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Abstract

We present a new technique for analyzing the vy-Bockstein spectral sequence studied by Shimomura and
Yabe. Employing this technique, we derive a conceptually simpler presentation of the homotopy groups of
the E(2)-local sphere at primes p > 5. We identify and correct some errors in the original Shimomura—
Yabe calculation. We deduce the related K (2)-local homotopy groups, and discuss their manifestation of
Gross—Hopkins duality.
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1. Introduction

The chromatic approach to computing the p-primary stable homotopy groups of spheres relies
on analyzing the chromatic tower:

e SE(2) — SE(l) — SE(()).

By the Hopkins—Ravenel chromatic convergence theorem [6], the homotopy inverse limit of this
tower is the p-local sphere spectrum. The monochromatic layers are the homotopy fibers given
by

M, S — SEm) = SEm-1)-

E-mail address: mbehrens @ math.mit.edu.

0001-8708/$ — see front matter © 2012 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.aim.2012.02.023



M. Behrens / Advances in Mathematics 230 (2012) 458—492 459

The associated chromatic spectral sequence takes the form
Tk My S = 7 S(p).

The quest to understand this spectral sequence was begun by Miller, Ravenel, and Wilson [9],
who observed that the monochromatic layers M, S could be accessed by the Adams—Novikov
spectral sequences

HS’I(M(V)L) = Ti—5—n(MyS) (L.1)

which, for p > n, collapse (e.g. for n = 2 this spectral sequence collapses for p > 5). The
algebraic monochromatic layers H*'(M{) may furthermore be inductively computed via vi-
Bockstein spectral sequences (BSS)

1 (M) @ B Lukl /(o) = 1 (477, (12)

The groups H *(M,?), by Morava’s change of rings theorem, are isomorphic to the cohomology
of the Morava stabilizer algebra. Miller, Ravenel, and Wilson computed H *(M(’)l) at all primes
for n < 1 and computed HO(M(%) for p > 3.

Significant computational progress has been made since [9], most notably by Shimomura
and his collaborators. A complete computation of H *(Mg) (and hence of 7.Sg)) for p > 5
was achieved by Shimomura and Yabe in [18]. Shimomura and Wang computed 7, Sg(2) at the
prime 3 [16], and have computed H *(Mg) at the prime 2 [15]. These computations are remark-
able achievements.

It has been fifteen years since Shimomura and Yabe published their computation of 7, Sg(2)
for primes p > 5 [18]. Since this computation, many researchers have focused their attention on
vp-periodic phenomena at “harder primes”, most notably at the prime 3, regarding the generic
case of p > 5 as being solved. Nevertheless, the author has been troubled by the fact that while
the image of the J-homomorphism (7,Sg(1)) is familiar to most homotopy theorists, and the
Miller—Ravenel-Wilson S-family (H O(Mg)) is well-understood by specialists, the Shimomura—
Yabe calculation of m,Sg(2) is understood by essentially nobody (except the authors of [18]).
Perhaps even more troubling to the author was that even after careful study, he could not concep-
tualize the answer in [18]. In fact, the author in places could not even parse the answer.

The difficulties that the author reports above regarding the Shimomura—Yabe calculation (not
to mention the Shimomura—Wang computations) might suggest that a complete understanding of
the second chromatic layer is of a level of complexity which exceeds the capabilities of most hu-
man minds. However, Shimomura’s computation of H*(M 11) (and thus m M (p)g ) for p > 5
[13] is in fact very understandable, and Hopkins, Mahowald, and Sadofsky [12] and Hovey and
Strickland [7] have even offered compelling schemas to aid in the conceptualization of this com-
putation. It should not be the case that 7, Sg(2) is so incomprehensible when the computation
of mu M (p) E(2) is so intelligible.

Seeking to shed light on the work of Shimomura—Wang at the prime 3, Goerss, Henn, Kara-
manov, Mahowald, and Rezk have constructed and computed with a compact resolution of the
K (2)-local sphere [2,4]. Henn has informed the author of a clever technique involving the pro-
Jjective Morava stabilizer group that he has developed with Goerss, Karamanov, and Mahowald.
When coupled with the resolution, the projective Morava stabilizer group is giving traction in
understanding the computation of 7, Sg(2) at the prime 3 for these researchers.
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The purpose of this paper is to adapt the projective Morava stabilizer group technique to the
case of p > 5 to analyze the Shimomura—Yabe computation of 7, Sg(2). In the process, we cor-
rect some errors in the results of [18] (see Remarks 6.4, 6.5, and 6.6). We also propose a different
basis than that used by [18]. With respect to this basis, H *Mg, and consequently m,.Sg(2) is far
easier to understand, and we describe some conceptual graphical representations of the compu-
tation inspired by [12]. The author must stress that the errors in [18] are of a “bookkeeping”
nature. The author has found no problems with the actual BSS differentials computed in [18].
The computations in this paper are not independent of [18], as our projective vg-BSS differentials
are actually deduced from the vg-BSS differentials of [18].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review Ravenel’s computation of H *Mg.
In Section 3 we review Shimomura’s computation of H”‘Ml1 using the v1-BSS. In Section 4 we
summarize the projective Morava stabilizer group method introduced by Goerss, Henn, Kara-
manov, and Mahowald. This method produces a different vo-BSS for computing H *Mg which
we call the projective vy-BSS. In Section 5 we show that the differentials in the projective vo-BSS
may all be lifted from Shimomura—Yabe’s vo-BSS differentials. We implement this to compute
H *MOZ. Our computation is therefore not independent of [18], but the different basis that the
projective vp-BSS presents the answer in makes the computation, and the answer, much easier to
understand. In Section 6, we review the presentation of H *Mg discovered in [18], and fix some
errors in the process. We then give a dictionary between our generators and those of [18]. In Sec-
tion 7 we review the computation of 7. M (p)g(2) and 7w, M (p)k(2) and give new presentations
of m+SEg2) and Sk (2), using the chromatic spectral sequence. We explain how these computa-
tions are consistent with the chromatic splitting conjecture. In Section 8 we review the structure
of the K (2)-local Picard group, and explain how to p-adically interpolate the computations of
w«M(p)k o) and 4 Sk (2). We explain how Gross—Hopkins duality is visible in 7. M (p) k(2. In
Section 9 we give yet another basis for H *Mg, which, at the cost of abandoning certain theo-
retical advantages of the presentation of Section 5, gives an even clearer picture of the additive
structure of H *Mg.

