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UNIVERSAL L?-TORSION AND SUTURED DECOMPOSITION FOR
3-MANIFOLDS

JIANRU DUAN

ABSTRACT. Given an admissible 3-manifold M and a cohomology class ¢ € H'(M;R),
we prove that the universal L2-torsion of M detects the fiberedness of ¢, except when
M is a closed graph manifold that admits no non-positively curved metric. We further
extend this invariant to sutured 3-manifolds and derive a decomposition formula for
taut sutured decompositions. Moreover, we show that a taut sutured manifold is a
product if and only if its universal L3-torsion is trivial. Our methods are based on a
detailed study of the leading term map over Linnell’s skew field. As an application,
we apply the theory to homomorphisms between finitely generated free groups, which
enables explicit computations of the invariant for sutured handlebodies.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a compact orientable 3-manifold. A homomorphism ¢: m (M) — Z is
called fibered if it is induced by a fibration of M over S'. In his seminal work, Thurston
[Thus6] introduced a semi-norm on H'(M;R), now known as the Thurston norm, and
showed that its unit ball B,(M) is a finite-sided polyhedron. Moreover, he showed that
the fibered classes in H'(M;R) correspond exactly to certain open cones over the top-
dimensional faces of B, (M ). Marked by the success of Gabai’s sutured manifold theory
[Gab83, Gab87] and the confirmation of the Virtual Fibering Conjecture [Agol3], it
has become a central theme in three-dimensional topology to determine the Thurston
norm and the fibered structure of a 3-manifold. In this paper we focus on the class of
admissible 3-manifolds, defined as follows:

Definition 1.1 (Admissible 3-manifold). A 3-manifold is called admissible if it is com-
pact, connected, orientable, and irreducible, its boundary is either empty or a collection
of tori, and its fundamental group is infinite.

The universal L?-torsion introduced by Friedl and Liick [IF1.17] is defined for a finite
CW-complex X with vanishing L2-Betti numbers. In the case when X is an admissible 3-

manifold, this invariant 7'132)()( ) takes values in the weak Whitehead group Wh' (71 (X))
associated to the fundamental group of X. It has been shown that the universal L2-
torsion completely determines the Thurston norm of such manifolds [F1.17]. This leads
naturally to the following questions:

e Does the universal L?-torsion also characterize the fibered structure of an ad-
missible 3-manifold? If so, in what manner?

e Can this invariant be extended to fit into Gabai’s sutured manifold theory? If
s0, how does it change under sutured manifold decompositions?

This paper is devoted to answering these two questions.

To investigate the first question, we are motivated by the role of the leading coefficient
of the Alexander polynomial in detecting fiberedness. For any cohomology class ¢ €
H'(M;R) of an admissible 3-manifold M, we define a natural “leading term map”

Lyt Wh* (m (M)) — Wh* (w1 (M))
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on the weak Whitehead group of m1(M). For an admissible 3-manifold M that is not
a closed graph manifold without a non-positively curved (NPC) metric, we show that
a class ¢ € HY(M;R) \ {0} is fibered if and only if the universal L2-torsion of M has
trivial ¢-leading term.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose M is an admissible 3-manifold that is not a closed graph man-
ifold without an NPC metric. For any nonzero cohomology class ¢ € H'(M;R), the

class ¢ 1is fibered if and only if L¢7'152) (M) =1¢€ Wh"(m(M)).

As a consequence, Theorem 1.2 provides a clear description of the marking on the
L2-torsion polytope P (M) introduced in [Kie20] which determines the fibered structure
of M.

The solution to Theorem 1.2 in fact relies on the study of the other main ques-
tion, namely, extending the theory of universal L2-torsion to sutured 3-manifolds, an
object invented by Gabai [Gab&3, Gabg7] to describe 3-manifolds via cut-and-paste con-
structions. A sutured manifold (N, Ry, R_,~) is a compact oriented 3-manifold whose
boundary is partitioned into two oriented subsurfaces R4 and R_, meeting along their
common boundary . A key result of Herrmann [Her23] shows that a sutured manifold
(N,Ry,R_,~) is taut if and only if the pair (N, R, ) has trivial L?-Betti numbers (see

Theorem 5.6). This motivates the definition of the universal L?-torsion 752)(N ,Ry) for
a taut sutured manifold, which takes values in Wh" (71 (N)).

A sutured manifold can be decomposed along a nicely embedded surface S and the
resulting manifold is again a sutured manifold, we write

S
(N7 R+7R—77> ~ (Nl?RCHR/—’PY/)

for such a sutured decomposition. A sutured decomposition is called taut if the resulting
sutured manifold is taut.

The second main result of this paper describes how the universal L?-torsion behaves
under taut sutured decompositions. Specifically, its change is described by the leading
term map introduced earlier.

Theorem 1.3. Let (N, Ry, R_,7) 3 (N',R!,R_,%") be a taut sutured decomposition
and let ¢ € H'(N;7Z) be the Poincaré dual of the decomposition surface ¥, then

j*7-152) (va Rl—f—) = L(bT?SQ) (N> R+)
where j.: Wh* (w1 (N')) — Wh" (71 (N)) is induced by the inclusion j: N — N.

Furthermore, we show that the universal L?-torsion serves as the only obstruction to
the product structure on sutured manifolds. Indeed, a sutured manifold (N, Ry, R_,~)
may be viewed as a cobordism between two compact surfaces R+. When N is taut, the
inclusion map R, < N induces isomorphism on L2-homology, which can be considered
as an “L%-homology cobordism”. We prove that this cobordism is a trivial product if
and only if its universal L?-torsion is trivial.

Theorem 1.4. Let (N,R;,R_,v) be a taut sutured manifold such that both Ry and
R_ are non-empty. Then N is isomorphic to the product sutured manifold Ry x [0, 1]

if and only if 7" (N, Ry) = 1 € Wh* (1 (N)).

We further study the computation of the universal L?-torsions. It is natural to define
the universal L?-torsion of a continuous map f : X — Y, generalizing that of a space pair
(Y, X) (see Section 3). Motivated by many sutured 3-manifold examples (N, R} ) where
N is a 3-dimensional handlebody and Ry C 9N is a connected subsurface with boundary,
we are particularly interested in f: X — Y where X, Y are finite classifying spaces of
finitely generated free groups. In this setting, the universal L2-torsion of f is completely
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determined by the induced homomorphism ¢: 71 (X) — 71 (Y") on fundamental groups,
and we obtain the following explicit formula (see Theorem 6.2):

Theorem 1.5. Let f: X — Y be a continuous map where X andY are finite connected
classifying spaces of free groups. Let p: w1 (X) — m1(Y') be the induced homomorphism
on fundamental groups. Then:

mB(f) = [J,] € Wh* (1 (Y)) LU {0}

where J,, is the Fox Jacobian matriz of ¢ over Z[m(Y)], whose entries are the Fox
derivatives

&P(ﬂﬁi)
y;

(Jp)ij = €Zm(Y)], 1<i<n, 1<j<m

with respect to any chosen bases m(X) = (z1,...,xn), 11 (Y) = (Y1, -, Ym)-

We apply this formula to explicitly compute the universal L?-torsion of certain sutured
handlebodies. A key example is the sutured manifold S3\\X obtained by decomposing
the n-chain link complement along a minimal-genus Seifert surface ¥ (see Figure 1 and
Example 6.7). We show that

TSNS Sy) = [L+ 1+ + yn1] € Wh(mi(S*\5))

where {y1,...,yn—1} is a free generating set of m(S*\\X). Combining this with the
calculations of [BA22], we obtain the following formula for the classical L?-torsion:

(n— 1)%
TN n/e, as n — +oo.

n 2

@ (N5, ) =

Here, the left-hand side denotes the classical L?-torsion of the pair (S3\\X, £ ), obtained
from the universal L2-torsion via the Fuglede-Kadison determinant. Together with
results from [Dua25], this computation yields an infinite family of hyperbolic manifolds
for which the leading coefficient of the L?-Alexander torsion associated to a nonzero
class is greater than 1. This confirms the final remaining case of [BAFH22, Conjecture

e
U

Figure 1. The n-chain link and the minimal-genus Seifert surface X, where
n=4.

1.1. Motivations.
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1.1.1. Why universal L?-torsion. The torsion of an exact chain complex is an invariant
generalizing the notion of “determinant” in linear algebra. To apply this invariant to a
finite CW-complex X, one Yv\ish to extract an exact complex from the cellular chain com-
plex of the universal cover X. One way to do this is to extend the scalars from the group
ring Z[m(X)] to a commutative field. For 3-manifolds, this yields the Reidemeister—
Franz torsion and the (multi-variable) Alexander polynomials [Mil62, McMO02, FV1la],
via scalar extensions to C and to the field of rational functions Q(H;(X)/Tor), respec-
tively. However, this extension of scalars loses non-commutative information of the
fundamental group.

Whitehead torsion, introduced by J.H.C Whitehead, avoids this issue by retaining
the full group ring structure. It takes values in the Whitehead group Wh(m (X)) con-
sisting of invertible matrices over Z[m; (X )] modulo elementary relations [Mil66, Coh73].
However, the Whitehead torsion is only defined for pairs (X,Y’) where X deformation
retracts to Y. Also, it is too restrictive for a matrix to be invertible over Z[m;(X)]. In-
deed, it is a well-known conjecture that the Whitehead group of any torsion-free group
should vanish.

The universal L2-torsion (see Section 3 for definitions) emerges as a powerful and
widely applicable torsion invariant. Here are some of its advantages:

1. The universal L2-torsion is defined via the faithful regular representation of the fun-
damental group into its ¢?-space and captures its deep noncommutative information.

2. It applies to a broad class of spaces with vanishing L2-Betti numbers, including
mapping tori [Liic94], spaces with infinite amenable fundamental groups [CGS&6],
admissible 3-manifolds [[LL.95], and all odd-dimensional closed hyperbolic manifolds
[HS98] (see [Liic02] for further examples).

3. The weak Whitehead group Wh* (G) is often highly nontrivial. It supports interesting
homomorphisms such as the Fuglede-Kadison determinant and the polytope maps
[FL17].

Recently, the universal L?-torsion has been used to define group-theoretic Thurston
norms for wider classes of groups [FST17, FK18, HIK20, K524, Kud24]. The BNS-
invariant, which generalizes the notion of fiberedness from 3-manifold groups to arbi-
trary finitely generated groups, is also deeply connected to the universal L?-torsion, as
evidenced by recent work on two-generator one-relator groups [FST17, FT20, HK20],
free-by-cyclic groups [FIX18] and more general agrarian groups [[Kic20]. These studies
focus on the L2-torsion polytope derived from the universal L?-torsion and investigate
the existence of a marking on the polytope that determines the BNS-invariant.

A key novelty of our Theorem 1.2 is to provide a clear and direct description of the
fibered structure for 3-manifolds in terms of the universal L?-torsion itself. We expect
that our technique can be modified to study more groups as mentioned above.

1.1.2. Fiberedness and the leading term of torsions. It is well-known that if a class ¢ is
fibered, then its Alexander polynomial and twisted Alexander polynomial have trivial
leading coefficients [McMO02, GKMO05, FIK06]. While the converse does not hold in
general, Friedl and Vidussi [I'V11b] showed that the collection of all twisted Alexander
polynomials associated to ¢ does determine whether ¢ is fibered. This suggests that the
leading term of torsion invariants in fact carry enough information for the detection of
fiberedness.

Our main Theorem 1.2 is largely motivated by the study of L?-Alexander torsions.
For a cohomology class ¢ € H'(M;R), the L?-Alexander torsion of ¢ was introduced by
Dubois, Friedl and Liick [DFL16] as an L?-analogue of the classical Alexander polyno-
mial. Liu [[Liul7] established the existence of the leading coefficient C' (M, ¢) € [1, +00)
of the L2-Alexander torsion, and it is known that C(M, ¢) = 1 whenever ¢ is a fibered
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class. Conversely, it is not difficult to find examples that C'(M, ¢) = 1 while ¢ is non-
fibered. For example, take M to be any two-bridge knot complement and ¢ the canonical
class; the leading coefficient C(M, ¢) can be interpreted as the classical L2-torsion of
the guts I'(¢) [Dua25], which is a disjoint union of solid tori relative to an annulus on
its boundary [AZ22]. It is not hard to see (using Theorem 1.5) that each component
has universal L?-torsion of the form

th —1

=

} € Wh*(Z) = Q(t+)* /{£t" | n € Z},

while their classical L?-torsions are trivial since they are mapped to 1 by the Fuglede—
Kadison determinant

det./\/'m(M) : th(Z) — R+.

This observation suggests the need for a more refined invariant that is defined alge-
braically and does not rely on the Fuglede-Kadison determinant.
Accordingly, we consider the universal L?-torsion and introduce the leading term map

Lyt Wh* (m (M)) = Wh® (w1 (M))

which serves as an algebraic analogue of “taking leading coefficient” within the weak
Whitehead group. We refer to Section 4 for further details.

1.1.3. Analogy with sutured Floer homology. The Heegaard Floer homology, defined by
Ozsvath and Szabd [0S04] for closed 3-manifolds, was generalized by Juhész [Juh06] to
sutured Floer homology (SF H), an invariant for balanced sutured manifolds. In [Juh08]
the fundamental properties of SF'H are proved:

(1) If (M,~) is a taut balanced sutured manifold, then SFH(M,~) is non-trivial.
(2) If (M,~) ~ (M',7) is a sutured decomposition of balanced sutured manifolds,
then SFH(M',~") is a direct summand of SFH (M, ).
(3) A taut balanced sutured manifold (M,~) is a product sutured manifold if and
only if SFH(M,~) = Z.
We observe that analogous properties hold in the theory of universal L?-torsions. Specif-
ically, property (1) corresponds to Herrmann’s result (Theorem 5.6), while (2) and (3)
are reflected in Theorems 1.3-1.4, respectively.

Question 1.6. Is there a deeper comnection between sutured Floer homology and the
universal L?-torsion of a taut sutured manifold?

This question is particularly interesting because SF'H is defined in terms of holomor-
phic curves and is not directly related to the fundamental group, whereas the universal
L?-torsion is algebraic and computable from a presentation of the fundamental group.

Furthermore, Juhdsz [Juh10] showed that the rank of SF'H serves as a complexity
measure for sutured manifolds that decreases under non-trivial decompositions. This
motivates a parallel question in the L?-context:

Question 1.7. Can one define a natural complexity function on the weak Whitehead
group that decreases under the leading term map Lg?

1.2. Proof ingredients. The remaining part of the paper is divided into five sections.
We briefly discuss the contents of each.

1.2.1. Algebraic preliminaries. Section 2 reviews the basic notions of L?-theory, focus-
ing on three topics that play a central role in this paper: the Hilbert modules, the
Atiyah Conjecture and Linnell’s skew field, and K;-groups together with the Dieudonné
determinants.
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1.2.2. Universal L?>-torsion. In Section 3, we define the universal L?-torsion and discuss
its computation. Let X be a finite CW-complex whose fundamental group G is torsion-
free and satisfies the Atiyah Conjecture, the universal L?-torsion 7152) (X) is defined as
the torsion of the chain complex Dg Rza C'*()/(\ ) viewed as a complex of modules over
Linnell’s skew field D¢, and takes values in the Whitehead group Wh(Dg). Slightly
different from the original definition in [FL.17], where the universal L?-torsion lives in
the weak Whitehead group Wh*(G), our definition is more restrictive but is better
suited to algebraic manipulation. Importantly, the two definitions coincide when X is a
3-manifold, or more generally when G belongs to Linnell’s class C; see Section 3.1.1 for
a detailed discussion.

We further extend the definition of universal L?-torsion to CW-pairs and to continuous
mappings between finite CW-complexes via mapping cylinders. Several basic properties
are established. This generalization brings greater flexibility to the application of the
invariant.

