversely, if V' is not even then for some g and = we have (x,g - x)y is nonzero. Since g
has order 2, (z,g - x)y defines a Frobenius-semilinear form, so it vanishes for all x outside
a proper subspace. Choose h such that h - y(as) is not in that subspace, and observe that
(v(ag),h"tgh - y(ap))v = (hy(ays), gh - y(af))v # 0, so choosing d supported on h~'gh we
construct a nondegenerate symplectic form. O

We are now ready to describe how the semicharacteristic studied by Lee is determined by the
cohomology groups controlled in Lemma and thus to deduce Lee’s theorem (except in the
even characteristic n > 1 case) from Lemma

Lemma A.3. Let G be a finite group and k a finite splitting field for G. Let n be a natural num-
ber. We will always take M to be a 2n+ 1-dimensional oriented manifold with a homomorphism
T (M) — G.

(1) Ifn is odd and k has characteristic # 2, the class of Y i o(—1)'[H;(M, )] in the Grothendieck

group of representations of G over k, modulo the classes of symmetrically self-dual repre-
sentations, is determined by > (—1)"dim H'(M,V) mod 2 for even-dimensional sym-
plectic representations V of G over k that are projective. In particular, it is an invariant
of the class of M in the oriented bordism group of BG.

(2) If n is even and k has characteristic # 2, the class of Y . (=1)'[H;(M, k)] in the
Grothendieck group of representations of G over k, modulo the classes of symplectic rep-
resentations and the regular representation, is determined by > . (—1)"dim H*(M,V)
mod 2 for even-dimensional symmetrically self-dual representations V' of G over k that
are projective. In particular, it is an invariant of the class of M in the oriented bordism
group of BG.

(3) If n is odd and k has characteristic # 2, the class of Y, (—1)[H;(M, k)| in the Grothendieck

group of representations of G over k, modulo the classes of even representations, is de-
termined by > (—1)"dim H*(M, V) mod 2 for even-dimensional symplectic represen-
tations V' of G over k that are projective and lift to ASp,. (V). In particular, if n = 1
then it is an invariant of the class of M 1in the oriented bordism group of BG.

In the first and third cases, it is not necessary to mod out by the regular representation as
the regular representation is symmetrically self-dual and, in characteristic 2, even.

Proof. We handle part (1) first, then describe how the arguments in the remaining cases differ.

A class in the Grothendieck group can be represented as ), my[V], the sum taken over
irreducible representations V' of GG over k, for some integers my .

Note that V & V'V is always symmetrically self-dual. Thus, two classes arising from two
tuples of integers my,my, are equivalent modulo the symmetrically self-dual representations if
my — myv = my, — mi, for all irreducible representations V' and my — my/ is even for all
V' self-dual but not symmetrically self-dual. Indeed, in this case, the difference between the
classes is a sum of irreducible symmetrically self-dual representations, sums of a non-self-dual
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representation and its dual, and even multiples of a symplectic representation, which are sums
of a representation and its dual (itself).

When representing the class of "' (—=1)/[H;(M, )] in the Grothendieck group this way,
my (M) = Y ¢ o(—=1)"multy H;(M, ) . So to show this class, modulo symmetrically self-dual
representations is determined by >""  (—1)*dim H*(M, V) mod 2 for even-dimensional symplec-
tic representations of G over k that are projective, it suffices to show that my (M) —myv (M) is
determined, as is my mod 2 for irreducible representations that are self-dual but not symmet-
rically self-dual.

For the first part, the fact that my (M) = myv(M) was already proven by Lee, using Euler
characteristic and Poincaré duality arguments. For the second part, if V' is irreducible and
self-dual but not symmetric, then it must be symplectic so by Lemma P(V) is symplectic
Because P(V) is symplectic, it is even-dimensional. Thus by Lemma

n n

my (M) = Z(—l)imultv H;(M, k) = Z(—l)iHi(M,P(V)) mod 2

i=0 =0

so my (M) mod 2 is determined by >"" (=1)'H*(M,P(V)) mod 2, and P(V) satisfies all of
the assumed properties.

Finally, by Lemma[2.11} Y7 ((=1)'H*(M,P(V)) mod 2 is determined by the bordism class
of M.

For part (2), the argument is similar, except for the following: First, we use the fact that
V @& V'V is always symplectic. Second, we prove that P (V') is symmetrically self-dual, and so we
can no longer use the fact that P(V') is symplectic to guarantee it is even-dimensional. Instead
we use the fact that we need only determine Y ,(—1)"[H;(M, )] in the Grothendieck group
modulo both the symmetrically self-dual representations and the regular representation.

Adding a copy of the regular representation does not affect my — myv, but it swaps the
parity of my if V' is self-dual of odd multiplicity in x[G]. Since the multiplicity of an irreducible
representation V' in k[G] is equal to dimP(V), adding a copy of the regular representation
swaps the parity of my for all irreducible representations V' with dimP(V') odd. Thus, to
determine the class modulo symplectic representations and the regular representation, it suffices
to know my — myv for all irreducible representations V', my mod 2 for all symmetrically self-
dual irreducible representations V' with dim P (V') even, and my +my, mod 2 for all pairs V, W
of symmetrically self-dual irreducible representations with dim P(V'), dim P(W) odd.

Thus, in the second part, it suffices to know Y " H*(M,P(V)) mod 2 where P(V) is pro-
jective, symmetrically self-dual, and even-dimensional, and in the third part, it suffices to know
St o HY(M,P(V)®P(W)) mod 2 where P(V) @ P(W) is projective, symmetrically self-dual,
and even-dimensional. So we still need consider only representations that satisfy all the assumed
properties. Then we use Lemma the same way.

For part (3) it is again similar to part (1). We now use the fact that V @& V" is even, which
may be less familiar — the form ((x1,y1), (z2,¥2)) = x1 - Y2 + x2 - 1 is symmetric, and for g of
order 2,

(z,9),9- (x,9)) = {(z,y), (9z,9y)) =2 -gy+ gz -y=x-gy+z-g 'y=x-gy+z-gy =0

where we use g = ¢~ ! and the fact that the characteristic is two, so this form is even.

We can again use the argument that symplectic representations must be even-dimensional,
but we now face the difficulty that Lemma ensures that P(V) is symplectic but we want
the action of G to lift to ASp, (V). However, the obstruction to such a lift is contained in
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H?*(G,P(V)) which vanishes since P(V) is projective, so a lift always exists. Finally, here
Lemma is restricted to the n = 1 case only. O

By combining Lemma and LemmalA.3] we can check that the semicharacteristic vanishes
in the odd characteristic n = 1 case. Again, this requires only the projective case of Lemma
and the general case may be significantly stronger.
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