Conventions. For the remainder of the paper, p is a prime greater than or equal to 5. We define ¢

to be the quantity 2(p — 1). We warn the reader that throughout this paper, the cocycle we denote
h1 corresponds to what is traditionally called v, ! h1 (see Section 5). We will use the notation

xX=y
to indicate that x =ay fora € F;.
2. H*M))
The Morava change of rings theorem gives isomorphisms
H*(M3) = H* (Ga; m.(E2)/(p, v1)) = H*(S(2)) @ F[v3"].

Here G, is the second extended Morava stabilizer group, and S(2) is the second Morava stabilizer
algebra. We refer the reader to [11] for details.

Theorem 2.1. (See [10, Theorem 3.2].) We have

H*' (M) =T p[v3"']{1. ho. h1. g0 g1, hog1} ® E[¢]
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Fig. 2.1. H*M).

where the generators have bidegrees (s, t) given as follows:

lv2| = (0,q(p + 1)),

lhol = (1, ¢),
lhil = (1, —q),
lgol = (2,9),
lg11= (2, —¢q),
[¢]=(1,0).

Fig. 2.1 displays a chart of this cohomology.
3. H*M|
In this section we give a brief account of the structure of the v1-BSS
H* (M) @ Fplv11/(vf°) = H* (M]).
We shall use the notation:
xs:=vyx, forxe H*Mg,

_n=2_ )173___4_1
G, = vzp ’ 81, nz
n

Note that G| = g1 and Ag = 0.
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(3.1)

Theorem 3.2. (See [13, Section 4].) The differentials in the vi-BSS (3.1) are given as follows:
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vclln(ho)spy,_pnﬂ, nz1, pts,
v1(h1)s, n=0, pJ[s,

d(ho)spr = v{" (Gpat)spr. 10, s#0,—1 mod p,

n n—2
. - +A,—2+2
n—2 — Ulp P =2 (Gn_l)spn_pn—l s n 2 2,

d(1)gpn ﬁ{

d(ho)gpn_,

d(hy)sp = U{)_l(gO)sp—lv
d(Gn)sp” = U?" (hOGn+l)sp”a nz=0, s#—1mod p.

The factors involving ¢ satisfy
d(¢x) =¢d(x).

Fig. 3.1 gives a graphical description of these patterns of differentials (excluding the ¢ fac-
tors). In the vicinity of vép , 8 %0, —1 mod p, the only elements that are coupled are those of

the form

n—2

xspn_en_lpnfl_sn_zp ——€0

for ¢; € {0, 1}.
For example, in the vicinity of v5”, Fig. 3.1 shows the following pattern of differentials.

This depicts the v1-BSS differentials

d(1)gp = v} (ho)sp—1,
d(Dsp—1 =vi(h)sp-1,
. 3
d(ho)sp = v} (g1)sp-1.
. op—1
d(hl)sp = v{’ (gO)Sp—la
d(gO)sp =) (hOgl)spa
d(gl)sp = v{)(hogl)sp—l-
The advantage to using this ‘hook notation’ for the v;-BSS differentials is that the groups H* M 11

are easily read off of the diagram. For example, the hook connecting (1), and (h¢)sp—1 indicates
that there is a v{-torsion summand

sp
Fp[vﬂ/(vf){%} c H'M}
1
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=T

Fig. 3.1. v1-BSS in vicinity of vJp", 0 <n <4, s #0, —1 mod p, excluding ¢ factor.
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vy’
(generated by ﬁ). Also, the short exact sequence
1

0— Mgﬂ)’]qull i>M]1—>O

induces a long exact sequence

s MO il S Ml S E M) s

sp
The fact that the hook hits (h¢);,—1 indicates that 8(1%,,) = (ho)sp—1-

The hook patterns of Fig. 3.1 can be produced in an inductive fashion. We explain this induc-
tive procedure below, with a graphical example in the case of n = 2.
n—1
Step 1. Start with the pattern in the vicinity of vgp

Step 2. Double the pattern.

L L L L
o e —

Step 3. Delete the following differentials:

o the rightmost longest differential on the 0-line,
e both of the longest differentials on the 1-line,
o the leftmost longest differential on the 2-line.

Step 4. Add the following differentials:

o a differential of length a,, with source (1),n,
o a differential of length a,, with source (G)spn.
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There are now four elements on the 1 and 2 lines left to be connected by differentials. Couple
the closest two, and the farthest two, with differentials.

[ I
I Eea———

|

The cohomology groups H*M ]1 are easily deduced from the differentials above. A complete
computation of the groups H* (M 11) first appeared in [13]. In that paper, the case of s = 0 appears
as (4.1.5), and is basically a restatement of the work in [9]. The case of s = 1 appears as (4.1.6),
and relies on work in [14]. The case of s > 1 is covered by Theorem 4.4 of that paper. Another
reference for this result is page 78ff of [7], where the translation to the K(2)-local setting is
given.

The cohomology groups H*M 11 are given in Theorem 3.3 below, which uses the notation

T BN * 740
Xsjji=v;"vyx, forxe H*M,;.

However, the reader should be warned, this notation can be misleading, as it is the name of an
element in the E-term of spectral sequence (3.1) which detects the corresponding element in
H*Mll. For example (cf. [11, p. 190]) the element (1) 2,24 1) € HOMI1 is actually represented
by the primitive element

2 2

1 —
0P Pt PP
2 2 3 1
— — € M.
pe+l V3 V1

Theorem 3.3. (See [13].) We have
HM Z(X® X ®Y0®Y1 DY ® Yoo ®G) ® E[C]

where:

X :=Fp{lspn/i}, pts,n=0, 1<j<ay,
Yo:=F,p{(ho)spr/i}, s#0,—1modp, n>0, 1<j<A,+2,
Y:=F,{(h1)spsi}, 1<j<p—1,
Yy =Fp{(ho)gpn_pr-2y} n 22, 1<j<p"—p
G :=Fp{(Gw)sprsj}, s#—1modp, n>0, 1< j<ay,
Xoo :=Fp{los}, Jj21,
Yoo :=F,{(ho)osi}, j=1.

" — n_2+An—2+2»
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Fig. 3.2 displays pictures of the patterns in this cohomology in the vicinities of v;p n,
s #0,—1 mod p for 0 < n < 4. The zeta factors are excluded. In this figure, the patterns are
organized according to v;-divisibility. Thus a family

Fplxs/i}, 1<j<m

is represented by:

; o

Jjs/m $s/2

For example, the pattern in the vicinity of vgp depicted in Fig. 3.2 is fully labeled below.