Finally, we generalize Turaev’s matriz chain method [Tur0O1] for the direct compu-
tation of the universal L?-torsion of a chain complex. Informally, a chain complex is
acyclic if and only if we can extract a chain of invertible submatrices from the matri-
ces representing the boundary operators. The torsion is then given by the alternating
product of their determinants.

1.2.3. Leading term map, restriction map and polytope map. The content of Section 4
is mostly technical, focusing on the study of three important homomorphisms related
to Linnell’s skew field Dg.

Given any real character ¢: G — R and a nonzero element a = ) geG Mg 9 € 7.G,
the ¢-leading term of a is defined to be the sum of nonzero terms n, - g for which ¢(g)
is minimal. Using the crossed product structure of the skew field D¢, this extends to
the leading term map

Ly: DS — D
This is a homomorphism that induces homomorphisms on the Kj-group and the White-
head group of Dg. A key result (Theorem 4.13) concerning the leading term map says
that, roughly speaking, if A, B are square matrices over Dg such that the ¢-degree of
entries of B are strictly greater than those of A, then the ¢-leading term of the de-
terminant det(A + B) is independent of B. This intuitive result is surprisingly useful
throughout our paper.

The restriction map relates the weak Ki-group of G to that of its finite-index normal
subgroup L < G:

res¥: K1(Dg) — K1(Dy).
This is defined by interpreting an element z € K;(Dg) as an operator 7, : £2(L)G: 11 —
¢2(L)IG+ I and then taking the Dieudonné determinant. We prove that the leading term
map commutes with the restriction map (see Theorem 4.18).

Every element z € Dj may be viewed as being “supported” on a certain Newton
polytope in the real vector space H1(G;R). The polytope map

P: DY — Py(H)

formalizes this intuition, where H is the free abelianization of G and Pz(H) is the
Grothendieck group of the integral polytopes in R ®7 H under the Minkowski sum. It
is known that Pz(H) is a free abelian group possessing an explicit basis [Fun21]. The
polytope map is particularly useful for detecting nontrivial elements in D /[Dg, D] =
Ki(Dg).

At the end of Section 4.3 we prove the “if” direction of Theorem 1.2, namely Theorem
4.25. The idea is as follows: if a class ¢ € H*(M;R)\ {0} satisfies Ld,ﬂSQ)(M) =1, then
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this condition is preserved under any finite regular covering of M since the restriction
map commutes with the leading term map. By applying the polytope map, it follows
that ¢ is lifted to a top-dimensional Thurston cone in any such coverings. When M is
not a closed graph manifold without an NPC metric, Agol’s Virtual Fibering Theorem
(see [AF'W15] and references therein) asserts that ¢ can be lifted to a quasi-fibered class
in some regular finite coverings. A quasi-fibered class in a top-dimensional Thurston
cone must be a fibered class, hence ¢ can be lifted to a fibered class and is itself fibered.

1.2.4. Universal L?-torsion for taut sutured manifolds. In Section 5, we investigate the
universal L?-torsion for sutured 3-manifolds. In order to prove Theorem 1.3, namely
the decomposition formula for universal L?-torsion under taut sutured decompositions,
we first adopt the idea of Turaev’s algorithm [Tur02, BAFH22] to reduce to the case of
non-separating decomposition surfaces. Then we choose an explicit CW-structure under
which the chain complex of the decomposed manifold is exactly the “leading term” of
the chain complex of the original manifold. Taking their universal L?-torsions results in
the required formula. This idea is rigorously formulated in Theorem 5.15.

Once the decomposition formula is established, the “only if” direction of Theorem 1.2
follows easily, see Theorem 5.16.

A refined doubling trick (Lemma 5.18) enables us to convert a taut sutured manifold
into an admissible 3-manifold which is not a closed graph manifold. Combining this
trick with the fiberedness criterion for admissible 3-manifolds (Theorem 1.2) and the
decomposition formula (Theorem 1.3), we show that the universal L?-torsion detects
product sutured manifolds (Theorem 1.4).

1.2.5. Applications of the universal L?-torsion. Section 6 is devoted to group-theoretic
applications and some concrete computations of the universal L2-torsion. We begin
by defining this invariant for homomorphisms between finitely generated free groups.
Conjecturally this is the only obstruction for a homomorphism to be an isomorphism
(Conjecture 6.4).

An explicit computational formula is established in Theorem 6.2, which in partic-
ular proves Theorem 1.5. We apply this formula to sutured manifolds modeled on
3-dimensional handlebodies, leading to criteria for detecting whether such a sutured
manifold is taut or a product (Proposition 6.5). Explicit computations are carried out
for the family of sutured manifolds obtained from cutting up the n-chain link comple-
ment along a Seifert surface (Example 6.7).

1.3. Acknowledgments. The author is deeply grateful to his advisor Yi Liu for his
guidance and encouragement. He would also like to thank Dawid Kielak, Marco Linton,
Qiuyu Ren, Bin Sun and Xiaolei Wu for stimulating conversations. Special thanks go
to Ian Agol for his hospitality during the author’s visit to Berkeley, where part of this
work was carried out.

2. ALGEBRAIC PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper we adopt the following conventions: all groups are discrete,
rings are unital but not necessarily commutative, and modules are left-modules. Fields
with noncommutative multiplication are termed skew fields.

2.1. Hilbert modules. Let G be a group. Consider the following Hilbert space

EZ(G):{ch-g ’ cg € C, Z|cg\2<oo}

geG geqG
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with inner product
<ch‘9azdg 'g> = chdg-
geG geG geG

This Hilbert space admits natural left and right isometric G-actions by multiplication.
The group von Neumann algebra N'G is defined as the C-algebra of all bounded linear
operators of ¢2(G) that commutes with the left G-action. Every G-invariant closed
subspace V' of £2(G)" is called a Hilbert N'G-module and can be assigned the von-
Neumann dimension dimyg V which is a real number in [0, n].

Let UG be the set of all densely-defined, closed operators (possibly unbounded) on
/%(G) that commute with the left G-action. The composition and addition of two oper-
ators in UG are well-defined [LLiic02, Section 8.1], making UG a C-algebra and is called
the algebra of operators affiliated to NG. In particular, there are natural inclusions

LG C NG CcUG

where the integral group ring ZG embeds into /G by the right regular representation on
?%(G). Moreover, any m x n matrix A over ZG can be viewed as a G-invariant bounded
operator 74: £2(G)™ — £2(G)" defined by right multiplication.

Definition 2.1 (Weak isomorphism). A G-invariant bounded operator f: ¢2(G)™ —
2(G)™ is called a weak isomorphism if f is injective with dense image. Note that if f
is a weak isomorphism then m and n must be equal. A square matrix A over ZG is
called a weak isomorphism if the G-invariant bounded operator r4: £2(G)™ — (?(G)"
is a weak isomorphism.

2.2. Atiyah Conjecture and Linnell’s skew field.

Definition 2.2 (Atiyah Conjecture). A torsion-free group G is said to satisfy the Atiyah
Congjecture if for any matrix A over ZG the von Neumann dimension of ker(r4) is an
integer.

The Atiyah Conjecture has been verified for a large class of groups (c.f. [Kie20,
Theorem 4.2]). We mark the following important class of groups given by Linnell, which
is large enough to include all 3-manifold groups.

Theorem 2.3 ([Lin93]). Let C be the smallest class of groups which contains all free
groups and is closed under directed unions and extensions by elementary amenable
groups. Then any torsion-free group in C satisfies the Atiyah Conjecture.

Theorem 2.4 ([XL.24, Theorem 1.4]). The fundamental group of any connected 3-
manifold lies in C.

An alternative algebraic characterization of the Atiyah Conjecture is given by the
division closure of ZG in UG.

Definition 2.5 (Division closure). Let R be a subring of a ring S. The division closure
of R in S is the smallest subring of S containing R that is closed under taking inverses
in S; that is, any element of this subring which is invertible in S has its inverse also in
the subring. For a group G, we denote by D¢ the division closure of ZG in UG.

Theorem 2.6 ([L.in93]). A torsion-free group G satisfies the Atiyah Conjecture if and
only if Dg is a skew field.

Therefore, for a torsion-free group G satistying the Atiyah Conjecture, the ring Dg
is a skew field called the Linnell’s skew field. The following Proposition 2.7 summarizes
useful functorial properties of this construction.
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Proposition 2.7 ([[Kie20, Proposition 4.6]). Let G be a torsion-free group satisfying the
Atiyah Conjecture. Then the following hold.
(1) Ewvery automorphism of the group G extends to an automorphism of Dg.
(2) If K is a subgroup of G, then K also satisfies the Atiyah Conjecture. Moreover,
the natural embedding ZK — ZG extends to an embedding Di — Dg.

2.3. The Ki-group and Dieudonné determinant. Let F be a skew field. For any
positive integer n let GL(n,F) be the group of invertible (n x n)-matrices over F. By
identifying each M € GL(n,F) with the block matrix

(M 0
0 1
we obtain a natural chain of inclusions

GL(1,F) Cc GL(2,F) C ---.

The direct union GL(F) = U,»; GL(n, R) is called the infinite general linear group
over F. A classical result of Whitehead (see e.g. [Mil66]) states that the commuta-

tor subgroup [GL(F), GL(F)] coincides with the subgroup generated by all elementary
matrices in GL(F).

) € GL(n+1,F),

Definition 2.8 ([Die43, Ros95]). The Dieudonné determinant is the unique map
det: GL(F) — F*/[F*, F*]
satisfying the following properties (a)—(c):

(a) The determinant is invariant under left elementary row operations. That is, if
A € GL(F) and A’ is obtained from A by adding a left multiple of a row to
another row, then det A = det A’.

(b) If A € GL(F), and A’ is obtained from A by left multiplying one of the rows by
a € F*, then det A = [a] - det A’ where [a] is the image of a in F*/[F*, F*].

(¢) The determinant of the identity matrix is [1].

The determinant also has the following additional properties (d)—(e).

(d) If A, B € GL(n, F), then det(AB) = det A - det B.

(e) If A € GL(F) and A’ is obtained from A by interchanging two of its rows, then
det A’ = [—1] - det A.

(f) Suppose F is equipped with an involution. Then the determinant is compatible
with the involution transpose, that is det(A*) = (det A)*.

Remark 2.9. The Dieudonné determinant is not invariant under the usual matrix
transpose. For example, consider Linnell’s skew field D of the free group F = (x,y).

Ihen “le matrix
( )

has Dieudonné determinant det(A4) = [yz — xy], while AT = (x

xy) is not even
1y

invertible.

The Dieudonné determinant factors through the abelianization of GL(F), and the
induced homomorphism is in fact an isomorphism.

Lemma 2.10 ([Ros95, Corollary 2.2.6]). For any skew field F, the Dieudonné determi-
nant induces a group isomorphism

GL(F)/[GL(F), GL(F)] = F* /[F*,F*].
The inverse map sends the class of a € F* to the class of the (1 x 1)-matriz (a).
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Definition 2.11 (K;(F) and %1(.7-")) The Ki-group of F is defined as
Ki(F) = F*/[F*, F~].
The reduced Ky-group K, (F) is the quotient of K1 (F) by the subgroup {[%1]}.

We now specialize these definitions to Linnell’s skew field D¢g, where G is a torsion-
free group satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture. In this context, we introduce the following
Whitehead group:

Definition 2.12 (Wh(D¢)). The Whitehead group of D¢ is defined as the quotient of
K1(Dg) by the subgroup generated by the classes [tg] for g € G:

Wh(Dg) := K1(Da)/([£g] | g € G).

Definition 2.13. In the following we will frequently consider determinants and their
images in the quotient groups Ki(D¢g) and Wh(Dg). We therefore define the homomor-
phisms

det,: GL(Dg) — K1(Dg), detyw: GL(Dg) — Wh(Dg)

to be the compositions of the Dieudonné determinant with the respective quotient maps,
so that the following diagram commutes.

GL(D¢)

y ldetrwz

D¢/ID¢. D] == Ki(Dg) —— Ki1(Dg) —— Wh(Dg)

3. UNIVERSAL L2-TORSION

Let G be a torsion-free group satisfying the Atiyah conjecture and let D be the Lin-
nell’s skew field. The universal L2-torsion defined in this section takes values in K1 (Dg)
for ZG-chain complexes, and in Wh(D¢) for finite CW-complexes with fundamental
group G. Although our definition is more restrictive than the original one given in
[FL17], the two definitions coincide when G is a 3-manifold group. A detailed discussion
of the relationship between the two is provided in Section 3.1.1.

3.1. Universal L?-torsion of chain complexes. A chain complex C, is called a finite
based free Z.G-chain complex if there exists n > 0 such that

Ci=0—-C,— = CL— Cy—0),

where each C} is a finitely generated free (left) ZG-module equipped with a preferred
unordered free ZG-basis, and the boundary operators are ZG-linear maps.

Definition 3.1. A finite based free ZG-chain complex C, is said to be L?-acyclic if the

chain complex 2(G) ®zq C, is weakly exact, i.e. the image im 8,2221 is dense in ker 8,(62)

for all k, where 8.7 : (2(G) ©z6 Cr, — (2(G) ®z¢ Ci_1 is the boundary operator.

We will not work with those analytic-flavored definitions but prefer the more algebraic-
flavored ones given by the following Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.2 ([FL17, Lemma 2.21]). A square matriz over ZG is a weak isomorphism
if and only if it is invertible over Dg. A finite based free ZG-chain complex Cy is L?-
acyclic if and only if the chain compler Do ®za Cyx is exact as a chain complezx of left
De-modules.
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It is a classical topic to define the torsion of an exact chain complex of free modules,
see for example [Mil66, Coh73, Tur01]. Our situation is particularly nice since D¢ is a
skew field and any module over a skew field is free. We follow the definitions given in
[Tur01, Section 3.

Definition 3.3. Suppose V is a finitely generated Dg-module with dim V' = k. For any
two (unordered) bases b = {by,...,b;} and ¢ = {cy,...,cx}, we have

k
bi:Zaijcj, ’izl,...,k,
j=1

where the transition matrix (a;j); j=1,.% is a non-degenerate (k x k)-matrix over Dg.

Define [b/c| to be the determinant det,(a;;) € K1(Dg). This definition is independent
of the ordering of the elements in b and c.

Definition 3.4 (Universal L2-torsion of chain complexes). Let Cy be a finite based
ZG-chain complex of length n that is L2-acyclic. For each i, let ¢; be the preferred basis
of the free Dg-module Dg Rz C; and let 9; be the boundary homomorphism. Choose a
basis b; for the free Dg-module B; := im 0;. Then b; and b;_1 combines to form a basis
bibi_1 of Dg @z C;. The universal L?-torsion of C, is defined as

7P(CL) = H[bz‘bi—l/ci](_l)iH € Ki(Dg).
i=0

This value is independent of the choice of the bases b;.

An exact sequence 0 — M 5 M N My — 0 of based free ZG-modules is called
based exact, if i(bg) C by and p maps by \ i(by) bijectively to by, where b; is the preferred
basis of M; for i = 0,1,2. Similarly, an exact sequence 0 — C, — D, — E, — 0 of
finite based free ZG-chain complex is called based exact if in each degree k the sequence

0—-C,—D,— E.—0
is based exact. The following basic property can be found in [Tur01, Theorem 3.4].

Proposition 3.5. The universal L?-torsion satisfies the following properties.

(1) For any L?-acyclic finite based free ZG-chain complex
C.=(0—C 3 Cy—0)

where A is a square matriz over ZG, we have 7'152)(0*) = det,(A)7! € K (Dg).
(2) Suppose 0 — C, — Cyx — C! — 0 is a based exact sequence of finite based free
Z.G-chain complezes. If C. and C" are L*-acyclic then so is C, and

r2(C,) =720l - 7 (CY) € K1(Dg).

