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QUOTIENTS OF THE BRAID GROUP THAT ARE EXTENSIONS

OF THE SYMMETRIC GROUP

MATTHEW B. DAY AND TREVOR NAKAMURA

Abstract. We consider normal subgroups N of the braid group Bn such
that the quotient Bn/N is an extension of the symmetric group by an abelian
group. We show that, if n ≥ 4, then there are exactly 8 commensurability
classes of such subgroups. We define a Specht subgroup to be a subgroup of
this form that is maximal in its commensurability class. We give descriptions
of the Specht subgroups in terms of winding numbers and in terms of infinite
generating sets. The quotient of the pure braid group by a Specht subgroup
is a module over the symmetric group. We show that the modules arising
this way are closely related to Specht modules for the partitions (n − 1, 1)
and (n− 2, 2), working over the integers. We compute the second cohomology
of the symmetric group with coefficients in both of these Specht modules,
working over an arbitrary commutative ring. Finally, we determine which of
the extensions of the symmetric group arising from Specht subgroups are split
extensions.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background. We consider group extensions of the form

(1) 0 → A→ Bn/N → Sn → 1,

where Bn is the braid group on n ≥ 3 strands, A an abelian group, Sn is the
symmetric group, and N ⊳Bn is a normal subgroup such that Bn/N → Sn factors
through the canonical projection Bn → Sn (see section 2.1 for careful definitions).
In this setup, it follows that we have containments between N and the pure braid
group and its commutator subgroup: PB′

n ≤ N ≤ PBn. The group A = PBn/N
gets the structure of a ZSn-module from the conjugation action of Bn on PBn.
This paper is concerned with the range of possibilities for such extensions and the
structure and cohomology of such modules. In particular, we are interested in the
conditions under which extension (1) splits.

Extensions of the form (1) arise naturally in more than one way. The canonical
projection Bn → Sn is a natural thing to consider, since it is the map that takes
braid diagrams and forgets the crossing data to obtain arrow diagrams for bijections.
It is canonical in a stronger sense, in that for n ≥ 3 with n /∈ {4, 6} it is the unique
homomorphismBn → Sn with non-cyclic image, up to conjugacy. This is a theorem
of Artin [2] that was recently reproven and strengthened by Kolay [12]. This also
highlights the importance of the kernel of this map, which is the pure braid group
PBn. The pure braid group is the mysterious part of the braid group, and its
abelianization is an obvious thing to consider in the study of Bn. So one important
case of extension (1) is where N = PB′

n and A is the abelianization H1(PBn) of
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PBn. In fact, this extension is initial in the category of extensions of this form.
As a ZSn-module, H1(PBn) is the permutation module M2

Z of tabloids for the
partition (n− 2, 2), working over Z. This is an important connection between the
group theory of Bn and the representation theory of Sn.

In [4], Brendle and Margalit study the level–4 subgroup Bn[4] of the braid group.
This is the kernel of the modulo–4 reduction of the integral Burau representation.
Since Bn is the mapping class group of a disk with n marked points, and the
integral Burau representation is the action of Bn on the homology of a surface that
is a particular branched cover of the disk, Bn[4] arises from the topology of surfaces.
Further, Brendle and Margalit show that Bn[4] is generated by the squares of pure
braids, so that Bn[4] comes up naturally in the study of Bn without even referring
to the Burau representation. They also show, among other things, that PBn/Bn[4]
is abelian, so that Bn/Bn[4] is an extension of the form (1).

In [13], Kordek and Margalit study Bn[4] and Bn/Bn[4]. Their main result is a
stable description of H1(Bn[4];C) as a sequence of Bn/Bn[4]-representations. On
the way, they prove the following result, which is a starting point for the ideas in
this paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Kordek–Margalit [13], Proposition 7.6). The short exact sequence

0 → PBn/Bn[4] → Bn/Bn[4] → Sn → 1

does not split.

It is a classical fact that group extensions with cokernel G and abelian kernel
A correspond to elements of the second cohomology H2(G;A) (see Theorem 4.10
below). Given such an extension, we call the corresponding element of H2(G;A)
its structure class. In [15], the second-named author studied the structure classes
of extension (1) for N = PB′

n and N = Bn[4]. He gave explicit descriptions of
cocycles that represent the structure classes of these extensions. We repeat his
main result in Theorem 4.14 below. One of the goals of the current paper is to
give context to the results in [15]; further, those results are a key ingredient in our
splitting results.