(91 5/ (9)) o1 (90) g1
o0 [ ]

(hl)sp/(p—l) (hl)sp/l
(h()),gp/(p+3) & ————————o (hO)sp/l

(1)(81)-1)/1 (1)51)/1) (1)51)/1
)

4. The projective Morava stabilizer group
We let S; denote the Morava stabilizer group. Specifically
S, := Aut(H>)
where Hj is the Honda height 2 formal group over I ,». The action of Sy on
(E2)s = W (F ) [ur ] [u*']
extends to an action of the extended Morava stabilizer group
G =52 % Gal(F 2 /Fp).

Defining

the Morava change of rings theorem gives isomorphisms:
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sp —p —p —p-1

2

sp
v,

-

2

'
Fig. 3.2. H"‘Ml1 in the vicinity of v;p ,0<n<4,5#0,—1 mod p, excluding the ¢ factor.
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H* M) = H*(Ga; (E2)«/(p.v1)).
H*M| = H*(Ga: (E2)/(p. v(°)).
H*M3 = H*(Go; (E2)s [ (p™. v])).
‘We henceforth will use the notation:
MJ(E3) := (E2)+/(p. v1),

M{(E2) = (E2)« [ (p. v°),
M (E2) = (E2) [ (p™, v7°).

Define the projective (extended) Morava stabilizer group PG> to be the quotient of G, by the
center of 5.

1—>Z;—>G2—>PG2—> 1.
Consider the Lyndon—Hochschild—Serre spectral sequence (LHSSS)
H*' (PGy: H>'(Z: M§(Ep))) = H' ™' (Ga: MG (En)). 4.1)
The following lemma allow us to analyze (4.1).

Lemma 4.2. We have

[(E2)y/ )] ®Z/p*, t=p*1tq, ptt', s=0,
HY(Z5: MG (E2) = 4 [(E2)o/ 030 ® Z/p™, =0, s {0, 1},
0, otherwise.

Proof. The subgroup Z; C G acts on (E2)y by the formula

[a]-x=a"x, a€cly, x€Mj(E)m. 4.3)

The computation is therefore more or less identical to the computation of H *M&. m|

For

e[/ (5),

v

with r = p¥~1¢/g, we have corresponding elements

X 0.t (7x. pp2
T EH (Zy; MG (E2)).
v p

For x/v{ in [(E2)«/(v{°)]o we have elements
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X
7 € HOO(Zy: M(E)).
v p
{x
—— € H'(Z}: M§(En)),
k
v p

fork > 1.
For dimensional reasons, we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. For t # 0, the LHSSS (4.1) collapses. In particular, the edge homomorphism (infla-
tion) given by the composite

H*'(PGa; Mg(E2)™r) — H*' (Ga; Mg(E2)"7 ) — H™' (Go; MG (E2))
is an isomorphism for t # 0.

Remark 4.5. Note that the LHSSS (4.1) also collapses for ¢t = 0, though not for dimensional
reasons. See the discussion before Theorem 5.8.

The p-adic filtration on Mg(Ez) induces a projective vy-BSS

H*' (PGy; M (E2)%r) @ Fplvol/ (vp") = H*' (PGa; MZ(E2)™r) (4.6)
where
GRS
k(t) '_{o, atr

The E>-term of (4.6) is easy to understand, as we will now demonstrate. Let G; denote the
kernel of the reduced norm, given by the composite

Co S 7% — I3 /FL =7,
Lemma 4.7. The composite
H*(PGa; M (E2)") — H*(Go; M| (E2)) — H*(G); M} (E))
is an isomorphism.
Proof. Observe there is an isomorphism
PGy =Gy/Z) =G} /(Z} NG)) =Gy/Fy.
Since |]F;| is coprime to p, the LHSSS

H*(PGy; H*(F: M{(E))) = H*(G): M| (E))
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collapses. Therefore the edge homomorphism gives an isomorphism
H*(PGo: M (E2)Fr) = H*(G); M (Ey)).
However, it is immediate from (4.3) that the natural inclusion gives an isomorphism
MNEND S MNEDT . O
The LHSSS

H*(Zp; H*(Gy: M{(E))) = H*(Go; M| (E»))
collapses to give an isomorphism

H*(Gy; M| (E2)) = H*(Gy; M{(E») ® E[¢].
The map

H*(Ga; M (E2)) — H*(G); M| (E»))

is the quotient of H*(Gy; M 11 (E»)) by the zeta factor (see Theorem 3.3). We therefore have
proven the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. We have (in the notation of Theorem 3.3):
H*(PGa; M (E)"?) =X ® X0 @ Y0 D Y1 Y ® Yoo ® G.
2
5. H*M;

In this section we compute the projective vo-BSS (4.6). We will deduce our differentials from
the differentials of [18] using the following maps of vy-BSS’s.

H*! (PGa; M} (E2)™) @ Fplvol/ (v)") == H*' (PGa; MZ(E2)"7)

| |

H (Go; M{(E2)) @ F o]/ (v°) === H*'(Ga; M§(E2))

| l

HS(G); M{(E2)) ® Fplvol/(v®) =——= H*!(G); M{(E>))

The results of Section 4 imply that the composite of these maps on E-terms is isomorphic to the
inclusion

H(GY; M} (E2)) @ Fpluol/(vh") = H* (Gh: M} (E2)) @ Fpluol/ (v
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The differentials in the middle spectral sequence were computed by [18]. They therefore map
down to differentials in the bottom spectral sequence, and then may be lifted to the top spec-
tral sequence by injectivity. In summary: we can regard the vo-BSS differentials of [18] to be
differentials in the projective vo-BSS after we kill all of the terms involving ¢.

The differentials in the projective vo-BSS (4.6) are given in the theorem below. Follow-
ing [18], we only list the leading terms, which are taken to be the terms of the form x/ v{ for j
maximal. We will explain why this method suffices in Remark 5.6.

Example 5.1. In Lemma 5.1 of [18], it is stated that the connecting homomorphism § : H OM(% —
H'M/| is given on a class xz/pvfp € M§ (where [xz/vfp] represents 1,2, € H'M{) by
2 2p+1 2 2_p—1 -2
8(xz/pv1p) = —Zpypz/vler — pxzé'/vlp —i—ypz_l/vf + vf P V/vf7 + .-
Here [ys/v{] = (ho)s/j € HlMl1 and [v%V/v{] = (h1)s)j € HlMll. The first two terms are zero,
as they have coefficients which are zero mod p, but the ¢ term would be ignored anyways for the

purposes of the projective vo-BSS. The leading term is therefore y ,»_; / vlp , and this corresponds
to the projective vg-BSS differential:

d(12/2p) = v0(h0) (p2-1)/p-

We lift the vo-BSS differentials of [18] to projective vg-BSS differentials in the following
sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. For p{s, n >0, 1 < j < ay,, we have:

vo(ho)s/2, n=0, j=1, s=1mod p,
ALy ;) = 1 OEDsprpr £ n=1, j=p,
v VG (RO spn—prk=1)j gy Fn 122 pPI s ank < j <an—iy1,
0, in all other cases.