Definition 3.6 (Dual ZG-modules). Recall that ZG is a ring with an involution z +— z*
which sends > ng - g to > ng - g~ '. For any left ZG-module A, its dual module A* is
defined to be Homyg (A, ZG), considered as a left ZG-module as follows: for each x € ZG
and f € A*, the map zf: A — ZG is given by (zf)(y) = f(y) - z*, Yy € A.

If A is a free ZG-module with basis a;, then A* is also free and admits a dual basis a;.
Moreover, if f: A — B is a ZG-linear map between based free ZG-modules represented
by a matrix P with respect to the given bases, then the dual map f*: B* — A* is
represented by the matrix P*, the involution transpose of P.
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The involution on ZG is compatible with taking adjoint in UG. Since Dg is the
division closure of ZG in UG, and the set Dg N (Dg)* forms an inversion-closed subring
containing ZG, it follows that Linnell’s skew field D¢ is itself closed under taking adjoint.
Therefore Dg admits a canonical involution extending that of ZG. This involution
extends to the Kj-group and the Whitehead group of Dg. The following Proposition
3.7 is a classic property of torsion invariants and can be proved as in [Mil62].

Proposition 3.7. If C, = (0 —» C,, — -+ = Cy — 0) is a finite based free ZG-chain
complex which is L*-acyclic. Then the dual chain complex C* is L?-acyclic and

(#2(C") =P (C)V"T € Ki(De).

3.1.1. Comparing Friedl-Liick’s definition. Our Definition 3.4 of the universal L?-torsion
slightly differs from that of [F1.17]. We first recall the definition of the weak Kj-groups
introduced by [FL.17], which is an abelian group analogous to the classical Kj-group,
but rather than requiring the matrices over ZG to be invertible, we only require that
they are weak isomorphisms (recall Definition 2.1).

Definition 3.8 (K}"(ZG), IA(/}“(ZG) and Wh"(G)). Suppose G is any group. The weak
K -group K{’(Z@G) is defined in terms of generators and relations as follows. Generators
[A] are given by square matrices A over ZG such that A is a weak isomorphism. There
are two sets of relations:
(i) If A, B are square matrices over ZG of the same size such that A, B are weak
isomorphisms, then
[AB] = [A4] - [B].
(ii) If A, B are square matrices over ZG of size n and m, respectively. Suppose A, B
are weak isomorphisms and let C' be any matrix over ZG of size n x m. Then

Ké g”:[A}-[B]:[B]-[A].

The reduced weak Ki-group IN({”(ZG) is defined to be the quotient of Kj’(ZG) by the
subgroup {[1],[—1]}. The weak Whitehead group Wh*(G) is defined to be the quotient
of K{"(ZG) by the subgroup {[£g] | g € G}.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose G is a torsion-free group which satisfies the Atiyah Conjec-
ture. Then the following holds:

(1) There are natural homomorphisms
iq: K'(ZG) = Ki1(Dg), iq: K¥(ZG) — K1(Dg), i%: Wh*(G) — Wh(Dg).

(2) If G falls into the Linnell’s class C (recall Theorem 2.3), then the three homomor-
phisms above are all isomorphisms.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, a square matrix A over Z(G is a weak isomorphism if and only
if it is invertible over Dg. The homomorphisms in (1) are given by viewing a weak
isomorphism A over ZG as an invertible matrix over Dg. (2) is the content of [LL17]. O

For any group G and any L2-acyclic finite based ZG-chain complex C,, the universal

L2-torsion pq(?) (C4) defined in [F1.17] takes values in K "(Z@G). Proposition 3.5 holds true

for p(u2) and moreover it characterizes the universal property of pf) (in fact, in [FL17]

the torsion ,ﬁ?’(o — C 4 Cp — 0) is defined to be [A] € K}“(ZG), rather than the
inverse [A™1]). Therefore when G is torsion-free and satisfies the Atiyah Conjecture, the
universal L2-torsion 7152)(0*) defined in the present paper is the image of (—p&z)(C*))
under the natural map

iq: K¥(ZG) = K1(Dg).
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If furthermore G lies in Linnell’s class C then i¢ is a canonical isomorphism by Propo-
sition 3.9, and the definitions of 7752) and pq(f) are equivalent. In particular, this includes

all 3-manifold groups by Theorem 2.4.

Remark 3.10. In the literature, the torsion of a chain complex is defined under two
major conventions. Consider the based exact chain complex

C,.=(0—C1 3 Cy—0).
The first convention p, commonly used for analytic torsions, typically defines p(Cy) as
det A, viewing the torsion as an element of an additive group [Mil66, RS71, Coh73,
Liic02, FL17, Liic18]. The second convention 7, common in topological contexts such as
the theory of Alexander polynomials, defines 7(C,) to be (det A)~! and treats the torsion
as an element of a multiplicative group [Mil62, Kit96, Tur0l, FVI1la, DFL16, Liul7].
Our paper follows the latter convention.

3.2. Universal L?-torsion of CW-complexes. Let X be a connected finite CW-
complex with torsion-free fundamental group G satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture and
let Y C X be a subcomplex. Let p: X — X be the universal covering of X and
Y = p~1(Y) be the preimage. Then X admits the induced CW-structure and Y is a
subcomplex of X.

The natural left G-action on X gives rise to the left ZG-module structure on the
cellular chain complex C’*()A( , ?) By choosing a lift & for each cell o in X\ Y, C, ()A( , ?)
becomes a finite based free ZG-chain complex. The following definition is independent
of the choice of lifts.

Definition 3.11 (Universal L?-torsion of CW-complexes). Let X be a finite connected
CW-complex with fundamental group G and let Y be a subcomplex of X. The pair
(X,Y) is called L2-acyclic if the finite based free ZG-chain complex C.(X,Y) is L?-
acyclic (c.f. Lemma 3.2). The universal L?-torsion

72 (X,Y) € Wh(Dg) L {0}

is defined as follows: if (X,Y) is L%-acyclic, define 72 (X,Y) to be the image of
7'52)(0* (X,Y)) under the quotient map K1(Dg) — Wh(Dg). Otherwise, define 7 (X,Y)
to be zero.

When X is not necessarily connected, we say the pair (X,Y) is L?-acyclic if for every
component X; € mo(X) the pair (X;, X;NY) is L2-acyclic. Moreover, if the fundamental
group 71(X;) of each component is torsion-free satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture, we
define

Wh(Dyy(x)) := @ Wh(Dy, (x,));
X»;Eﬂ'o(X)
and set
TA(XY) = (X, Xi N Y) xemox) € Wh(Drrx))-
If (X;, X; NY) is not L2-acyclic for some 4, we define 7'752)(X, Y) :=0.

Now let (X,Y) and (X', Y”) be finite CW-pairs. A CW-mapping f: (X,Y) — (X', Y)
is called my-injective if the restriction of f to each component of X induces an injection
on fundamental groups. In this case, there is an induced homomorphism

Ly : Wh(DH(X)) L {O} — Wh(DH(X/)> L {0},
and we define the pushforward of the universal L?-torsion

£7(X,Y) € Wh(Dpyxn) U {0}
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as the image of 7'122) (X,Y) under f.. By definition f*n(F) (X,Y) = 0 if and only if
(X, v)=0.

Theorem 3.12. We record the fundamental properties of the universal L?-torsion.

(1) (Simple-homotopy invariance) Let f: (X, Xo) — (Y,Yy) be a continuous map
of finite CW-pairs such that f: X — Y and f|x,: Xo — Yo are both simple-
homotopy equivalences. Then

H Y, 0) = LA (X, Xo)

(2) (Sum formula) Let (U, V) = (X,C)U(Y, D) where (X,C), (Y,D) and (XNY,CN

D) are L?-acyclic sub-pairs that embeds m1-injectively into (U, V), then
T, V) = (11)«7P (X, 0) - (12)7P (Y, D) - (13)o7P(X NY,C N D)~}

where 11, Lo, L3 are the inclusions of (X,C), (Y, D), and (XNY,CND) into (U, V),
respectively.

(3) (Induction) Let f: (Xo,Yy) C (X,Y) be a mi-injective inclusion. Let X be the
universal cover of X and let )?0,?0 be the preimage of Xo, Yy in X. Then

72 (Cu(X0,%0)) = 7P (X0, Vo).
(4) (Restriction) Let X be a connected finite CW-complez with m1(X) = G, and let X

be a connected finite degree regqular covering of X with m1(X) = H < G. Denote
by res$: Wh(Dg) U {0} — Wh(Dy) U {0} the restriction homomorphism (to be
discussed in details in Section 4.4). For a subcomplex Y C X with preimage
Y C X, we have

TA(X,)Y) = res§ 72 (X,Y).

Proof. Property (1) will be proved in Remark 3.18 after introducing the universal L2-
torsion for mappings. Properties (2)—(4) are natural generalization of [F1.17, Theorem
3.5] to CW-pairs and the proof carry over without essential changes to the relative
cases. (]

3.3. Universal L’-torsion of mappings.

Definition 3.13 (Universal L?-torsion of mappings). Let f: Y — X be a cellular map
between finite CW-complexes. The mapping cylinder of f is a finite CW-complex
My := (Y xI)UuX)/~, where (y,0) ~ f(y) forally € Y.

We identify Y with the subcomplex Y x {1} of Mj. If the fundamental group of X
is torsion-free satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture, then the universal L*-torsion of the
mapping f is defined as

7P (f) = wr{ (M, Y) € Wh(Dyx)) U {0}
where +: My — X is the canonical deformation retraction.

Definition 3.14 (L?-homology equivalence). A map f: Y — X is called an L2-homology

equivalence if quz)( f) # 0, or equivalently (My,Y) is L-acyclic.

Proposition 3.15. Suppose the spaces X,Y,Z are finite CW-complexes whose funda-
mental groups are torsion-free satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture.

(1) If (X,Y) is a CW-pair and f: Y — X is the inclusion map. Then
P(X,Y) =72(f).

(2) If f,g: X — Z are homotopic cellular maps. Then 7'152)(f) = 7'752)(9).
(3) If f: X — Z is a simple-homotopy equivalence, then 7'152)(]“ =1.
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(4) If either one of f: X — Y and g: Y — Z is an L*-homology equivalence. Suppose
g 1s my-injective. Then

D (go f) = grP(f) - 7P(9).

Proof. Following [Coh73], we write K ~ L if two finite CW-complexes K and L are
related by a finite sequence of elementary collapses or expansions. If there is a common
subcomplex K that remains unchanged during the process, we write K ~ L rel Kgy. In

this case, we have 7‘52) (K, Ky) = L*n(Lz)(L, Ky) where ¢: L — K is the natural homotopy
equivalence.

We now prove the proposition part by part:

For (1), there are elementary expansions My ~ X x I and elementary collapses
X x I ~ X x {1}, both relative to Y =Y x {1} [Coh73, (5.1B)]. Let ¢: My — X be

the deformation retract, then 7'52)(]0) = 1 )(Mf, Y)= 2 )(X, Y).

For (2), if f,g: X — Z are homotopic cellular maps, then My ~ My rel X [CohT73,
(5.5)], which implies 742 (f) = 742 ().

For (3),if f: X — Z is a simple-homotopy equivalence then M; ~ X rel X [CohT73,
(5.8)] and 7.2 (f) = 1.

For the proof of (4) we need the following “L2-excision” property:
Lemma 3.16 (Excision). Let K, L be subcomplexes of the complex K UL and let M =
KnNL. If the inclusioni: K — KUL is 71 -injective. Then 72 (KUL,L) = i*n?)(K, M).
Proof. As in [Coh73, (20.3)], we may assume that L and K U L are connected. Let

K U L be the universal covering of K U L and let E, K and M be the preimages of L,
K and M under the covering, respectively. There is an isomorphism of chain complexes

C(KUL,L) = C.(K, M), so t2(K UL, L) = 12(Cu(E, M)) = il (K, M) where
the second equality follows from the induction property (Theorem 3.12). O

We now complete the proof of Proposition 3.15(4). Let M be the union of My and
M, along the identity map on Y. Then M ~ My¢ rel X U Z by [Coh73, (5.6)]. There
is a diagram commutative up to homotopy:

X Y Z x 1oy 2,z
A A

iXJ/ A ny/ T

M; M, <2 M

Iy ~_

where iy, 41,42 are mi-injective inclusions and ¢,tf,¢, are the canonical deformation
retracts.

By Excision, 7'52)(M, My) = (ig)*7152)(Mg,Y). Since at least one of (My, X) and
(M,,Y) is L?-acyclic, the short exact sequence

0—>C(Mf, )—>C(M X)—>C(M Mf)—>0

implies that 7" (M, X) = 752 (M, My) - (i1).7s> (M, X). Therefore
mP(go f) = (2)(M X)

= L*(( 2)«7 (M, Y) - (i1)o7? (M, X))

(Lg)*n(f (M Y) - gu(ep)eri? (M, X)

2)(9) GxTy (f)
This completes the proof. O
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The identity 7-152) (gof) = g*n(;) (f) '7'1(‘2) (g) is called the multiplicativity of the universal
L?-torsion. The conditions that either f or ¢ is an L?>-homology equivalences and ¢ is
mi-injective are in general necessary. But when one of the maps is a simple homotopy
equivalence, the conditions can be relaxed as follows.

Lemma 3.17. Let X,Y, Z, W be finite CW-complexes and consider the chain of maps
X i> v zMhw Suppose g: Y — Z is a simple homotopy equivalence. Then

1) 7o f) = gms2(f), and
(2) 72 (hog) =P (h).

Proof. (1) follows directly from Proposition 3.15(3), (4).

For (2), let M be the union of M, and M) along the identity map on Z. Then
M ~ Mpog rel Y UW. The Excision Lemma 3.16 applied to ¢: My C M shows that
7'152)(M ,My) = i*n(f) (Mp,, Z). Since g is a simple homotopy equivalence, we have M, ~
Y rel Z. Let : M — W be the deformation retract. Then

TP (hog) = tr P (M,Y) = 1ar P (M, M) = (v00),7) (My, Z) = 72 (h),
completing the proof. O

Remark 3.18. As a corollary of Lemma 3.17, we prove the simple-homotopy invariance
stated in Theorem 3.12. Let f: (X, Xy) — (Y, Yp) be a mapping of CW-pairs such that
f: X =Y and f|x,: Xo — Y) are simple-homotopy equivalences. Then we have the
following commutative diagram

X, 1 vq

iXJ/ &y
x Ly

and
Fr(X, Xo) = foriP(ix) = TP (foix) = 72 (iy o fo) = 7P (iv) = TP (Y, Vo).

3.4. Universal L2-torsion of manifolds. We now define the universal L?-torsion for
smooth manifold pairs. Recall that a smooth triangulation of a smooth manifold M is
a homeomorphism from a simplicial complex to M that is smooth on each simplex.

Definition 3.19 (Universal L2-torsion of manifold pairs). Let M be a compact, smooth
manifold, possibly with boundary, and let N be a compact, smooth submanifold of M.
Suppose M admits a smooth triangulation X in which N is a subcomplex Y. Then we

define 7152)(M, N) = 7 (X,Y).
In fact, this is a special case of the following:

Definition 3.20 (Universal L2-torsion of mappings between manifolds). Let f: N — M
be a continuous mapping between compact smooth manifolds (possibly with boundaries).
Choose smooth triangulations of M, N and let g be a simplicial approximation of f. The
universal L?-torsion of f is defined as

T2 (f) =7 (9) € Wh(Dpary) L {0}

It follows from Lemma 3.17 that 7‘52) (f) is independent of the choice of triangulations
on M, N, since any two such triangulations have a common subdivision and are simple
homotopy equivalent as CW-complexes [Whi40]. The definition is also independent of
the simplicial approximation g by homotopy invariance. In particular, if N C M is a

smooth submanifold with f the inclusion map, then 7'1(‘2)( f) = 7'152)(M ,IN).
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3.5. Methods for computations. We now present the matriz chain method for com-
puting the universal L2-torsion of a chain complex (c.f. [Tur01, Theorem 2.2]).