We also have
d(lo/j)=0, j=1
Proof. This follows from Lemma 5.1 of [18]. The last assertion is Proposition 6.9(ii) of [9]. O
Lemma 5.3. For 1 < j < p — 1 we have
d((h)spy;) =0
Proof. This follows from Lemma 7.2 of [18]. O

Lemma 54. Let s 20, —1mod pandn > 1. For | <k<n, Ay_y+2<j<Ap_—k+1+2 and
pX | j — 1, we have:

d((ho)spr /) = V§Gn—kt1/j—Apy—2 "+
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We have d(ho)spn/j = 0 in all other cases. We also have
d(ho)oyj =0, j=>1.

Proof. This follows from Propositions 7.3 and 7.5 of [18]. The last assertion follows from the
fact that these elements are actually the targets of (non-projective) vg-BSS differentials in Propo-
sition 6.9(ii) of [9]. O

Lemma 5.5. Let n > 2. For | <k<n—2, p" —p" 24+ A, x2+2<j<pt—p' 2+
Ap_i—1 +2, and p* | j + an_1, we have

d((hO)spr"‘z/j) = Ué(G”_k_l)SP"*P"_I/]'*P"JFP”_Z*Anfku*Z o
We also have
d((hO)XP”—p"*z/pﬂ"—p"*ZH) = ”(r)lil (Go)gpn—pr=1/1-
In all other cases d((h())spnipn—Z/j) =0.
Proof. This follows from Proposition 7.6 of [18] in the case of n = 2, and Proposition 7.8 of [18]
in the case of n > 2. The condition j > p" — p" =%+ A,_;_» + 2 is not present in Proposition 7.8

of [18], but it is necessary because otherwise the target of the differential is not present. O

These theorems account for all of the possible differentials in the projective vo-BSS.

Fig. 5.1 displays the patterns of differentials in the projective vg-BSS in the vicinity of v;p n,
s #0,—1 mod p, for n < 4. The notation in Fig. 5.1 is interpreted as follows. Given a pair of
k-fold lines and a region bookended on either side with curved lines as below:

ys/b—Hn ys/b

’ N

k{

k{

P

s/a+m Is/a
one has E;-term elements

Vo Xsjatj,  for0<j<m, 1<i <vp(lxsjasjl) +1,

v Vs spajs for0< j<m, 1<i <vp(lys/pajl) + 1,

and differentials

d(vaixs/a+j) = Uai+kYS/b+j +-ee, df VplXsja+jl 2 k.
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f

3 2 3 2 3 2 3 9 3 3 ) 3 L 3
PPt L sp-p -1 sp—p sp —p-1 sp —p WP sp
2 2 Uy Uy Yy Yy 2 Uy
Y Y \ )\ iy \
L)) L)) ). ) L) ). )) ) ). )
o o o - s g o Cos . =
4 3 2 4 3 2 4 3 2 9 4 3 93 4 3 4
sp—p —p —p-1 e LT -1 o P bP P —»-1 oP PP bP P -1 s L%
v, 9 9 2 2 2 2 Yy

Fig. 5.1. v9-BSS in the vicinity of v3” ,0<n <4,5#0, —1 mod p.
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e
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,/\%x/ _
= =
— = - o
= < — S
= = = =
g -ex =
RN o "
_ <) _ OQ
g g
- QX‘j _
w N
- %X\/ _
2 N
o T 0o T
Jp qx\/ _
oo N~
b 3

— %\m\/ _

_ ) B Q
= 5 — 5
= = = =

— o3 — o ¥ “
= = £ =

Do < W <
= o = 3
£ £
— o oo ox o4 —o4 FTop oo o
HEEE
- R
he = =
= g
_ _ 8
= |3 = |8

- S - 5oty

= = = = = =

— foud — o =

g _ &
= Q =
) < ) =
G — oeo > o5 — o0 oo
& = =
= < a
- - 5 o
= k]
= ;

Fig. 5.2. Explicit patterns in the case p =5 in the vicinity of v%s : the projective vg-BSS (left) and H *Mg (right).

Fig. 5.2 shows an explicit example of some of these patterns of differentials in the case where
p =5 in the vicinity of v%S.
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Remark 5.6. The reason it suffices to consider leading terms in the projective vo-BSS differ-
entials is that the differentials are in “echelon form”. Firstly, observe that there is an ordering

of the basis of H*(PGy; M 11 (Ez)Z!X’ ) of Lemma 4.8 by vi-valuation. Inspection of the patterns
in Fig. 3.2 reveal that there are no two basis elements in the same bidegree with identical v;-
valuation. Saying that the projective vo-BSS differentials are in echelon form with respect to this
ordered basis is equivalent to the assertion that for each &, and each pair of elements

Xigj. X} i € HY (PGo: M{ (E)™r)
with j < j’, and with projective vy-BSS differentials
di (Xi) = Ve Ymy1 + -
k
i (i) = Vo Yy +

we have [ < [’. This condition is easily verified to be satisfied by inspecting the patterns in
Fig. 5.1.

These differentials result in a complete computation of H*!(PGy; Mg(Ez)Z; ). This gives a
computation of H*'! Mg except at t = 0. Using the norm map, one can show that the LHSSS (4.1)
collapses, so that Lemma 4.2 implies that we have

H*OM§ = H*0(PGy: M3(E2)™r) ® EI¢].
In this case the PGy approach offers no advantages over the more traditional vp-BSS:
H*'M| @ F ,[vol/ (v3°) = H*OM§. (5.7)
Moreover Lemma 8.10 of [9], Corollary 9.9 of [18], and Lemma 4.5 of [17] imply that there are

no non-trivial differentials in (5.7).
We will use the notation

Xs/jk =
v p

Such an element will always have order p*. The resulting computation of H *Mg is given below.
Theorem 5.8. We have
H*M&EXOO@YSOGBYOOGBYfOGBGw@X&fGBY&Ow@;Y&Ow@G£®EG£

where the summands are spanned by the following elements:

X% = (Igpnjjn), pls, n=0, 1<k<n+1, 1<j<anit1, P J,
X2 = (lojjx), k=1, j=1, pr=tyy,
Y& = ((ho)spr /i)y pis, n=0, 1<k<n+1, 1<j<Apgqr +2, P =1,
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={hodosin) k=1, j=1, pH -1,
cYgo, = (¢ (ho)os1k): k=1,
Y =((hD)spsjk)s k=1, 1<j<p—1, andifp|s, k=2, j=p—1,
Y :((h())xpnfpn—Z/jyk), writing s = p's’, pts', we have:

1<j<p"—p" 2 p* Y j+an, for 1 <k <min(i +1,n+ 1);
P =P < <P = P T A A2, PNt ano, for 1<k <n—1,
G :=((Gn)sprjjk), n=0, 1< j<ay, writings =p't, ptt, we have:

1<k<i+1,
>0, 1<k<min(n+1,i+1),
P+ Ant + 1,
217[

WVl
- o

n
t#—1modp: i n
1<k<i,

1 <k<min(n +1,i),
PG+ A+ 1,

Vol
=2

S 3

t=—1modp: i

n=0: k
GX:=((Gwojjk) n=>0,1<j<a, {n>0:

)

1
k<n+1,1<j<a,
Vj+A+1,

Z
1<
e
(G = (t(Go)osik) k=1

Remark 5.9. Take note that in the theorem above, we have elected to enumerate all of the values
of k so that the elements x,/; x exist, not just the maximal values of k, which would give a basis.
The author finds that this makes the conditions on the different indices somewhat easier to digest.
The presentation above does give a basis for the associated graded of H *Mg with respect to the
p-adic filtration.

Fig. 5.3 displays the resulting cohomology H*Mg in the vicinities of vépn ,s#0,—1mod p,
n < 4. In this figure, a k-fold line segment

k({

N /

xs/a+m Is/a
is spanned by
(xg/5.0), fora<j<a+m, 1<€<min(v,(lxe;0) + 1,k).

Fig. 5.2 shows examples of these patterns in the case where p =5 in the vicinity of v%S.
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p —p —p-1
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n

Fig. 5.3. H* M} in the vicinity of v;” ,0<n<4,s%0,—1 mod p.
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6. Dictionary with Shimomura-Yabe
The computation of Shimomura—Yabe uses the vg-BSS
H (M) ® Fpvol/ (v3°) = H*' (M§) 6.1)

where H*(M 11) is computed as in Theorem 3.3. Part of the reason that the computation of H *Mg
is so complicated when using this spectral sequence is that the families of Theorem 5.8 get split
between families involving ¢ and not involving . We recall the result of [18], with some cor-
rections to their families. In order to not confuse their generators coming from H*(Gy; M 11 (E))

with ours coming from H*(PGy; M ]1 (EZ)Z; ), we will write the Shimomura—Yabe generators,
as well as the Shimomura—Yabe families, in non-italic typeface. We continue to use our xg/;
notation from Section 5. We also continue our convention that |h;| = —q.

Below we reproduce the main result of [18]. Our reason for reproducing the whole answer is
that the author could not fully parse the conditions as printed in [18]. Also, the author discovered
some errors in the paper: the answer below includes the author’s corrections.

Theorem 6.2. (See [18, Theorem 2.3].) The cohomology H*Mg is isomorphic to

(XX DYX-DGY)QE[]1DXT DX DY DY DY

DG @ (Yo ® Yi0¥) @ Zip(¢)

where the modules above have bases given by:

X® = (lynjia)s pls, n>0, 1<k<n+1, 1<) <apir, pP1J,
either p*+ j or j > a,_y,

X = (lojjk), Jj=Ll k=v,(j)+1,

X = Lspnyjk),  pts, n=0:

vp(s+ D=0 1<k<n+1, 1<j<ansirr, P
either p*{ j or j > an_y,
1<k<i—1 1<j<anir, P,
vp(s+1)=i>0: either p*{ j or j > an_y,
i<k<n: an_i < j <an—i+1, pP*1J,

YE :=(hDgjk) 1<j<p—1l,k=1,andj=p—1,k=2ifp]s,

Yo = <(h0)sp”/j,k>v s#0,—1mod p, 1 <k<n,
Ak +2<j<Anap+2 p* =1 and p* | j—1if j—1<an i1,
aswellas j =1, k=n+1.

Yo% = ((ho)spn_pn—Z/j’k>, n>=2,s=p"s, pts’, 1<k<n+1:
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ptj—1: k=1, apo+1<j<p'—p" 2+ A,_»+2,
k=1, j=mp 41,

JEP P+ Apcik—1 +2,

and pftorj>p"—p"?+ A k2+2,

plj—1and
j>pt=p AL

2<k<n—-2: k<m+1,
J=tp" 41 pi,
Jj>an—k—1+1,
. k=n-—1: j=pt—p" 41
— 1 and ’
l?|<]n anniz L orj=landn<m+42,
A P j=p" = pt
k=n-+1: j:p"—p"‘l—p"_z—i—l,
n<m,
Oo c =Q/Z) generated by {ho/1 1}, k> 1
GE = ((Gn)spr/jik)s >0, 1<j<ap s=p's, pts
n=0, s/gé—lmodp: k=i+1,
nz1,s'#—1modp: k=v,j+A,1+D+1<i+1,
nzl,s'=—lmodp: k=v,(j+A,_1+1D+1<],

Gy’ :=Q/Zp) generated by {(GO)O/I,k}, k>1,
Ygf’&G :=((ho)spn/j‘k), n>0,s#£0,—1modp, k>1, j=1pF+1, t#0,
A +2<j< A1 +2,
Yix,)éG = ((hO)sp”—p"—z/j,k)>’ nz2 k=1, Pk | j+an—1,
PP T Ak +2< <P = P At 2,
Remark 6.3. Unlike in Theorem 5.8, we have presented the modules in Theorem 6.2 in terms

of an integral basis, as in [18]. This way, the various modules are more easily compared to the
corresponding modules in [18].

Remark 6.4. The module Y°O differs from that which appears in Theorem 2.3 of [18] in two
ways. Firstly, the conditions “k <m+17,“n<m+2",“n<m+17,and “n < m” in the various
subcases are absent from [18]. These conditions are necessary, because they eliminate targets of
differentials in the vo-BSS (6.1). The differentials in question are

d(l)s’p"+m/j+a,,_1 = USH_I(ho)s/pn-#m_pn—Z/j + -
for pts’, j < p" — P2, p" 1| j 4+ a,_1 (see Theorem 5.1 of [18]). Secondly, in [18] the

condition “j = tp¥~1 4+ 17 above instead reads “j = rp* 4 1”. The source of this discrepancy is
in Proposition 7.8 of [18], where it is proven that there are differentials

ok
d((hO)Sp"—P”‘z/j) =00 (Gnk=spr—pr=1j—prppr2—a, a2 T
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for j < p* — p" 2+ A,_x_1 + 2 and p* | j 4+ a,_;. The issue is that the targets of these
differentials are not present for j < p" — p"~> + A,_x_» + 2. While alternative targets are
supplied by Proposition 7.8 of [18] for j < p" — p" 2+ 1, the range p" — p" 2 +1 < j <
p* — p" %+ A,_i—> + 2 is not addressed. For the purposes of the projective vo-BSS, however,
Proposition 7.8 gives enough of a lower bound on the length of the projective vo-BSS differential
to deduce the orders of these groups in these missing cases.