Let C, = (0 — C,, = -+ = Cy — Cp — 0) be a finite based free ZG-chain complex
and let 0;: C; — C;_1 be the boundary operator. Suppose d; := rankzqg C; is the rank
of the free module C;. Then 9; is given by a matrix

Ai = (ajy)j=1,..a; , aj €ZG.
k=1,...,d;_1
Definition 3.21. A matriz chain for Cy is a collection of finite sets A = {Zy,...,Z,}
where Z; C {1,...,d;} and Z,, = (). Let B; be the submatrix of A; formed by the entries
aé-k with j ¢ Z; and k € Z;_1. Then {B;} are called the matrices associated to the matriz
chain.

A matrix chain is called non-degenerate if each associated matrix B; is a square matrix

invertible over Dg.

Theorem 3.22. A finite based free ZG-chain complex Cy is L*-acyclic if and only if
there exists a non-degenerate matriz chain A = {Zy,...,I,} for Cs. If this happens,
then

73(Cy) = [ dete(B) V" € K1(Dg)
=1

where B; are the matrices associated to the matrix chain.

The proof is a generalization of the idea of [DFL16, Lemma 3.1] to larger chain
complexes and is well-known to experts. We give a sketched proof here.

Proof Sketch. Suppose C, is L2-acyclic. Then A, is injective over D¢ and there is a (d,, x
dy)-submatrix B,, of A, such that B, is invertible over Dg. Let Z,,_1 C {1,...,d,—1}
be the set of indices of the columns of B,. Write C,,_; = C},_; ® C//_, where C/_;
corresponds to Z,—; and C//_; corresponds to the remaining indices. The boundary
map Ap_1: Cp—1 — Cp—2 vanishes on C/_, yielding the following commuting diagram
with exact rows and columns:

Repeating this procedure for the vertical exact sequence on the right eventually yields
matrices By, ..., By that form a non-degenerate matrix chain for C,.

Conversely, suppose A = {Zy,...,Z,} is a non-degenerate matrix chain for C,. De-
compose Cp,_1 = C),_, &CJ/_,, yielding the the commutative diagram as above. Denote
the vertical chain complexes as:

Cl=0—>Cy 250 | 500,

A//
Cr =000 oL, o Moy o).

n—1
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Then {Zy,...,Z,—1} is a non-degenerate matrix chain for C] and we have the short
exact sequence of based Z(G-chain complex

0—C.,— C,— C!—0.

By induction on n we may assume that C” is L?-acyclic with
e = H det,(B;) V" € K1 (D).
Then by Proposition 3.5,

7152) (C*) = 7_(2) (Ci{< C// H det _1 E ﬁl (DG)

u

O

Proposition 3.23. We compute the universal L?-torsion for the following manifold
Pairs.

(1) Let N be a compact smooth manifold whose fundamental group is torsion-free
satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture. Then for any s € [0,1],

(N x I, N x {s}) = 1 € Wh(Dpyn).
(2) Let St be the circle with fundamental group 71 (S') = (t). Then

"

2(8Y) = [t —1]"" € Wh(Dg).
(3) Let T? be the torus. Then
m(T?) = 1 € Wh(Dy).

Proof. For (1), let f: Nx{s} — N xI be the inclusion map, then f is a simple-homotopy
equivalence and 7'152)(N x I,N x {s}) = 2 )(f) = 1 by Proposition 3.15.

For (2), consider the standard CW-structure on S! with one O-cell p and one 1-cell
e. After choosing appropriate lifts p and é, the cellular chain complex of the universal
cover is

C.(8") = (0= z[*] - &) 2 2[5 - () — 0)
and hence 7'1(02)(51) =[t—1] .

For (3), consider the standard CW-structure for 72 given by identifying opposite sides
of a square. Let p be the O-cell, e;, es the 1-cells and o the 2-cell. The boundary of o
is the loop 616261_162_1. If ey, e5 represents generators tq,ts € m (T2) respectively, then
with appropriate lifts we obtain the chain complex C’*(f 2):

t1 —1
o to —1

Ity t—1) A
Z[tli)t;] : <61762> E— Z[tlivtét] ’ <p> — 0.

0 — Z[t, t5] - (6)

A matrix chain is given by By = (1 — t2) and By = (t2 — 1), hence 72 (T?) =1 —t3] -
[ta —1]7' = 1. a
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4. LEADING TERM MAP, RESTRICTION MAP AND POLYTOPE MAP

Let G be a torsion-free group satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture. We will define the
leading term map Ly : Dg — D¢ associated to a character ¢ € H'(G;R). The main
objectives of this section are to establish two key results: Theorem 4.13, which relates
the leading term map to the Dieudonné determinant, and Theorem 4.18, which shows
that the leading term map commutes with the restriction map. We conclude the section
by proving the “if” direction of Theorem 1.2 using the polytope maps (stated as Theorem
4.25).

4.1. Ore localization.

Definition 4.1 (Ore localization). Let R be a ring and let S C R be a multiplicatively
closed subset. The pair (R, S) satisfies the (right) Ore condition if the following two
conditions hold:

(1) for any (r,s) € R x S there exists (/,s") € R x S such that rs’ = sr’, and

(2) for any (r,s) € R x S with sr =0, there is t € S with vt = 0.

If (R, S) satisfies the Ore condition, define an equivalence relation on R x S by
(r,s) ~ (rz,sx) whenever x € R and sx € S.

The quotient set R x S/ ~ is denoted by RS~!. Define a ring structure on RS~! as
follows. Given two representatives (r, s), (r’,s’) € RS~ choose ¢c € R, d € S such that
sc = s'd € S and define addition by

(r,s)+ (r',8) = (re+r'd, sc).
Similarly, choose ¢ € R, f € S with se = 7'f and define

(r,s)-(r',8") = (re,s'f).
The resulting ring RS~ is called the Ore localization of R at S.

Intuitively, a pair (r,s) € RS™! is viewed as a formal fraction rs~!. The first Ore
condition can be understood as that any “left fraction” s~'r can be rewritten as a “right
fraction” 7'(s’)~! such that rs’ = sr’. The second condition is automatically satisfied if
S contains no zero divisors. In this paper, we will only need Ore localizations of this
simple type:

Lemma 4.2 ([Coh95, Corollary 1.3.3]). Let R be an integral domain and R* the set of
nonzero elements. Then (R, R*) satisfies the Ore condition if and only if aRNbR # {0}
for all nonzero a,b € R. In this case, the Ore localization of R at R* is a skew field K
and the natural homomorphism A: R — K s an embedding.

Definition 4.3. An integral domain R satisfying the equivalent conditions in Lemma
4.2 is called an Ore domain. The skew field K is called the field of fractions of R.

4.2. Crossed products. Assume that G is a torsion-free group which satisfies the
Atiyah conjecture. Consider a short exact sequence of groups

15K -G5S H-—1.

Then K is also torsion-free and satisfies the Atiyah Conjecture by Proposition 2.7.
Denote by D and Dg the Linnell’s skew fields of K and G, respectively.

Choose a set-theoretic section s: H — G such that vos = idy. Consider the following
subset of Dg:

Dy *s H := { Z xp - s(h) € Dg | o, € Dk, xp = 0 for all but finitely many h € H}

heH
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This set contains the zero element 0, the identity element 1 = s(15)~! - s(1p), and is
closed under addition. Moreover, it is closed under multiplication, since

(o) (3 s)

heH heH

= > - s(h) -y, - s(ho)
hl,hQEH

= Y ans(h)ynys(hn) " - s(ha)s(ha)s(hiha) ™! -s(hiha).
hy,ha€H €Dk €K

Recall that the group automorphism of K given by conjugation by s(hi) extends to an
automorphism of Dg by Proposition 2.7. It follows that Dg *; H is a subring of the
skew field Dg.

Proposition 4.4. With notations as above, we have the following properties.
(1) An element ), xp-s(h) of D *s H is zero if and only if x,, = 0 for all h € H.
(2) Given another section s': H — G, then

S an-s(h) =3y s (h)

heH heH
if and only if yn = xps(h)s'(h)~! for all h € H.

Proof. The first statement is a consequence of [Liic02, Lemma 10.57]. The second state-
ment follows from the previous one. O

As a corollary, the subring Dy *s H C D¢ is independent of the choice of the section
s. We call this subring the crossed product of D and H, denoted by Dg x H. Clearly
Dk * H is an integral domain since it embeds into the skew field Dg.

In some cases, the relation between Dg and its subring Dk * H is particularly simple.

Proposition 4.5. Let 1 - K — G — H — 1 be a group extension.
(1) If H is finite, then Dg = Dk * H.
(2) If H is virtually a finitely generated abelian group, then the integral domain Dy H
is an Ore domain whose field of fractions is Dg.

Proof. These statements are Lemmas 10.59 and 10.69 of [L.iic02], respectively. U

4.3. The leading term map. Assume further that G is finitely generated and consider
the short exact sequence

15> K— G5 Hi(G)y — 1.
where v: G — Hi(G)y is the natural quotient map to the free abelian part of the
first homology group Hi(G)s. Fix a set-theoretic section s: H1(G)s — G and let ¢ €
H'(G;R) be a real cohomology class.

Definition 4.6. For any nonzero element u € (Dg * Hi(G)¢)*, write

U = Z xh‘s(h)EDK*Hl(G)f.
heH;(G)y

xp, # 0}, which is independent

The support of u is the finite set supp(u) := {h € Hi(G)y |
) to be the minimal value of ¢(h)

of the choice of section by Proposition 4.4. Define d4(u
for all h € supp(u). Define

Lo(u):= > ap-s(h).
hesupp(u),
B(h)=04(2)
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X

This element is nonzero and belongs to (Dx * Hi(G)f)*.

Lemma 4.7. The definitions of 4(u) and Lg(u) are independent of the choice of section.
Moreover, for all ui,up € (D * Hi(G) )™,
Op(uruz) = dg(ur) + g (u2),
Lg(urug) = Lg(ur) - L(ug).
Hence,
d¢: (Pr * Hi(G)f)* — R,
Ly: (Dg * Hi(G)f)" = (Dk * Hi(G)f)™
are well-defined group homomorphisms.
Proof. Let u = Y, xp, - s(h) and let s’ be another section. By Proposition 4.4, u =
>4 yn - §'(h) where yp, = xps(h)s’(h) 1. Tt follows that §4(u) and Lg(u) do not depend

on the choice of section. The terms of ujus with minimal ¢-value are exactly from the
products of that of u; and us. This implies the homomorphism properties. O

Recall that G is finitely generated and by Proposition 4.5 the Linnell’s skew field Dg
is the field of fractions of the subring Dg * H1(G)y.

Definition 4.8 (Leading term map Lg). The group homomorphisms d, and Ly extend
to group homomorphisms

dy: DG — R, S (uv™h) i= dy(u) — 64(v),
Ly: DS — DS, Lg(uv™) = Ly(u)Ly(v) ™

for all u,v € (Dg * Hi(G)s)*.
Furthermore, we set d4(0) = 400 and Ly(0) = 0. The extended maps satisfy

0p: Do = RU{+00},  dp(z122) = dp(21) + dg(22),
L¢: DG — Dg, L¢(2122) = L¢(Zl) . L¢(22)
for all 21,22 € Dg.

Proof. We first verify well-definedness. Suppose z € D admits two representations

X

z = ulvl_l = ugvg_l, then there exists wy, we € (Di * Hi(G))* such that ujw; = uswy

and vyw; = vowsy. Hence

Lg(u1)Lg(v1) ™" = Lg(u1) Lg(wi) Lg(wi) ™ Lg(v1) ™"
L¢(U11U1)L¢(U1w1)_1
Lg(

) UQWQ)L¢(U2w2)_1
= Ly (ug) Lg(v2) "
To show that L is a homomorphism, let 21,22 € D,. By the Ore condition, we may
write z; = uqw ! and 29 = wu;l for some uy, us, w € (Dg * Hl(G)f)X. Then
Lg(21)Lo(22) = Lg(u1) Lg(w) " - Ly(w) Ly (uz) ™" = Ly (ur) Lg(uz) ™" = Ly(2122).

The corresponding properties for 4 can be proved similarly. The properties of the
extended maps directly follows. O

Here are some basic facts about the mappings d4, Ly, particularly about their prop-
erties under addition in Dg. Most properties clearly hold in the subring Di * H1(G)¢
and it is routine to verify them in its field of fractions Dg.
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Proposition 4.9. Let G be a finitely generated torsion-free group which satisfies the
Atiyah Conjecture. Let ¢ € HY(G;R) be a real cohomology class and ds: Dg — R,
Ly: Dg — Dg be as in Definition 4.8. For any z,z1,...,z, € Dg, the following hold:

(1) 0rp(2) =1 04(2) and Lyy(2) = Ly(z) for all r € R

(2) 5¢(cz) = 04(z) and Ly(cz) = c¢- Lg(z) for all c € Q\ {0}.

(3) 9¢(Lg(2)) = 0g(2) and Lg(Ly(2)) = Ly(2).

(4) If L¢(Z1) Ld)(Zg) 75 0, then 5¢(Z1) = 5¢(ZQ) < 5¢(Z1 — 2:2).

(5) 5¢(21 + 2’2) = m1n{5¢(21) (5¢(22)}. If 5¢(21) < 5¢(22), then

(5¢(2’1 + 22) = 5¢(Zl), L¢(21 + ZQ) = L¢(z1).

(6) If 6p(z1) = -+ = 0p(2n) =: 6 and Y 1 Ly(25) # 0, then
(5¢<sz>=5, L¢<Z ) ZLd) Zk
k=1 k=1

(7) For any open neighborhood U C H'(G;R) of ¢, there is a rational cohomology
class 1 € U such that Ly(z) = Ly(2).

(8) Let L C G be a finitely generated subgroup with induced inclusion Dy, C Dg, and
let ¢|r,: L — R be the restriction of ¢ to L. Then the mappings

5¢|L:'DL—)RU{—I—OO}, L¢|L3’DL—>’DL
are precisely the restrictions of 64 and Ly to Dy,.

Proof. For (1)—(3), the statements hold in Dg * H{(G); and directly extends to Dg by
definition.

For (4), write 21 = uyw™!, 23 = ugw ™" with uy, us, w € Dy * Hi(G)y, then Ly(z) =
Ly(22) implies that Lg(u1) = Lg(ug). It follows that dg(u1) = dp(u2) < dg(ur — ug).
Therefore §4(21) = 64(22) < dg(21 — 22).

For (5), write z; = uyw ™!, 29 = ugw™! with u1, us,w € D * Hi(G)y. Since 64(u1 +
ug) = min{dy(u1), dp(u2)}, we have

Bolz1 + 22) = Bg(un + uz) — 5(uw)
> min{dy(ur), 6, (u2)} — 85(w) = min{6y(21), 6g(22)}.

If 64(21) < 04(22), then dg(u1) < dp(u2) and Lg(ui +u2) = Ly(u1). Hence 64(21 +22) =
(5¢(21) and L¢(21 + 22) = L¢(Z1).

For (6), write z; = u;w ™! with u;, w € Dg+H (G)ffori=1,...,n. By assumption we
have 5¢(ui) = 0+04(w) and ZZ 1 Lo (us) 7$ 0. It follows that 5¢(Z L ug) = 5—1—5¢( ) and

L¢(2:Z L) = Ele L¢(uz) Hence 5¢(EZ 1 %) = 6 and L¢(Zl 1 %) = Elzl Ly(2).

For (7), write z = uwv™! with u,v € Dk * H1(G)s. For another cohomology class
Y € H'(G;R), we have Ly(2) = Ly(2) if ¢ and ¢ induce the same ordering on supp(u)U
supp(v), that is:

e for all h, h' € supp(u) Usupp(v), ¥(h — h’) < 0 whenever ¢(h — h') < 0;
e for all h,h' € supp(u) Usupp(v), ¥(h — k') = 0 whenever ¢(h — h') = 0.