Remark 6.5. The module G~ differs from that which appears in Theorem 2.3 of [18] in three
respects. Firstly, in [18] there is the condition:

“if s’ # —1mod p then p' 1 fj+ A, ;i 1 +17
However, in light of Propositions 7.2 and 7.5 of [18], this condition should instead read:
“if s’ £ —1 mod p then p't1{j+A, | +1”
Secondly, in [18] there is the condition:
“if s/ = —1 mod p®then p' { j + A,_; + 1.
In light of Propositions 7.6 and 7.8 of [18], this condition should instead read:
“if s’ =—1mod p then p'{ j + A,_1 + 1

Thirdly, the variable i which appears in the second set of conditions describing G in Theo-
rem 2.3 of [18] (i.e. the set of conditions involving the variable “I” in their notation) has nothing
to do with the variable i appearing in the first set of conditions describing G¢¥. This error arose
because the definition of GZ° at the top of p. 287 of [18] involves superimposing the conditions

[TEEL

of G¢ on p. 284 of [18]; both sets of conditions involve a variable “i”, but these i’s are not the
same.

Remark 6.6. The module YT?’CG differs from that which appears in Theorem 2.3 of [18]. We
have replaced the condition

‘6p | j — 177
in [18] with the condition
“prljtan—1”
This only has the effect of adding the generators
hO;Sp”—pnfz/p”—pnfz-i-l,n—l .

These generators must be present, in light of Remark 9.10 of [18], together with the vo-BSS
differential

d(ho)gpn -2 241 = 05 (GO)gpn_pr-t 1

implied by Propositions 7.6 and 7.8 of [18].



M. Behrens / Advances in Mathematics 230 (2012) 458—492 481

We give a dictionary between our presentation of H *Mg (Theorem 5.8) and the Shimomura—
Yabe presentation (Theorem 6.2) below. As before, our generators are italicized, while the
Shimomura—Yabe generators are in non-italic typeface. Family-by-family, we give a basis for
our families, and then indicate the corresponding Shimomura—Yabe basis elements, broken down
into cases.

X =X
X2 =X,
YgOB(ho)spn/j’k, sZ0,—Ilmod p, n>20, 1 <k<n+1, 2<j< Ap—k+1 +2,
k— 1|

p j—1,either p*tj—1lorj>A, 42 aswellas j=1, k=n+1

Csp"/jfl,k, 2< j < an—k+1+1, Up(j_1)=k_1’ (ngo)
=1 (ho)spr/jk, eitherap_iy1 <j < Ap—i1+2, vp(j — D =k—1
orj>A,_x+2orj=1, (Ygf’c)

Y(iooo 5> (ho)oyjk, Jj=22,k—1=v,(j—1) and Q/Z,) generatedby j=1, k>1

Sofi—1.ks  J 22, (XTLH
ho1,ks ]—1 (Y3.0)

(Yoo =Y ol

I, p1s,
YOO9(h1)Sp/j,kv k=1, 1< Jj<p—-1 and]_ _l’k:{z, pJ{S

_{(hl)sp/j,kv j<p—landj=p—1Tlifpls, (YZ)
Csp/p.1s J=p—1, PJ(S, (ngo)
Y 3 (ho)gpn_pi-2/j 4 writings = p's’, pits':

weo. I<k<minm+1,i +1), pF 1 j+a, 1,
" either p*{j4+a,_jork=i+1,

n n—2. l<k<n-1, jgpn_pniz_i'An—k—l'i‘za Pkil |j+an—l»

J<p'—p

S either p*{ j +ap—10r j > p" — p" 2+ Ap_j2 +2
Esp fj+an_1.> 1<j<p=p" % pMlj+an1. (Xe)
= é‘sp"—p”—z/j_l,kv vp(j + an— D=k—1, j<ap—-1+1, (X{ )

(ho)gpn—pn—2j k> otherwise, (Y c)

G 3 (Gn)spn/j ks >0, 1<j<ay, writings = p't, ptt, we have:

. k=i+1,
t#—1mod p: i 0’{ k=min(v,(j+ A1 + D+ 1,0+ 1),
k=i,

=—lmodp: i> 1,{ >1: k=min(w,(j +A,—1 + 1) +1,0),
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(Go)s/1i+1 n=0, t#—1mod p, (GZ)

holypivi_pi-1piti _pi-i41;, n=0,1= t'p—1, (YT?&G{C})

(G)spr /jiks n>1, ptj+ A1 +1, (GP)

_ J bolpn+ijiva, 12,00 n=1,t#—1modp, p*|j+ A1 +1,

(Yo 1eh)

ho¢ ¢ il ki1 , o nzlit=tp—1, pFlj+ A1 +1,

J s i N NS

(YD

n=0: generates Q/Z), k> 1,
GX 3 (Gpojjks n=0,1<j<a,, {n>0 I1<k<n+1, 1<j<ay,
k=vp(+ A1 + 1) +1

_ { (Go)oy1.k» n=0, (GF°)
(Gn)ojjks n =1, (GF)

¢GZ =Gg{¢}
7. E(2) and K (2)-local computations
The computation of the groups m.M(p)E@), T«M(P)k2), T+SE@) and mySk(2) follow
quickly from H*M ]1 and H *M(%. We briefly review this in this section.
The Morava change of rings theorem, applied in the context of n = 0, gives the following well

known fact.

Lemma 7.1. We have

Q. (5,0)=1(0,0),

HY My = ,
0, otherwise.
Theorem 7.2. (See [10, Theorem 1.2].) We have
HY MY =F,[vf'] ® Elhol

where

lvi] = (0. 9),
lhol = (1, q).

In the following theorem, we are using the notation
. —k., s * 0
Xs/ki=p ‘vix, forxeH (Ml)

to refer to elements in H*M,).
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Theorem 7.3. (See [9, Theorem 4.2].) The groups H*M& are spanned by

1, pF=lys,

Ls/k, >
> 1.

(ho)—1/k,
The ANSS’s

H' M = 7 My (S),
HY' MY = m, My (M(p)).
H”M(} = mr—s—1 M1 (S),
HY' M| = s\ My (M(p)),
H' M§ = m—s_2 M (S)

all collapse because of their sparsity.
Consider the chromatic spectral sequence

2
EPk = @nkM,, (M(p)) = mM(p)E).

n=1

The differentials are given by

lo/—g, §<0,

dl(ls)z{o‘” T,
(ho)oj—s. s <O,
dl((ho)s)={0°°“ o

We therefore get the following well-known consequence of Shimomura’s calculation of H*M 11

Here, the degrees of the elements are their internal degrees, viewed as elements of H *Ml.j , and
the homological grading is to be ignored.

Theorem 7.4. We have

M (P)EQ) EF,[01]1® Elhol ® (27 Xoo @ Z72Yo0) (¢}
(' Xer 2V eYeY)® X 3G)®E[¢]

where || = —1.
Using the lim’ sequence associated to

M(p)k@) >~ hoEim M(p, U{)E(Z)

we get the following theorem (see Section 15.2 of [7]).
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Theorem 7.5. We have
T M(p)k @) EF,011® E[ho, (1@ (ST X @ X2 (V@Y @ Y) ® 2 °G) ® E¢]
where |¢| = —
Consider the chromatic spectral sequence

2
= @nan(S) = ik SEQ2)-
n=0

The differential

dy : Q=moMo(S) — m_1 M\(S) = Q/Zp)((ho)—1/k: k

WV

is the canonical surjection. The differentials
di M (S) — w1 M2 (S)

are given by

=g 5
dy ((ho)-1/k) = (ho)oy1.k-
Write
Yoo = Y000[01© Yoo [11,
G =Gxl01® GZ[1]
where

Yool (ho)oy1.k: k= 1),

=

Y()oo = ((ho)osjx: J =2, P - 1),
(
(

(Go)oj1.x: k>1),
(Guojje: n=1, 1< j<an, pF1j+Ap 1 +1).

We deduce the following main theorem of [18].
Theorem 7.6. (See [18, Theorem 2.4].) We have
7 SEQ) = Lp) D X~ ( spi/nt1: n =0, s >0, pts)
TTXC e (YR e Y [le Y e ry)
BT Y G DGR ® TG
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Using the lim’ sequence associated to

Sk@) =~ h‘;ﬁkmM(Pk’ ) g

we get the following theorem.

Theorem 7.7. We have

TSk =Ly ® E[L, p)® £ (Lyprjni1: 120, 5 >0, pts) ® E[C]
XXX r (e r*er> ) e 2 (G® e G21)
where || = —1 and |p| = —3.
Remark 7.8. The existence of the exterior algebra factors involving ¢ and p in Theorem 7.7
are closely related to Hopkins’ chromatic splitting conjecture (see [5]). In fact, using the fiber

sequence

M>(S) — Sk — Sk@),E0)

one easily deduces

7Sk @.E1) = (Zp ® 7 (Lypr/ns1: 20, pis) @ E72Q/Zyp)
®E[{1® 27°Q, ® T7'Q,,

as predicted by the chromatic splitting conjecture.
8. Gross—Hopkins duality

The reader may notice that the patterns which occur in Fig. 3.2 are ambigrammic: they are
invariant under rotation by 180°. This is explained by Gross—Hopkins duality.

To proceed, we must work with Picard group graded homotopy. The following is an unpub-
lished result of Hopkins.
Theorem 8.1 (Hopkins). There is an isomorphism

Picko) = Zp x Zp x Z/2(p* - 1). (8.2)

The group is topologically generated by S [1( @ and S,0<(2) [det]. The isomorphism (8.2) can be
chosen so that these generators are given by

Sk =(1,0,1), (8.3)

Sy ldet] = (0. 1,2(p + D). (8.4)
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Overview of the proof. As this isomorphism is not in print, we give a brief explanation (note that
the analogous fact for p = 3 is published, see [8]). Given an object X € Pick(2), the associated
Morava module (E3)} X is invertible. In particular, as a graded (E2)4-module, it is free of rank
1, concentrated either in even or odd degrees. Define €(X) € Z/2 to be the degree of a generator
of (E»); X. This gives a short exact sequence

0 — Pick o) —> Pick ) > Z/2 — 0. (8.5)

Since invertible Morava modules are in bijective correspondence with degree 1 group cohomol-
ogy classes, taking the degree zero part of the associated Morava module gives a map

(E2)p (=)

(8.6)
(Here, Gal denotes the Galois group of F 2 /FF,.) Since the reduction map
(E2)o EW[u | > W

is equivariant with respect to the subgroup W* <S, (where W denotes the Witt ring of F ),
there is a map

Gal Gal

H(S2: (En) " — HI (W W) 9 = End® (W) 8.7)

The crux of Hopkins’ argument is that both (8.6) and (8.7) are isomorphisms, and there is an
isomorphism

End* (W) =2, %7, x z/(p*—1).

The isomorphism () follows from the usual Galois-equivariant isomorphism

W x T, TRPIXS

where t is the Teichmiiller lift. Since there are no continuous group homomorphisms between
]F,X72 and W, we get

Gal = Gal
End* (W)™ — End* (W) x End(F,)™.

Every endomorphism of ]F;2 is Galois equivariant (since the Galois action is the pth power map),
and we have

End(F) =Z/(p* — 1).
There is an isomorphism

End‘ (W) = 7,,{1d, Tr}.
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The Galois equivariant endomorphism of W* induced from [S%((z)] € Pic%(z) (respectively

[S(I)( @) [det]] € Pic(}((z)) is the identity (respectively the norm). It follows that under isomorphisms
(8.6), (8.7), and () above, we have:

Sk =(1,0,1),

S¥yldet] = (0,1, p+ ).

Since e[S}{(z)] =1 and 2[S}((2)] = [Slz((z)] in Pick 2y, we deduce from (8.5) isomorphism (8.2).
Moreover, the induced map

Zp x Lp x L[ (p* = 1) ZPick ) < Pick o) = Zy x Ly x Z/2(p* — 1)
can be taken to be (a, b, ¢) — (2a, b, 2¢). The identities (8.3) and (8.4) follow. O

The isomorphism (8.2) implies that we can K (2)-locally p-adically interpolate the spheres to
get

St = (slval +i.0.7), forseZ,, 0<i<2(p*—1), (8.8)
1 LEE 4
Spap IR = (0,0,2(p + 1). (8.9)

For a K (2)-local spectrum X, we may define m, . (X) by

Tslog|+i,j (X) 1= [52%% [det/], X]

fors, j€Zy, 0<i <|va].