The domain € of such v is the intersection of finitely many closed hyperplanes and open
half-spaces of H'(G;R), each defined by an integral linear equation. Since ¢ € Q, any
open neighborhood U 3 ¢ contains rational classes in U N 2.

For (8), consider the short exact sequence 1 — K’ — L — H;(L)y — 1. Recall that
Dy, is the field of fractions of Dg+ * Hi(L)s by Proposition 4.5. For any nonzero u €

Dgr*Hyi (L), write u = ZheHl(L)f xp,-s(h) with x), € Dk for a section s: Hy(L); — L.



UNIVERSAL L2-TORSION AND SUTURED DECOMPOSITION FOR 3-MANIFOLDS 23

Let 6 := dg), (u) and decompose

u = Z xp - s(h) + Z xp - s(h) =: uy + us.
heH1(L)y, heH(L)y,
¢|L(h)=0 ¢l (h)>6

Then Ly, (u) = u1 # 0. Now identify Dy, with its image in D¢, we want to show
dp(u) =0, Lg(u) =u;.
Since d4(xp, - s(h)) = ¢(h) for all h € L, applying (6) to u; we have d4(u;) = 0 and
Ly(u1) = uy. By (5) applied to up we know that
dp(u2) = min{dy(zp - s(h)) | h € Hi(L)y, ¢|r(h) >0} >0,

Again by (5) applied to u = u1 + u2 we have dg(u) = 64(u1) = 0 and Lg(u) = Ly(u1) =
u1. Hence

dp(u) = 6¢|L(u) and Lg(u) = L¢|L(u)
for all nonzero u € Dgs * Hi(L)s. Passing to the field of fractions we conclude that
0¢(2) = 0g), (2) and Ly(2) = Ly, (2) for all z € D O

Definition 4.10. An element z € Dg is called ¢-pure if Ly(2) = 2.

Lemma 4.11. Here are some properties of the ¢p-pure elements.

(1) Elements of Z[ker ¢| C Dg are ¢-pure; elements of G C Dg are ¢-pure.

(2) The product of two ¢-pure elements is ¢-pure. If z1,...,z, are ¢p-pure elements
with 0g(z1) = -+ = 04(2n), then Y1 | 2; is ¢-pure.

(3) For any nonzero z € Dg, the element Ly(2) is the unique ¢-pure element w € Dg
satisfying 0¢(z — w) > 64(2).

Proof. The properties (1) and the first half of (2) follow from the definition of Ly. The
other half of (2) follows from Proposition 4.9(6).

For (3), Proposition 4.9(3)—(4) implies that Lg(z) is ¢-pure and dg4(z — Lg(z)) >
d4(2). To prove uniqueness, if a ¢-pure element w satisfies §4(2z — w) > d4(2), then by
Proposition 4.9(4)—(5),

w = Lg(w) = Ly(z = (2 = w)) = Lg(2).
(]

Remark 4.12. For any ¢ € H!(G;R), the homomorphism §y: D — R induces well-
defined homomorphisms d4: A — R for A = K;(Dg) and IN(l(Dg). Similarly, the
homomorphism Lg: DS — D[ induces well-defined homomorphisms Lg: A — A for
A = K1(Dg), K1(Dg) and Wh(Dg).

We use the same symbols 4, Ly for their induced maps on K;(Dg), K (D) and
Wh(Dg); the domain of definition will be clear from the context. The following com-
mutative diagram illustrates the relevant mappings (compare Definition 2.13).

GL(D¢)

Lg
y ldetrw

D{/IDS, D] == Ki(Dg) —— Ki(Dg) —— Wh(Dg)

The following Theorem 4.13 is of central importance in this paper, relating the leading
term map and the Dieudonné determinant.
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Theorem 4.13. Let ¢ € H'(G;R) be a real cohomology class. Suppose P and Q are
n X n matrices over Dg satisfying the following conditions:

(i) P is invertible over Dg.
(ii) There exist real numbers dy,...,d, and dj,...,d),
either zero, or is ¢-pure with 0y(Pi;) = d; — d;.
(iii) 5¢(Q”) > d; — d; for alli,j.
Then P + @ is invertible over Dg and

Ly(det(P + Q)) = det P € K1(Dg).

such that each entry P; is

Proof. We prove by induction on n. For the case n = 1 we have P,Q € Dg. By
assumption P is a nonzero ¢-pure element, and d4(Q) > d4(P). Then Ly(det(P+Q)) =
det P by Proposition 4.9(5).

Now assume the theorem holds for matrices of size n. Let P,@Q be (n+ 1) x (n +1)

matrices
A U BV
P= (X p> Q= <Y q>

where P is invertible, p,q € Dg, A, B are n X n matrices over Dg and
X=(x1,..,2n), Y =(y1,--,Yn),
U=(u1,...,u), V=_(v,...,00)7.

Without loss of generality, assume p # 0; then d4(q) > d4(p) and p+ ¢ # 0 by condition
(iii). Note that

(é —(U+Vi(p+CI)_1> (P+Q)= <ij:y p-(f)—q)

where W = A+B—(U+V)(p+q) (X +Y) is an nxn matrix. Examining the expression
of W, we observe that the terms of lowest dg4-value form the matrix A — Up~'X. We
verify this rigorously.

Claim. Define
W =A-Up'X, W' =W-W".
Then W' and W" satisfy the three conditions of Theorem 4.13 for size n. In particular
by the induction hypothesis, W' is invertible over Dg with det P = det W' - det p, and
Ly det(W) = det(W').
Admitting this Claim. We conclude that W is invertible and
det(P + Q) = det W - det(p + q),
Lydet(P+ Q) = Ly(det W) - detp = det W' - det p = det P,

completing the induction. It remains to prove the Claim.
Proof of Claim. To verify condition (i), note that

<I —Up—l) P <W’ 0)
0o 1 “\x )
so W' is invertible over Dg and det P = det W’ - det p.

For condition (ii), note that

Wij = Ai + Bij — (ui +vi)(p+ @)~ (25 + 5),
WZ-Ij = Aij — uipflxj,
Wi = Bij +wipaj — (ui +vi)(p+ 0) ' (25 + ).
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If A;; # 0, then A;; is ¢-pure with d4(A5) = d; — dg. If uip_lxj # 0, then uip_lxj is
also ¢-pure with

Sp(uip™'x5) = (di — dpyy) = (dny1 — dipiy) + (dny1 — d) = di — d.
Hence, if W; # 0 then W}, is ¢-pure with §4(W};) = d; — d} by Lemma 4.11(2), proving
condition (ii).

For condition (iii), we show
O (wip™ g — (wi +v:)(p + @) (g + 7)) > di — d.

If uip_lxj # 0, then u; and z; are both nonzero, and

Lo((ui +vi)(p + @) (g + 7)) = wip™ 'z, S(wip™'xj) = di — dj
1

and the inequality follows from Proposition 4.9(4). If u;p~
and

xz; = 0thenu; =0orz; =0,

0 ((wi +vi)(p+ @)™ (aj +95)) = 0 (s +vi) = 8p(p+ q) + 0 (5 + yj)
> (di — dy 1) = 9p(p + @) + (dnt1 — dj)
=d; — d;-.
In both cases, we obtained the desired inequality. Since by assumption d4(B;;) > d; — d;-,
we conclude that d4(W;}) > d; — d; by Proposition 4.9(5), proving condition (iii). O

4.4. The restriction map. Suppose G is a finitely generated torsion-free group satis-
fying the Atiyah Conjecture, and let L <G be a normal subgroup of finite index d. In
this section we define the restriction map rest: K1(Dg) — K1(Dy). Recall that D is
naturally isomorphic to the crossed product Dy, * (G/L) by Proposition 4.5.

Definition 4.14. Fix a section s: G/L — G and let its image be s(G/L) = {g1,...,9a}-
Then G = Lg; Ul ... U Lgy. For any element z € Dg and any k € {1,...,d}, there is a
unique way to express gi - z as
d
gk 2= Zlkj “9j, lj € Dr.
j=1
Define A4(2) to be the d x d matrix over Dy, whose (k, j)-entry is ;. Equivalently, Ay(2)
is the unique matrix over Dy, such that

9d 9d
Lemma 4.15. With the notation of Definition 4.14, the following hold:
(1) For any z1, 22 € Dg, we have As(z122) = As(21) - As(22).
(2) If z # 0, then Ag(2) is invertible over Dy .
(3) If s' is another section, then Ay (z) = QA4(2)Q™1 for some invertible matriz Q

over ZL depending only on s and s'.
4) Fiz k and ¢ € H'(G;R), let J be the set of indices j such that 64(lk;g;) attains
P\ ki)

minimum among 7 = 1,...,d. Then we have
Lo(gk-2) = Y Lo(li; - 95),
JjeJ
00(gk - 2) = min {06 (lk; - 9;)}-

If in addition z is ¢-pure then each ly; is ¢-pure. Moreover either ly; = 0 or
00 (g - 2) = (I - 9j)-



26 JIANRU DUAN

Proof. For (1), observe that
91 91 g1
© 2129 ZAS(2’1> . - 29 ZAS(2’1> -As(2’2> . .
9d 9d 9d

which implies Ag(z122) = As(21) - As(z2). Note that (2) follows directly from (1).
For (3), let s’ be another section with s'(L) = {g},...,¢}} and let Q be the d x d
matrix over ZL such that

9 )
=01
94 9d
Then
g{ g1 g1 9’1
: 2=0Q : 2 = QAy(2) = QA ()7 ¢ ],
9, 9d 9d 9

so Ay (2) = QA4(2)Q7 L
For (4), we may assume that z # 0,s0l; # O forany j € J. Let wy = Zjej Ly(lij)g;
Then w; # 0 since Dg = &;D, - g5, and w; is ¢-pure by Lemma 4.11(2). Now write

gk 2= Lo(lkj)gi + Y (ks — Lo(lij))gs + > lkjds
jeg jeg ieT
=: w1 + w2 + ws3.

Clearly d4(w2) > d4(w1) by Proposition 4.9(4), and d4(w3) > d4(w1) by the choice of
J. We conclude that Ly (g - 2) = wy by Lemma 4.11(3). In particular,

O (gr - 2) = min{0 (I - gj) [ =1,...,n}.
Now suppose additionally that z is ¢-pure, then Lg(gy, - Z) = gj, - 2, that is

> Lslliy)g Zlkjgg

JjeT
By the direct sum decomposition Dg = EB]-DL - gj, it follows that [j; is pure with
06 (lkjgj) = 0g(gk - 2) for any j € J, and l; = 0 for any j ¢ J. O

Definition 4.16 (Restriction map). Let L <G be a normal subgroup of finite index.
Choose a section s: G/L — G. Define the restriction map

resf : D — K1(Dp), 2~ det(Ay(2)) € K1(Dp).

By Lemma 4.15, this is a group homomorphism independent of the choice of section s.
We use the same notation for the induced homomorphism on the Kj-group

resL Kl(Dg) — Kl(DL)

Remark 4.17. For g € G C D[, the matrix As(g) is a permutation matrix whose
nonzero entries are elements I; € L. It follows that

res% (g) = det(A iH € K1(Dyr)

is represented by a element of L. Therefore the restriction map naturally induces a
homomorphism on Whitehead groups

res?: Wh(Dg) — Wh(Dy).



UNIVERSAL L2-TORSION AND SUTURED DECOMPOSITION FOR 3-MANIFOLDS 27

The following important result establishes that the restriction map commutes with
the leading term map.

Theorem 4.18. Let G be a finitely generated torsion-free group satisfying the Atiyah
Congecture, and let L <G be a normal subgroup of finite index. Let ¢ € H'(G;R) and
denote by ¢|;, € H'(L;R) its restriction to L. Then for any z € D{, we have

L(b‘L(resf(z)) =resy (Ly(2)) € K1(Dg).

Proof. Write z = Ly(z) + 2. Fix section s : G/L — G and write G = Lg; U ... Lgg.
Consider d x d matrices P := As(Ly(2)) and Q := A4(2") over Dy. Explicitly,

d d
gk Lo(2) = Pej-gjs ge-? = Qi+ g5
P =1

Then res?(2) = det(P + Q) and res$(Ly(z)) = det P. Since Ly(2) is ¢-pure, Lemma
4.15(4) implies that Py; is ¢-pure, and that

0 (Prj) = 04(2) + 0p(gk) — 4(g;) for Ppy; # 0,
06(Qrj) = 0p(2") 4 0 (gr) — dp(g5) > dg(2) + 0 (k) — d(g;)-

By Proposition 4.9(8) the maps d, and Ly restrict to dg, and Lg|, on Dr. We now
apply Theorem 4.13 to P and @ over Dy, taking

di = 5¢(Z) + 5¢(gi) and d; = 54)(91’) for i = 1, c. ,d.
The three conditions of the Theorem are satisfied, and we conclude

Ly, (det(P + Q)) = det P € K1(Dyp),

that is Ly, (res{ (2)) = res{(Lg(2)), completing the proof. O

4.5. The polytope map. Let H be a finitely generated free abelian group. Note that
Hi(H;R) = R®z H is a finite-dimensional real vector space. A polytope in Hi(H;R)
is a compact set obtained as the convex hull of a finite subset of points. We allow the
empty set () to be a polytope.

Definition 4.19 (Faces of polytopes). Given a polytope P and a character ¢ € H'(H;R).
Define d4(P) := infyep ¢(x) and the face associated to ¢ by

Fy(P) = {w € P | g(x) = 5,(P)}.

Clearly F,(P) is a polytope contained in P, and the collection {F4(P) | ¢ € H'(H;R)}
consists of all faces of P. A face is called a verter if it is a single point. Any polytope
is the convex hull of its vertices. A polytope is called integral if all its vertices lie in the
integral lattice H C Hi(H;R).

Given any two non-empty polytopes P, P> in Hj(H;R), their Minkowski sum is
defined to be the polytope

Py + Py = {p1+p2|p1 € P, p2 € Pa}.

This is the convex hull of the set {v; + vy | v; is a vertex of P;, i = 1,2}. The operator
04 and the face map Fy are additive under the Minkowski sum:

Op(PL+ P2) = 04(P1) +04(P2),  Fo(PL+ P2) = Fy(P1) + Fy(P2)

for every character ¢ and all polytopes P;, Ps.
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Example 4.20. Let M be an admissible 3-manifold. The Thurston norm ball
B,(M) := {¢ € H'(M;R) | zp(¢) < 1}

is a (possibly non-compact) polyhedron in H'(M;R); the dual Thurston norm ball is
defined as

B (M) := {z € H/(M;R) | ¢(z) < 1 for all ¢ € By(M)}.

Thurston showed that B (M) is an integral polytope in Hy (M;R) with vertices vy, ..., +ug,
and that the Thurston norm ball is determined by these vertices:

B.(M) ={¢ € H' (M;R) | |¢(v;)| <1, i=1,...,k}.

A Thurston cone in H*(M;R) is either an open cone formed by the origin and a face of
B, (M), or a maximal connected component of H!(M;R) \ {0} on which the Thurston
norm x; vanishes. It follows that H!(M;R)\ {0} is the disjoint union of all Thurston
cones of various dimensions. A Thurston cone is called top-dimensional if its dimen-
sion equals dim H'(M;R). The following Lemma 4.21 is a reformulation of Thurston’s
theorem.

Lemma 4.21. A nonzero character ¢ € H'(M;R) lies in a top-dimensional Thurston
cone if and only if FyBy(M) is a vertex.

Definition 4.22 (Pz(H) and Py'U(H)). The integral polytope group Pz(H) is defined
as the Grothendieck group of integral polytopes in H;(H;R) under the Minkowski sum.
More precisely, Pz is the abelian group generated by symbols [P] where P is a non-
empty integral polytope in Hi(H;R), subject to the relation [P] 4 [Q] = [P + Q] for
each pair of non-empty integral polytopes P, Q.

Every element h € H determines an one-point polytope [h] in Pz(H), defining an
embedding of H into Pz(H). The Whitehead polytope group is defined as the quotient

PP (H) = Py(H)/H.

In other words, two polytopes are identified in P%V M(H) if and only if they differ by
translation by an element in the lattice H.

We make the following remarks:

(1) Any element of Pz(H) can be written as a formal difference [P] — [Q] for non-
empty integral polytopes P,Q C H;(H;R). Two such expressions [P;] — [Q1]
and [P] — [@2] represents the same element if and only if P; + Q2 = P> + Q1.
Equivalently, two elements x,y € Pz(H) are distinct if and only if there exists
¢: H — 7 such that their images under the induced map Pz(H) — Pz(Z) is
different. This observation can be used to show that both Pz(H) and Py " (H)
are free abelian groups [F1.17, Lemma 4.8].

(2) The face map Fy extends naturally to a homomorphism on the polytope group:

Fy: Pp(H) = Pp(H), Fy([P] —[Q]) = [Fy(P)] — [Fs(Q)]-
Since F preserves the subgroup H, it descends to a homomorphism (denoted by

the same symbol)
Fy: PYM(H) — PY™(H).

4.5.1. Polytope homomorphism P. Let G be a finitely generated torsion-free group sat-
isfying the Atiyah Conjecture. Let H be the free abelianization of G, then we have the
short exact sequence

1—-—K—-G—H—1
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and by Proposition 4.5 D¢ is the field of fractions of the subring Dg * H. Recall from
Definition 4.6 that for any section s: H — G, every u € Dk * H has a unique expression

U= Z:ch-s(h), xy, € Dy,
heH

and its support supp(u) := {h € H | zj, # 0} is independent of the choice of s.

Definition 4.23 (Polytope map). For any u € (Dg * H)*, define P(u) € Pz(H) to
be the element represented by the convex hull of supp(u) in R ®z H. The polytope
homomorphism is defined as

P: DS — Pz(H), Puw™'):=Pu)—P(v)
for all u,v € (Dg x H)*.
It is shown in [FL19, Lemma 6.4] that P is a well-defined homomorphism and
P(z122) = P(z1) + P(22)
for all 21, 20 € D.

The following commutative diagram is immediate from the definition.

L
X ¢ X
DG DG

& &
Pu(H) —2s Py(H).

Recall that K(Dg) is the abelianization of D and Wh(D¢) = K1(Dg)/[+G]. The
polytope homomorphism naturally induces (by abuse of notation)

P: Wh(Dg) — Py (H).

We then obtain the commutative diagram for the induced homomorphisms

Wh(Dg) —2 Wh(Dg)

J» Jr

PWH(H) 22y PIVB(H).

We now state a key result relating the universal L?-torsion of an admissible 3-manifold
to its dual Thurston norm ball.

Theorem 4.24 ([I'L17, Theorem 4.37]). Let M be an admissible 3-manifold which is
not homeomorphic to S' x D%. Then 7'752)(M) # 0, and

[By(M)] =2 P(r{?(M)) € PR (Hi(M)y),

T

where By(M) C Hi(M;R) is the dual Thurston norm ball, and 7132)(M) € Wh(D, (ar))
is the universal L?-torsion of M.

4.6. Half of Theorem 1.2. We now prove the “if” part of Theorem 1.2. A stronger
version of the “only if” part will be stated and proved in Theorem 5.16 after establishing
Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 4.25 (The “if” part of Theorem 1.2). Suppose M is an admissible 3-manifold
such that M is not a closed graph manifold without an NPC metric. If ¢ € H*(M;R)

is a nonzero class such that L¢T£2)(M) = 1€ Wh(D,(ar)), then ¢ is fibered.
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Proof. If M is homeomorphic to a solid torus then any nonzero class is fibered. Assume
therefore that M is not a solid torus. The assumption on M implies that 7 (M) is
virtually special by a combination of work (c.f. [AFWI15, Section 4.7] and references
therein). In particular, by Agol’s criterion for virtual fibering [Ago08] there exists a
regular finite covering M — M such that the pull back class ¢ lies in the closure of a
fibered cone. Let G be the fundamental group of M and m (M) =: L < G. By the
restriction property of Theorem 3.12(4),

(M) = res§ 7 (M) € Wh(Dy).
Applying L 5 to both sides and using Theorem 4.18, we obtain
Ly(r$ (M) = Ly(vesf 7% (M))
= resY (LyrP(M)) = 1 € Wh(Dy).
Now apply the polytope map P : Wh(Dy) — PV (H; (L)),
0 = P(Ly(r{") (M)))

=Fj3 IP’( )(M)) by commutativity

=2 Fy[B *(M)] by Theorem 4.24.
Since PR (Hy(M;R)) is torsion-free by [F117, Lemma 4.8], it follows that
Fy[By(M)] = 0,
therefore F qu;(M) is a vertex. By Lemma 4.21 ¢ lies in a top dimensional Thurston
cone of H'(M;R). Since ¢ was chose to lie in the closure of a fibered cone, and the
boundary of a fibered cone consists of Thurston cones of strictly lower dimensions, ¢

must lie in a fibered cone itself. Therefore ¢ is a fibered class for M and consequently
¢ is a fibered class for M. O

5. UNIVERSAL LQ-TORSION FOR TAUT SUTURED MANIFOLDS

In this section, we first briefly recall the terminologies of sutured manifold theory, then
discuss the universal L?-torsion of a taut sutured manifold and prove the decomposition
formula Theorem 1.3, which is then used to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. After
that, we use a doubling trick to prove Theorem 1.4.

5.1. Background on sutured manifold theory. Throughout this section N will be
an arbitrary compact, oriented 3-manifold.

Definition 5.1 (Taut surfaces). Given a compact orientable surface ¥ with path-
components X1, ..., % we define its complexity as

k
= max{0, —x(Z;)}.
i=1

A properly embedded oriented surface X in N is taut if ¥ is incompressible, and has
minimal complexity among all properly embedded oriented surfaces representing the
homology class [¥,0X] € Hy(N,v(0%);Z), where v(0%) is a regular neighborhood of
0% in ON.

Definition 5.2 (Sutured manifold). A sutured manifold (N, R4+, R—,~) is a compact
oriented 3-manifold N with a decomposition of its boundary into two subsurfaces R
and R_ along their common boundary ~ which we call the suture. The orientation on
Ry is defined in the way that the normal vector of Ry points out of N and the normal
vector of R_ points inward of V. The boundary orientations of Ry on 7 coincide and
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induce an orientation of the suture y. We often abbreviate (N, R, R_,7) as (IV,7)
where no confusions arises.

A sutured manifold (N, Ry, R_,~) is called taut if N is irreducible and R4 are both
taut surfaces (viewed as properly embedded surfaces after pushing slightly into V).

Before introducing sutured manifold decompositions, we establish some notations.
Let S be a (possibly disconnected) properly embedded oriented surface in N. Choose a
product neighborhood S x (—1,1) of S in N and denote by N\\S := N\ S x (—1,1) the
complement. Let Sy (resp. S_) be the components of S x {—1}US x {1} in N\\\S whose
normal vector points out of (resp. into) N'. This notation ensures that (N\\S, S, S_, )
forms a sutured manifold when N is closed.

Definition 5.3 (Decomposition surface). Let (N, R4, R_,7) be a sutured manifold. A
properly embedded surface S in N is called a decomposition surface if 0S is transverse

to v, no component of 95 bounds a disk in R+ and no component of S is a disk D with
0D C Ry.

Definition 5.4 (Sutured manifold decomposition). Given an oriented decomposition
surface S for (N, R4, R_,7), the sutured manifold decomposition

(N,R{,R_,y) % (N',R,,R_,+)
is defined as:
N’ = N\\S,
R, =(RyUSy)NN/,
R =(R_US)NN/,
7' =0R! =0R_.

See Figure 3—4 for illustrations. A sutured manifold decomposition (N, ) 2 (N',4) is

called taut if (N',~) is taut. Gabai [Gab87, Lemma 0.4] proved that if (IV, ) 2 (N, ~")
is a taut sutured decomposition then (N, ) is also taut.

We make the following observations:

(1) Following [AD19], we consider sutures as simple closed curves and exclude torus
sutures, unlike many other sources where the suture are disjoint union of annuli
and tori. In fact, if a sutured manifold (N, ) contains toral sutures, these can be
absorbed into R4 without affecting the universal L2-torsion:

Lemma 5.5. If (N, ) is a taut sutured manifold and T C ~ is a torus component.
Then 72 (N, Ry) = 72 (N, R, U T).

Proof. This follows from the Sum Formula 3.12 and the fact that 7.2 (T) = 1. O

Accordingly, the definition of sutured manifold decomposition is slightly mod-
ified. In the classical definition (c.f. [Gab83, Gab87]), a decomposition surface
may include boundary components that are cores of a sutured annulus. Such
boundary components can be isotoped to entirely contained in Ry U R_, yielding
isomorphic sutured manifolds after decomposition.

(2) Let (N,R4+,R_,7) 2 (N',R!,R"_,~') be a taut sutured decomposition, then S
is incompressible in N. To see this, note that R/, is formed by gluing the surfaces
S; and Ry NN’ along Sy N Ry, which consists of arcs and boundary circles of S,..
By assumption, no boundary circles of Sy bound a disk in R4 or in S, so the
closed curves of S; N Ry are homotopically nontrivial in both S; and Ry N N'.
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By Van Kampen Theorem the surface S, is mi-injective in R/, , hence m1-injective
in N’ since R/_ is incompressible in N’. This shows that S admits no compressing
disk in N.

(3) Given a taut sutured decomposition (N, ~) 2 (N',~"). Since S is incompressible
in N, the inclusion of each component of N’ into N induces a monomorphism on
the fundamental group.

5.2. Universal L2-torsion for taut sutured 3-manifolds.

Theorem 5.6 ([Her23]). Let (N,v) be a sutured 3-manifold with infinite fundamental
group. Suppose that N is irreducible and Ry are both incompressible. Then (N,~) is
taut if and only if the pair (N, Ry) is L?-acyclic.

Proof. Assume first that (N,~) is taut. Since N has infinite fundamental group and
is irreducible, no components of Ry are disks or spheres (otherwise N would be a 3-
ball, contradicting 71 (/N) infinite). Therefore the complexity of Ry equals —y(R4),
and tautness implies x(R+) = x(R-). We apply [Her23, Theorem 1.1] to conclude that
(N, Ry ) is L2-acyclic.

Conversely, if (N, Ry ) is L?-acyclic, then the Euler characteristic x (N, R1) = x(N) —
X(R4) is zero. Since x(N) = $x(ON) = 3(x(R+) + x(R-)), it follows that x(R) =
X(R_). Another application of [Her23, Theorem 1.1] shows that (IV, ) is taut. O

The reader might wonder why we prefer (N, Ry) than (N, R_). In fact, these two
pairs are dual to each other by the following Proposition 5.7. We prefer the pair (N, R4.)
since it better suits our convention of orientations.

Proposition 5.7. Let (N, R+, R_,7) be a sutured manifold. Suppose the pair (N, R, )
is L?-acyclic. Then (N,R_) is also L*-acyclic. Moreover

7-152) (Na R+) = (T152) (Na R—))*

Proof. The proof adapts the argument in [Mil62, Page 139] and does not make essential
use of L?-theory. Choose a smooth triangulation of N such that Ry and R_ are subcom-

plexes. Let N be the universal cover and let ﬁi be the preimages of Ry. Consider the

dual cellular complex N’ of N. Each cell of N is canonically dual to a cell of N \ ON',
as illustrated in Figure 2 below.

R A A

B

C C

Figure 2. An illustration in one lower dimension. Left: A simplicial complex
N whose boundary is a union of a subcomplex R_ (the arc ABC) and a sub-

complex Ry (the arc ADC'). Middle: the dual cellular complex N’ (red). Right:
the subcomplex K C N’ consisting of cells disjoint from Ry. The complex N’
deformation retracts to K along a product neighborhood of R .

More explicitly, define the intersection pairing

p: Cu(N) x C5_o(N',0N") = ZG, plo,0’) = (0,90") - g
geG
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where (o, go’) is the intersection number of o and go’. One can verify the identities:

plgo,0’) = g-p(o,0"),
p(o,90") = pla,a’) - 97",
p(do,0’) = +p(o,00")
for all ¢ € G. The pairing is non—dege/nerate in the sense that o r—>/\p(a, %) gives an
isomorphism of ZG-chain complexes Cy(N) = C3~* (N 'ON"). A cell of R is canonically

dual to a cell of N’ \ ON N’ whose closure intersects R+ non-trivially, and vise versa. Let
K be subcomplex of N’ consisting of cells whose closure are disjoint from Ry, and let

K be its preimage in the universal cover. Note that R© = K N 9N’, and we have the
following induced non-degenerate pairing:

C.(N,Ry) x C5_.(K,RL) - ZG,
= 03 “(K,R"). By
Proposition 3.7 the finite based free ZG-chain complex C’*(f{\ ,R" ) is L?-acyclic and
(CUN, Ry)) = (i (O, BL)))*"

The pair (K, R’ ) is a deformation retract of the pair (N’,R") (after barycentric-
subdividing N if necessary). Therefore

7 (N, Ry) = (P (K, RL))" = (r? (N',RL))".

This shows that the pair (N, R_) is L%-acyclic with 7'152)(N, Ry) = (7122)(N, R_))*, as
the universal L2-torsion of (N, R_) is independent of its cellular structure. O

and hence an isomorphism of ZG-chain complexes C*(]/V\ , }ALF)

5.3. Turaev’s algorithm. Let (N,7) ~~ (N '’%") be a taut sutured decomposition. To
simplify notation, we abbreviate the pair (N’,R’ ) = (N\S, (S+ URL)N(N\\S)) as
(N\\S, S+ UR,), with the understanding that a CW-pair (X,Y") always means (X, X N
Y).

Turaev’s algorithm [Tur(2] is a procedure that modifies S into a non-separating sur-

face S’ without changing the push-forward of the universal L2-torsion i (N',R,).

Lemma 5.8. Let (N,~) be a taut sutured manifold. Suppose there is a decomposition
surface S such that:

(1) The sutured manifold decomposition (N, Ry, R_,~y) ~ (N’ R R ,+') is taut.

(2) S is separating and N' is a disjoint union of two (possibly disconnected) manifolds
Ny and Ni.

(3) S C Ny and S+ C Ny.

Then 7% (N,Ry) = i*7752)(N/, R! ) where i: N' — N is the inclusion.

Proof. Consider the short exact sequence of chain complexes
0= Cu(No, Ry) — Co(N,Ry) — Co(N,Ng URy) — 0

and a natural isomorphism Ci (ﬁ, NoURy) = C, (J/\f\l, S+ UR4). Note that NgN Ry is
the Ri-region of Ny and (Sy+ U R4) N Ny is the Ry-region of Nj. Since both Ny and
Ny are taut sutured manifolds by assumption, Theorem 5.6 implies that all three chain
complexes are L?-acyclic, and by the Sum Formula (Proposition 3.5),

(N, Ry) = (i0)m (No, Ry) - (i1).7? (N1, 81 U Ry)
where ig : Ny — N and 47 : Ny — N are the inclusions. The right-hand side equals

b (N R!), completing the proof. 0
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Figure 3. Decomposing N along a separating decomposition surface S (dotted
region in left figure, with normal direction indicated by red arrows). The R -
regions of the sutured manifolds are shown in green.