By extending the families described in Theorems 3.3 and 5.8 to allow for s to lie in Z),
instead of Z, one can regard Theorems 7.5 and 7.7 as giving 74 oM (p) k (2) and 74 0Sk (2), Where
* varies p-adically. The author does not know how to compute 7, ; Sk (2) for arbitrary j € Z),.
However, as the following proposition illustrates, after smashing with the Moore spectrum M (p)
the elements (a, *, b) € Pick(2) (under the isomorphism (8.2)) are all equivalent for fixed a and
b and * ranging through Z .

Proposition 8.10.
M(p)goldet] ~ S U+PHP +laltatd prpy o (8.11)

Proof. Since the mod p determinant takes values in F; there is an isomorphism of Morava
modules

(E2)}M(p)[det” ™' ] = (E) M (p).
It follows that under isomorphism (8.2), the subgroup of Z, x Z, x Z/2( p? — 1) generated by

(0, p — 1, 0) acts trivially on M (p)k(2). Thus the element in Picg (2) corresponding to (0, 1, 0)
also acts trivially. The proposition follows from (8.4) and (8.9). O
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Following [3], we define
LX :=1M(X)

where [ denotes the Brown—Comenetz dual. The following proposition explains the self-duality
apparent in Fig. 3.2.

Proposition 8.12. There is an equivalence
LM(p) ~ 2‘1+"+"2+"')'”2'+‘1+5M(p)m).
Proof. Theorem 6 of [3], when specialized to our case, states that there is an equivalence:
LS ~ Sk o [det]. (8.13)
Smashing (8.13) with M (p) and using (8.11) we get
LM(p) =X '"M(p) A LS
~ X' M(p) A Sk (o [det]

24
~ 3 +p+p°+ )|”2|+q+5M(p)K(2). 0

Unfortunately, as we have not given a method to compute 7, ; Sk (2) for arbitrary j, (8.13)
gives little insight into the shifted self-duality present in the patterns shown in Fig. 5.3. However,
using (8.13), one can turn the patterns of Fig. 5.3 180° and regard them as being descriptions of
the corresponding patterns occurring in the homotopy of S?< @) [det].

Remark 8.14. One way to compute the portion of 7, Sk (2) spanned by elements of Adams—
Novikov filtration 2 is to adapt the method of congruences of modular forms of [1] to the
situation: one just needs to twist the operators acting on the modular forms by appropriate pow-
ers of the determinants of the corresponding elements of G L,(Qy). In fact, this method helped
the author correct an additional family of errors in Y and G* which he missed in an earlier
version of this paper.

9. A simplified presentation

The patterns of Fig. 5.3 suggest that we may reorganize the families X, Y, Yo, Y1, G, into four
simple families, as explained in the following theorem. In the theorem below, we have

|x(j. ks | = x|+ slval — jq.

We warn that while such an element x(j, k), does have order p*, the j in the notation is not
intended to indicate anything about v{-multiplication.

Theorem 9.1. H *Mg admits the following alternate presentation.

HMZZXC oY) X eY(DXBGCdXT YO T dYOL DG G
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where

X :=(1(j,k)spn), pts,n=0, 1<k<n+1, 1<j<apit1, p P
YO := (ho(j, )spr),  P1s,

sZ—1lmodp: n20, I1<k<n+1, 1 <j<Ap—k41+2,
P -1,

s=—Ilmodp: n2>21, 1<k<n, 1<j<A—+2,
p—1,

Y(D)® = (o )spr), phson>1 1<k<n, 2<j+1 <dapirr, P 1J+1
G := (Gi(jy k)sp")v pts,

s # —1 mod p: >0,0<ig<n, 1<j<aq,
1<k mm(z—l—l n—z—i—l) Pl A+,
a<k<n+1¢z

s=—Ilmodp: n>=1,0< n—l 1 J<ai,
lgk\mm(z—l-l,n i), pk [j+Ai—1+1,
(I1<k<nifi=0),

XZ:=(1G. ko), k=1, j=1, pF 1},
YO = (ho(j. ko), k=1, j>1, pF1j—1,
LY (0)3 :=(¢ho(1, k)o), k>

( >

G =(Gi(j, k), i
(1<k<o0ifi=0),
tGX:=(tGo(l, k), k=>1.

0, 1<j<a, 1<k<i+1, p* N j+A_1+1,

Fig. 9.1 shows the resulting patterns in the vicinities of v2’7 for s 2 —1 mod p and n < 4

The meaning of the notation is identical to that of Fig. 5.3 except that the lines are serving as an
organizational principle, and are no longer meant to necessarily imply v;-multiplication.

In order to prove that the presentation of Theorem 9.1 is valid, we must provide a dictionary
between the presentation of Theorem 9.1 and the presentation of Theorem 5.8. The modules

X, X3, G*, G, tGZ
share the same notation and indeed refer to the same modules as in Theorem 5.8, with
x(j, k)s = x5/ k-
We also have

Y&OOO = Y(O)£
TY5S, =Y (0.
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Fig. 9.1. H*Mg in the vicinity of vép ,0<n<4,s#£0,—1 mod p with respect to the simplified presentation.
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However, the modules Yéx’ ,Y® and Y 1°° of Theorem 5.8 get reorganized into the modules
Y (0)*° and Y (1)* of Theorem 9.1:

(ho)sp /) ks s #—1mod p, (Y5°)

Y(0)® 5 ho(j. k)gpn =
( ) O(J )Sp { (hO)Sp”+p”*p"_l/j+p"+]7p"_1,k’ s =—1 mod p, (YIOO)

) (R1)spn /) ks ap < j+1<ar, (Y®)
Y(l)ooah](J,k)sp"= \ sp/ 4 . . o N
( O)Spn*p”_[/jf(l,',1+l,k ai—1 <] + 1 Kdap, 1> 1, (Yl )

The advantage of the presentation of Theorem 9.1 is that it attaches to every element v;p " four
vi-torsion families: the two “unbroken” families X°° and Y (0)*° and the two “broken” families
Y (1)%° and G*°. The unbroken families behave uniformly in s and n, whereas the broken families
display an exceptional behavior when s = —1 mod p. This allows for easy understanding of the
structure of HS*' Mg for + < 0. The torsion bounds on X* and Y (1)° match up, as do the
torsion bounds on Y (0)*° and G*°. Moreover, each of the four families are no more complicated
than X°°, which corresponds to the family f;/; « of [9]. In contrast the presentation of ¥ in
Theorem 5.8 has a more complex feel to it, and the presentation of cho in Theorem 6.2 borders
on incomprehensible.

The disadvantages of the presentation of Theorem 9.1 is that we have forsaken a complete
description of vi-multiplication between the generators. We have also broken any semblance of
the Gross—Hopkins self-duality that was so readily apparent in Fig. 3.2.
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