Definition 5.9 (Weighted surface). A weighted surface S in a compact oriented 3-
manifold N is a finite collection of pairs (S;,w;), ¢ = 1,...,n, where each S; is a
connected properly embedded oriented surface, each w; is a positive integer, and the
surfaces S; are pairwise disjoint. The realization of S is the properly embedded oriented

surface
n
S = U wj - SZ
i=1

where w; - S; denotes the union of w; parallel copies of S;. The reduction of S is the

surface
i=1

A weighted surface is called a weighted decomposition surface if its realization is a de-
composition surface.

If S is a weighted decomposition surface, then N\\S is a disjoint union of N\\S and
some copies of S; x I. Consequently, the sutured decomposition along S is taut if and
only if the sutured decomposition along S is taut.

The following Proposition 5.10 is a generalization of [BAFH22, Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 5.10. Let (N,Ry,R_,v) be a taut sutured manifold and let (N,~) ~>
(N',7") be a taut sutured decomposztzon Then there exists a weighted decomposition
surface Sin N (with realization S and reduction S) such that
(1) N\\S is connected,
(2) [S] = [¥] € H2(N,0N;Z),
(3) the sutured decomposition ofN along S is taut,
(4) i (N\\S St URY) = juTu (N\\Z Y+ URy) where i, j are the natural inclu-
sions of N\\S and N\\X into N.

Proof. For any weighted surface S in N, define ¢(S) := #mo(N\\S). Begin by taking
S to be the surface ¥ with weight 1 assigned to each component, then S = § = ¥,
and S satisfies (2)—(4). It suffices to show that given any weighted surface S with
«(S) > 1 satisfying (2)—(4), then there exists a weighted surface T satisfying (2)—(4)
with ¢(T) < ¢(S).

Given such S. Since ¢(S) > 1 there is a component C' C S such that Cy lie in
different components of N\\S. Choose C' to be such a component with minimal weight
w. Let My (resp. Mj) be the component of N\\S containing C_ (resp. Cy). Let
C1 = C,Cy,...,C be the components of S whose normal direction point out of M;
and let Dq,..., D; be the components of S whose normal direction point into M; (it is



UNIVERSAL L2-TORSION AND SUTURED DECOMPOSITION FOR 3-MANIFOLDS 35

possible that C; = D; for some 4, j, meaning both sides of C; both belong to M;). Then
[C1] + -+ [Ck] = [D1] + -+ [D] € Ha(N,0N;Z).

We change the weights of S by increasing the weights of Dy, ..., D; by w and decreasing
the weights of C1,...,Cy by w. If a component’s weight becomes zero, we discard this
component. Denote the new weighted surface by 7. Clearly, [S] = [T] € Hy(N,dN;Z).
Since T is a subcollection of S and the decomposition along S' is taut, the decomposition
along T is also taut. Thus, (2) and (3) hold for T. Moreover, c(f) < ¢(S) because the
component C is discarded and My and M lie in the same component of N\\7'.

It remains to check (4). Let Sp = S\ 7. Then N\\S is obtained from the sutured
manifold decomposition of N\\T' along Sp. By construction, Sy separates N\\T'; in
particular, it separates My from M; and (Sp)4+ C M;. Apply Lemma 5.8 to Ny := M,
and Ny := M; with ambient space N\\T', we have

FD(NW\T, Ty URY) = irP(N\S, S, UR.)
where i’ : N\\S < N\\T is the inclusion. It follows that
(") TP (N\T, Ty U RY) = i, 7D (N\\S, Sy U Ry) = . 7P (N\, 4 U RY)

where i",i =i" o4', j are the inclusions of N\\T', N\\S and N\\X into N, respectively.
This verifies (4) for T' and completes the proof. O

5.4. Decomposition formula for universal L?-torsion. In this section we prove
Theorem 1.3.

Definition 5.11 (Leading term of matrices). Let G be a finitely generated torsion-free
group satisfying Atiyah Conjecture. Let ¢ € H'(G;R) be an 1-cohomology class. There
are natural multiplicative maps

(5¢: (ZG)X — R, L¢: (ZG)X — (ZG)X

defined by considering the terms with minimal ¢-value (see Section 4.3). For a nonzero
matrix A over ZG, let 64(A) be the minimum of §4(A;;) over all nonzero entries A;;.
Then A admits a unique decomposition

A= Ly(A) + (A - Ly(A))
where every group element g appearing in Ly (A) satisfies ¢(g) = 04(A), and any group
element h in (A — Ly(A)) satisfies ¢p(h) > 64(A).

We define Lg(A) = 0 if A is a zero matrix. Otherwise Ly(A) is always nonzero.

Remark 5.12. By Theorem 4.13 with d; = 64(A) and d] = 0, if Ls(A) is invertible
over D¢, then A is also invertible over Dg and Lg(det A) = det(Ly(A)) € K1(Dg).

Definition 5.13 (Leading term of chain complexes). For any finite based free ZG-chain
complex
Ap A Aq
Ci=0—0C, - =0 — Cy—0),

define
Ly(An Ly(A Ly(A
Ls(C) = (0= Cp 22, L) o Lol o n gy,
One can verify that if AB = 0, then L4(A)Ly(B) = 0. In particular Ly(Cy) is a
well-defined finite based free ZG-chain complex.

Lemma 5.14. Suppose G is a finitely generated torsion-free group satisfying the Atiyah
Conjecture. Let ¢ € H'(G;R) be an 1-cohomology class and let

Co= (0 — Cp Ao A2 0p Ay oy )
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be a finite based free ZG-chain complex. If Ls(Cy) is L*-acyclic, then Cy is also L*-
acyclic and

T (Ly(Ch) = Lo(1)(CL)) € K1(Dg).

Proof. Since Ly(Cy) is L*-acyclic, there exists a non-degenerate matrix chain A of
L4(Cy) by Theorem 3.22. Let By, ..., By, be the associated submatrices of Lg( A1), ..., Ly(An),
then each B; is a weak isomorphism, and

7 (Ly(C.)) = [ [ dete(B)) V" € Ky(De)
=1

Let Ci,...,C}, be the submatrices of A4, ..., A, associated to the same matrix chain A.
Since B; # 0, we have Ly(C;) = B;. By Theorem 4.13 or Remark 5.12 above, each C; is
a weak isomorphism and

L¢ detr(Ci) = detr(Bi) S gl('Dg).

Therefore A is a non-degenerate matrix chain of C,. Applying Theorem 3.22 again,

7€) = [ det:(C1) V" € K1 (De)
=1

and consequently 7 (Ly(Cy)) = L¢(T1(LQ)(C*))- O

Theorem 5.15 (Theorem 1.3). Let (N, Ry, R_,7) 3 (N',R!_,R_.,~") be a taut sutured
decomposition and let ¢ € H'(N;Z) be the Poincaré dual of the decomposition surface
>, then

j*7_152) (va Rl—}—) = L(szSQ) (N> R-I-)
where j: N' — N 1is the natural inclusion.

Proof. By Proposition 5.10, there is a weighted decomposition surface S in N such that
N\\S is connected, ¢ = PD([S,0S5]) € H'(N;Z), and

G (N, Ry) = irP(N\\S, S U Ry)
where i: N\\S — N is the inclusion. We are left to show that
Ly(rD(N, Ry)) = isrP(N\\S, 5+ U R.).

Chose a CW-structure for N such that S x I and R4+ are subcomplexes. Fix a base
point p € N \ (S x I). For each cell o in the CW-structure of N, choose a path ~,
(shown in red in Figure 4) connecting p and o such that

® v, is disjoint with S_ if o C N\ S_,

e 7, is disjoint with Sy if o C S_.
Lift the base point p to p in the universal cover N and lift each cell o to & using the path
Yo. The cells 6 form a basis for the finite based free Z[mr;(N)]-chain complex C\(N).

Now consider the finite based chain complex C*(]v , ]/%:), for each k = 0, 1,2, 3 the chain
module admits the following direct sum decomposition:

Ce(N,Ry) = C(N\\S,8; UR,) & Ce(S x I,5_ URy).
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S x 1T

Figure 4. Consider N as the union of N\\S and S x I.

Accordingly, the boundary homomorphism 0y : Ck(]v , f?:) — C’k_l(]v , j%:) admits the
following decomposition

oL 0?7

a,i Ck(N\\S S URL) — Cr1(N\S, S5 URS),
CH(N\\S, S URy) = Cp_1(S x I,5_ UR,),

93: Cp(Sx 1,5 URy) — Cp_1(N\S, S+ UR,),
W(Sx1,S_URy) — Cp1(S x I,5_ URS).

S
Sx1
In particular, if ¢ is a basis element of C’k(S/x\I ) SL/U\R+) then there are basis elements
7; (allowing repetitions) of Cy_1(N\\S, S+ U Ry) and g; € w1 (V) such that

b (6) = Zgﬁi-
i

In fact, these cells 7; must lie in S_. By our choice of the liftings, each g¢; satisfies
#(g;) > 0. A similar argument shows that any group element h appearing in 9}, 97 or
O} satisfies ¢(h) = 0. It follows that

o} 0?2

and we obtain a short exact sequence of chain complexes

0 — C.(N\\S, S5 URy) — Lo(Co(N,Ry)) = Co(S x I,5_ URL) — 0.
By the product formula 3.5 and the induction property Theorem 3.12, we have

T (Lo(Cu(N, RY))) = et P(N\S, S_ U Ry) - il7P(S x I,S_ URy),
where i : N\\S < N and ¢’ : S X [ < N are the inclusions. The left-hand side equals
Lo(7Y (N, R})) by Lemma 5.14. On the right-hand side, since (S_ U Ry) N (S x I)
deformation retracts onto S_, We have 2 )(S xI,S_URy) = oy )(S x 1,5_) =
Therefore, L¢(7'1(LQ)(N, Ry)) = 07 (N\\S S+ URy), completing the proof. O

The (stronger) “only if” part of Theorem 1.2 follows easily.
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Theorem 5.16 (The “only if” part of Theorem 1.2). Suppose M is an admissible 3-
manifold and ¢ € H*(M;R) is a fibered class. Then L(bﬂ(f) (M)=1¢€ Wh(Dg).

Proof. By Proposition 4.9(7), there exists a rational fibered class ¢ € H'(M;Q) such

that L¢(T£2) (M)) = Lw(ﬂ?) (M)). Choose a positive integer n such that ni is an integral
fibered class, and let S be a fiber surface dual to ny, then M\\S = S x [0, 1] is a product.
By Theorem 1.3 we have

L (M) = juri? (M\\S, 54) = 1,
where j: M\\S < M is the inclusion. It follows that L¢’7’152)(M) = anﬂgz)(M) =1. 0O
Combined with Theorem 4.25, this completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

5.5. Proof of Theorem 1.4. We use a refined doubling trick to show that universal
L?-torsion detects product sutured manifolds.

Definition 5.17 (Double of taut sutured manifolds). Let (N, R4, R—_,7) be a taut
sutured manifold and let f: Ry — R4 be an orientation-preserving homeomorphism.
Let (N, Ry, R_,7) be the sutured manifold with the same underlying oriented manifold
as N, but with R, and R_ interchanged (see Figure 5 below). That is,

¥=-v, R,=—-R., R_=-R,.
The double of N with monodromy f is defined to be the admissible 3-manifold
DNy = (N,y)U(N,7)/ ~
formed by identifying R_ and R, via the identity map and identifying R, and R_ via

Figure 5. Double of a sutured manifold N with monodromy f

Lemma 5.18. If (N, Ry, R_,7) is a taut sutured manifold with Ry and R_ both non-
empty. If not every component of Ry is a torus, then there exists f: Ry — R4 such
that DNy is not a closed graph manifold.

Proof. 1f the suture v is non-empty, then DN; has non-empty torus boundary for any
f. If m(N) is finite then N is a product 3-ball and has non-empty sutured annuli.

Now assume N has infinite fundamental group and v = (). Then each component of
R4 is a closed surfaces with positive genus. By hypothesis, R4+ contains a component of
genus at least 2. Since x(R+) = x(R-), the surface R4 must contain such a component
and we call it 3. Define

f=(4id), ¢:2 =%, id:R.\S— R\
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where ¢ is to be specified later. Let M be the manifold obtained by gluing together
(N,~) and (N,7%) via the identity maps on R- — Ry and on Ry \ ¥ — R_\ (-X).
Then OM consists of two copies of ¥ (denoted X1, 32) that remain unglued. The double
DNy is obtained by identifying ¥ and X2 via ¢.

It remains to prove the following Claim:

Claim. Let M be a compact, orientable, irreducible 3-manifold with OM = Y1 U X9,
where X1, X9 are connected incompressible surfaces of genus g > 2. Then there exists a
homeomorphism ¢: X1 — Yo such that the closed manifold Mgy, obtained by gluing ¥q
to Yo via ¢, is not a graph manifold.

Proof of Claim. If M = ¥ x I, then a pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism ¢ suffices by
Thurston’s Hyperbolization Theorem. Now suppose M is not a product.

By the Characteristic Submanifold Theorem [JS79, Chapter V], there exists a sub-
manifold X C M that is a disjoint union of Seifert fibered spaces and I-bundles over
surfaces, such that any incompressible torus and annulus of M can be homotoped into
X. The intersections X N> and X N9 are incompressible proper subsurfaces of ¥ and
Yo respectively; otherwise, if (say) X1 C X, then ¥; is contained in an I-bundle com-
ponent P of X. Since 0P C OM, we must have P = M, contradicting the assumption
that M is not a product.

Choose an arbitrary component of (X N %;) and denote it by C;. Then C; is an
essential simple closed curve on ¥;, i = 1,2. Choose a homeomorphism ¢: 31 — 39
such that the curves ¢(C1) and Cs fill ¥9. This can be achieved by taking ¢ = ¥ o ¢y,
where ¢g: X1 — X9 is any homeomorphism, : g5 — 35 is pseudo-Anosov and n
sufficiently large. Then the distance between [¢(C1)] and [Co] in the curve complex of
Y9 becomes arbitrarily large [MM99, Proposition 4.6], implying that ¢(C7) and C fill
3.

We now show that My is not a graph manifold. Suppose T' C M, is an essential
torus. After isotopy we assume that 7' is transverse to ¥ = 31 = Yy in My, and any
component of TN (if nonempty) is an essential simple closed curves on 7. If TNY # ()
and let C' be such a intersection curve, then 7'\ C is an essential annulus in M, so the
image of C' on Y9 C OM can be homotoped into both X N Xy and ¢(X N 31). Hence
the geometric intersection numbers i(C, ¢(C1)) and i(C, Cy) are both zero, contradicting
the fact that ¢(C7) and Cy fill 3s.

Thus, any essential torus 1" in My can be isotoped to be disjoint with . Let Y be the
JSJ-piece of My containing X. If Y were Seifert fibered, then 3 would be a horizontal
surface in Y since it is essential with genus > 2. The circle fiber over any essential
simple closed curves of ¥ would yield essential tori in Y intersecting X, a contradiction.
Therefore Y is hyperbolic and My is not a closed graph manifold. O

Theorem 5.19 (Theorem 1.4). Let (N,Ri,R_,v) be a taut sutured manifold with
Ry and R_ both non-empty. Then (N,v) is a product sutured manifold if and only if

(N, Ry) =1 € Wh(Dy, ()

Proof. If (N,~) is a product sutured manifold then 7152) (N, R4) = 1 by Proposition 3.23.

Now suppose 752)(]\7 ,R1) =1 and we show that N is a product.
Case 1: Each component of R4 is a torus. Then N is an admissible 3-manifold and

7'122)(]\7 ) = 7'152) (N,Ry) = 1. By Theorem 1.2, every nonzero cohomology class is fibered,
and its Thurston norm vanishes by Theorem 4.24. Hence N a disk or annulus bundle
over the circle and is homeomorphic to one of the following: the solid torus D? x S*,
the thickened torus 72 x I, or the twisted I-bundle over Klein bottle K'xI. Since R
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and R_ are both non-empty, it follows that
(N, Ry, R_,y) = (T? x I, T? x {1}, T x {0},0)

which is a product sutured manifold.
Case 2: Not every component of Ry is a torus. By Lemma 5.18 there is a homeomor-
phism f: Ry — Ry such that the double DNy is not a closed graph manifold. Then
Ry U R_ is a Thurston norm minimizing surface dual to a cohomology class ¢. By
Theorem 1.3,

Ly (DNg) = (7)) (N, Ry) - (2)orP (N, Ry)
where j1, 72 are the natural inclusions. By Proposition 5.7,

T (N, Ry) = 7/(N,R-) = 7P (N, Ry) = 1,

SO L¢T£2)(DNf) = 1. By Theorem 1.2, ¢ is a fibered class. Therefore, R, U R_ is a
fiber surface and (IV,7) is a product sutured manifold. O

6. APPLICATIONS OF THE UNIVERSAL L2-TORSIONS

6.1. Universal L?-torsion for group homomorphisms. Let Gy, G be torsion-free
groups satisfying the Atiyah Conjecture. Assume that they have finite classifying spaces
X; and their Whitehead groups Wh(G;) vanish for ¢ = 1,2. Then any homomorphism
p: G1 — G2 determines a homotopy class of mapping ®: X; — Xs. We call & a
realization of .

Definition 6.1 (Universal L?-torsion for group homomorphisms). Let ¢: G — Ga be
a homomorphism and let ®: X; — X» be its realization. The universal L?-torsion of

¢ is defined to be 7'152)(@ = quz)(@) € Wh(Dg,) U {0}. We say ¢ is an L2-homology
equivalence if 7732)(@) # 0.

If X1, X}, are different choices of classifying spaces then we have the following com-
mutative diagram

X1L>X2

ol e

X -2, x4
where ;: X; — X! are homotopy equivalences (hence simple-homotopy equivalences
since the Whitehead groups vanish) and @’ is the realization of ¢ with respect to the
classifying spaces X1, X}. By Lemma 3.17 we know that

TP(@) = (o)D) (@),
hence the definition of 752) (¢) does not depend on the choice of classifying spaces Xj.

6.1.1. Homomorphism between free groups. Let Fy and Fy be finitely generated free
groups. They satisfy the Atiyah Conjecture and have trivial Whitehead groups [Sta65].
We explicitly calculate 752)@0) for a homomorphism ¢: F; — F5 under given free basis
Fl = <x17"'a$n> and F2 = <y17"'7ym>'

Let X7 = Vv ,S! and Xy = VI, S1 be the wedge of circles. Endow X; with the usual
CW-structure with one O-cell p and n 1-cells eq, ..., e,. Identify the fundamental group
m1(X1,p) with F} in such a way that x; = [e;]. Similarly, X5 is given the CW-structure
with one 0-cell ¢ and m 1-cells fi,..., fi, and y; = [fi].

Let ®: X; — X5 be a cellular realization of ¢. Form the wedge space X; V X5 by
identifying p € X7 and ¢ € Xo. Attach a 2-cell o; whose boundary is the concatenation of
P(e;) and e; U for each i = 1,...,n. The resulting CW-complex Mg is simple-homotopy
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equlvalent to the mapping cylinder of ®. Let Mcp be the universal cover of Mg and let
X1 be the preimage of X1 C Mg. Fix a lifting p € M<1> and lift the other cells with
respect to the base point p. Then we have the following ZFb-chain complex

o~ ) R J N "
(T) C*(Mcp,Xl) = (0 — ZF2<0'1, e O'n> i) ZF2<f1, ceey fm> —0— 0)
The square matrix J, is called the Fox Jacobian of cp with respect to the basis (xl, cey T

and (y1,...,Ym). Recall that the Foz derivative a— ZFy — ZF5, i =1,...,m are Z-
linear maps characterized by the following two properties:

81—0&1[1d68 Yj = 0ij.
* G (uv) ayu—i—u yvforalluvng

The entries of J, are then given by the Fox derivatives
(i)
T )i —
( <P)l] 6y]

Theorem 6.2. Let ¢: F| — F> be a homomorphism between finitely generated free
groups. Then:

€ZF, 1<i<n, 1<j<m.

(1) 7152)(90) = dety (J,) where J, is the Fox Jacobian of ¢ with respect to any choice
of basis of F\ and Fy. In particular ¢ is an L?>-homology equivalence if and only
if J, is a weak isomorphism.

(2) 7152)(@) = 1if ¢ is an isomorphism; 2 )( ) =0 if m #n or ¢ is not injective.

(3) Suppose : Fy — F3 is an injective homomorphism to a finitely generated free
group F3, and either ¢ or 1) is an L>-homology equivalence. Then

W o ) = purP(p) - TP ().

Proof. Firstly, (1) is immediate from Definition 6.1 and Equation (7).

For (2), if ¢ is an isomorphism, then ®: X; — X5 is a homotopy equivalence. Since
the Whitehead group of a free group is trivial, ® is a simple homotopy equivalence and
7'52)(@) = 7'152)(@) =1 by Proposition 3.15(3). If m # n, then J,, is not a square matrix
and clearly 752)(@ = 0. The proof of (2) is finished once we establish the following
Lemma 6.3.

Lemma 6.3. If n = m and ¢ is not injective, then the Fox Jacobian J, is not a weak
isomorphism.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. Since ¢ is not injective, there exists a reduced word w € F; such
that p(w) = 1. Let w = = ---x;* be a such word with shortest length & > 1,

11
where i1,...,i; € {1,...,n} and €1,...,¢; € {:l:l}. We may assume that xfll =1
€1

€k -1 — ... s
and z;7 # x7 . Denote by ws = x;; - 2;%,

s = ,k to be the prefix of w of
length s and set wg = 1. For any j = 1,...,n, apply to both sides of the identity
o(xi,)" - o(a;, )% = 1, we have

i s—1), €s=1,
ZUS . Op(wi,) =0, where u;= P(ws—1), €
0y; —p(ws), € =—1.

Note that us is independent of j. Rearranging the identities, we have

n

Op(z;) .
U; - =0, j=1,...,n
U5,

where U; is the sum of all wug such that i = i. Therefore
(U1,Us,...,Uy) - J, =0.
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We prove that U; # 0 and this would imply that J, is not a weak isomorphism. Let
1 <81 <82 <+ <8 <k be the indices such that i5, = -+ =145, = 1. By assumption
s1 = 1. Then

Ul :1+u82+”'+u8r
=1=+ @(wsé) -k (P(ws’r)
where each Wy, equals either wg, or ws,—1, depending on the sign of ;. Since w is

reduced and does not end in 27!, we have 0 < s} < --- < s, < k. We claim that the
elements 1, p(wy, ), . .., p(wy; ) are pairwise distinct. Indeed, if p(wy ) = ¢(ws; ) for some

p < q then the reduced word w;lwsg would be a non-trivial element of ker ¢ of length
p

shorter than k, contradicting the minimality of k. Therefore U; is a nonzero element of
ZF5, completing the proof. U

Finally, Theorem 6.2(3) follows from Proposition 3.15(4). O

In particular, Theorem 6.2 implies Theorem 1.5.

It is natural to ask what group theoretic information are reflected in the universal
L?-torsion of a group homomorphism. A finitely generated subgroup H of a free group F
is called compressed if for any subgroup L of F' containing H we have rank H < rank L.
Suppose ¢: F; — Fy is injective with rank F} = rank F5. Jaikin-Zapirain [J724] proved
that ¢ is an L?-homology equivalence if and only if im ¢ C F; is a compressed subgroup.

We propose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 6.4. A homomorphism @ between finitely generated free groups is an iso-
morphism if and only if 7'152)(4,0) =1.

6.2. 3-dimensional handlebodies. In the remaining part of this paper, a handlebody
refers to a compact connected orientable 3-manifold obtained from attaching 1-handles to
a 3-ball. The boundary of a handlebody is a connected closed orientable surface, whose
genus determines the homeomorphism type of the handlebody. A genus-g handlebody
H, refers to a handlebody whose boundary is a surface of genus g > 0. Note that H,,
deformation retracts to the one-point union of g circles.

Fix g > 1. Consider the sutured manifold (Hy, R4, R_,7) such that R, and R_ are
both connected and x(R4) = x(R-). It is clear that x(R+) = x(R-) = 1 — g, and the
fundamental group of R4+ are both isomorphic to a free group of rank g.

Proposition 6.5. Suppose (Hy, Ry, R_,7) is a sutured manifold such that Ry, R_ are
both connected and x(R+) = x(R-) (we do not assume that Ry are incompressible).
Then:

(1) 752)(Hg, Ry) = 7'52)(@) where p: T (R4) — m1(Hy) is the homomorphism induced

by the inclusion.

(2) (Hy, Ry, R_,7) is a taut sutured manifold if and only if 7'152)(Hg, Ry) #0.

(3) (Hy, Ry, R_,7) is a product sutured manifold if and only if 7'152) (Hy,Ry) = 1.
In particular, Conjecture 6.4 holds true for any homomorphism which can be realized as
o m(Ry) = mi(H,).

Proof. For (1), note that R, and H, are classifying spaces for m(R1) and m(Hy),
respectively. Therefore the inclusion map ®: R, — H, is a realization of ¢, hence

72 (Hg, Ry) = 79(®) = 7 ().
For (2), the forward direction follows from Theorem 5.6. Now suppose 72 (Hy,Ry)is

nonzero. By Proposition 5.7 we know that 7152)(Hg, R_) is also nonzero. Then it follows
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from (1) and Theorem 6.2(2) that R4+ C H, are both incompressible surfaces. Applying
Theorem 5.6 again implies that (Hy,~) is taut.
Finally, (3) is a direct corollary of (2) and Theorem 1.4. O

T Hi(M;R)
‘! " ], &+ ]

Figure 6. A sutured manifold M and a representative P of its L?-polytope in
Hy(M;R)

Example 6.6. Consider a sutured manifold M as depicted on the left of Figure 6. It is a
3-ball with two arcs removed, and three sutures separate M into two pairs of pants R
and R_. The manifold M is homeomorphic to a genus-2 handlebody whose fundamental
group is generated by the loops x and y. The fundamental group of Ry is generated
by the loops = and u where u = yzyz 'y~ in 7 (M). Let ¢: m(Ry) — m(M)
be the homomorphism induced by inclusion, then under the basis m(R4) = (z,u),
m (M) = (x,y), we have

oz Oz
J _(gx gy)_< ! 1 0 )
=\ ou oul = - .
o5 oy Y — YTy 14+yx—u

Therefore by Proposition 6.5,
(M, Ry) = dety (J,) = [1 + yz — ul.

) =
The polytope map P: Wh(Dy, (ar)) — PVL(H,(M;Z)) sends 7'52)(M, R.) to a polytope
[P], where P is the convex hull of {0, [u] = [y], [z + y]}. Proposition 6.5 implies that M
is a taut sutured manifold but not a product sutured manifold.

Example 6.7 (n-chain link). For each n > 3, the n-chain link L,, is an alternating link
obtained by linking n unknots in a cyclic way. A diagram for the case n = 4 is shown in
Figure 7(a). Consider the natural Seifert surface ¥ as illustrated in Figure 7(b), where
the positive-side of ¥ is in light green and the negative-side of ¥ is in dark green. The
surface X is obtained from two disks by attaching n twisted-bands, which deformation
retracts to a wedge of (n — 1) circles.

The complement S?\\X is a handle body of genus (n — 1), whose boundary is a union
of two copies of X, namely >, and > _. Choose a free basis for the fundamental group
11 (S*\\X) = (21,...,2,_1) where each z; is represented by a red loop in Figure 7(b).
A free basis for m1(X4) is represented by the blue loops w1, ..., u,—1 in Figure 7(c). By
pushing u; slightly into the positive direction, we obtain its image uj under the inclusion
Y, < S3\\¥, which is represented by l‘m;rll (we assume that x, = a:fl = ~:L";Li1, see
Figure 7(b)). Let ¢: m(X4) — m1(S3\\X) be the homomorphism induced by inclusion,
then

. 1 1 1 2
ime = (125, 2225 ..., Tn—2T, 1, Ty _1Tn—2 - T2%1) C (T1,...,Tp_1)
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-1 -1_-1_.
Ty Ty Ty =Ty

u3

U u; = T2Tg
(c) ()

Figure 7. The n-chain link example, where n = 4

and the Fox Jacobian of ¢ is

1 —T1Ty )
1 —T2T3
Jp = :
1 —xn_gx;il
x%,1$n—2"'$2 fE%,lxn—Q"'ﬂ??’ 95271 14 21
Lemma 6.8. Forn > 3, let
1 —S81
1 —S89
B, = .
1 —Sn—2
i fo o fa2 fam

be a matriz over a skew field. Then its Dieudonné determinant is given by
det(By) = [fis182 -+ Sn—2 + f2s283 - Sn—2+ - fu—25n—2 + fn-1].
Proof. For the base case n = 3, we have

1 —S1

det(Bg) = det (fl fo ) = [f131 + fg]
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For general n, we left-multiply the first row by (—f1) and add it to the last row to
eliminate the bottom-left entry. Thus

det(B,,) = det
1 —Sn—2

fist+fo o fa2 faa

The result then follows by induction on n. O

Now apply Lemma 6.8 to J,, note that s;s;y1---s,-2 = xixgil fori <n-—2 It
follows that

2 -1 .
fisiSig1 - Sp—2 = Ty _1Tn—2" " TiT,_q, 1<i<n—-1

and fp,—1 = 14+x,_1. Define y; := zp_12p—2- -z, i=1,...,n—1. Then {y1,...,yn—1}
forms another free basis of m1(S3\\X). By Proposition 6.5,

rB(SP\E, 24) = dety (J,)
=@ - +y2+ -ty +1) 2]

=y +y2+Fya1 + 1.
The polytope map P sends the universal L2-torsion o (S3\%, ¥,) to an (n—1)-simplex
in H;(S®\\X;R) spanned by vertices {0, [y1], ., [yn_1]}. By Proposition 6.5 S3\\X is
a taut sutured manifold and ¥ is a norm-minimizing Seifert surface for L. Moreover,
7'152)(53\\2, ¥4+) # 1 and L is not fibered as an oriented link.

Remark 6.9. Suppose G is group satisfying the Determinant Conjecture (see [Liic02,
Section 13] for a details), then the Fuglede-Kadison determinant defines a homomor-
phism detyg: Wh(Dg) — Ry. For any L?-acyclic finite CW-complex X with m1(X) =
G, applying detyg to the universal L2-torsion 7'752)(X ) yields the L-torsion 7(3)(X)
[F1.17, Section 3.4]. Let G be the fundamental group 71(S3\\¥). According to [BA22],

n—1

n—1)"2

detya([L 4y + -+ goa)) = BZD 7
n 2

n—1 n—2

Therefore we obtain the L*-torsion 73)(S3\X, 8, )= (n—1)"2 /n 2 .

For an admissible 3-manifold N and a cohomology class ¢ € HY(N;Z), the L>-
Alezander torsion is a function 7 (N, ¢): Ry — [0, +00) [DFL16]. This function has
a well-defined “degree” which equals to the Thurston norm of ¢ [FL19, Liul7], and a
“leading coefficient” C(N,¢) > 1 [Liul7]. It is proved in [Dua25] that C(N, ¢) equals
the L2-torsion of the pair (N\\X, ¥ ) where ¥ is a norm-minimizing surface dual to ¢.
Let X,, be the n-chain link complement and let ¢ € H'(X,,;Z) be the Poincaré dual of
3. Then

n—1
—1) 2z
%N nj/e, asmn — —+oo.

n 2

C(XTH ¢) = 7(2) (Xna Z+) =

Hence, the n-chain link complements X,, form an infinite family of hyperbolic manifolds
for which C(X,,, ¢) > 1 for some nonzero class ¢ € H'(X,,;Z)\{0}, answering a question
raised in [BAFH22, Conjecture 1.7].
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