Certain Sn-modules show up as subquotients of PBn/PB
′
n, and we investigate

their low-dimensional cohomology in this paper. In particular, these include the
permutation modules and Specht modules for the partitions (n−1, 1) and (n−2, 2),
working over a ring R that is either the integers Z or a quotient Z/mZ. We use the
notations M1

R and M2
R for these permutation modules, and S1

R and S2
R for these

Specht modules, respectively. As a final bit of background, we summarize what is
already known about the cohomology groups ofSn in these modules. See section 3.3
for definitions. We study the cohomology groups Hi(Sn;M) for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, and
whereM is one of the four kinds of modules just mentioned. IfR = Z/pZ for a prime
p, Theorems 12.1 and 24.15 of James [11] give the multiplicities of the composition
factors in a composition series for S1

R and S2
R, and the low-dimensional cohomology

of Sn in these factors is given in results on page 176 of Burichenko–Kleschev–
Martin [6]. So in principal, these cohomology groups could be computed this way.
If R = Z, then computer-assisted results of Weber [16] give the elementary divisors
ofH2(Sn;M), whereM is one of these Specht modules, up through n = 20 (see the
table in the appendix of the ArXiv version of Weber [17]). These results agree with
our theorems below. We note that these families of modules are finitely generated
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FI-modules, and as such, the general behavior of their cohomology is predicted by
Nagpal [14].

1.2. Results. Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 3. There is a list of 8 normal subgroups of Bn, such that
for every normal subgroup N ⊳ Bn with PB′

n ≤ N ≤ PBn, N is a finite-index
subgroup of exactly one subgroup in the list.

Two of these subgroups are PBn and PB′
n, but we believe that the other six

subgroups have not been described previously. We call these six subgroups the
Specht subgroups of the braid group (see Definition 3.1). As mentioned above,
PBn/PB

′
n is the permutation module M2

Z for (n− 2, 2)-tabloids working over the
integers Z. The proof of Theorem 1.2 comes from the rigidity of submodules of
this same module M2

Q, but working over the rationals Q. We define the Specht

subgroups as the preimages in PBn of the kernels of the projections from M2
Q

to its irreducible factors. We give a more careful statement of Theorem 1.2 in
Theorem 3.5, and prove it there. We also provide characterizations of the Specht
subgroups in terms of winding numbers (Proposition 3.7) and in terms of infinite
generating sets (Proposition 3.9).

Just as the Specht subgroups deserve special attention, so do the quotients of
PBn by Specht subgroups. In section 3.4, we investigate the quotients of PBn by
two of the Specht subgroups, by determining the images of the integral scalings of
two of the factor projection maps from M2

Q to itself. We characterize these images
in Propositions 3.14 and 3.17. We find that these images are isomorphic to finite-
index submodules of two integral Specht modules, but are not isomorphic to the
Specht modules themselves. See Corollaries 3.15, 3.16, 3.23, and 3.24. These results
are also important for our splitting results.

Our second main result is our computation of the second cohomology in two
Specht modules. This is relevant to the braid group because the modules S1

Z and
S2
Z are submodules of M2

Z , which is isomorphic to PBn/PB
′
n.

Theorem 1.3. Let n ≥ 6. Let R be a commutative ring, and let S1
R and S2

R be the
Specht modules over R for the partitions (n− 1, 1) and (n− 2, 2), respectively. We
have

H2(Sn;S
1
R) =

{
0 if n is odd

R[2]2 ⊕R/2R if n is even,

and

H2(Sn;S
2
R) =





R/2R if n ≡ 0 (mod 4)
R[2]2 ⊕R/2R if n ≡ 1 (mod 4)
R[2]⊕R/2R if n ≡ 2 (mod 4) or n ≡ 3 (mod 4).

These proofs use filtrations of M1
R and M2

R where the subquotients are Specht
modules. We use explicit descriptions of cocycles to compute the maps in the
resulting long exact sequences. To give these explicit cocycles, we use a 3-skeleton
for a K(Sn, 1) that we describe in [8]. To get the argument started, we compute the
cohomology in M1

R and M2
R using Shapiro’s lemma, since these are isomorphic to

coinduced modules. The statements in Theorem 1.3 appear in Proposition 5.1 and
Theorem 5.4, and we prove them there. These statements also include descriptions
of H0 and H1 in the same modules, and descriptions of H2 in these modules for
small n.
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Remark 1.4. We originally computed H2(Sn;S
2
Z) because we believed it would

contain the structure class for an extension as in (1). However, Corollary 3.24
shows that the quotient of PBn by the appropriate Specht subgroup is not S2

Z, but
is rather a finite-index submodule that is not isomorphic to it. Therefore we believe
that S2

Z does not show up as the kernel A of extension (1) for any choice of N . Our
splitting results do not directly quote Theorem 5.4, but we believe the result to be
of independent interest, so we have kept it in the paper.

Our final main result concerns the splitting of extensions of the form (1) when
N is a Specht subgroup. There is exactly one Specht subgroup, denoted N02, with
the property that (PBn/N02) ⊗Z Q ∼= S1

Q. This ends up being the only Specht
subgroup where the quotient of Bn by the subgroup gives a split extension.

Theorem 1.5. Let n ≥ 4. Let N⊳Bn be a Specht subgroup. Consider the extension

0 → PBn/N → Bn/N → Sn → 1.

This extension splits if N = N02 and n is odd. It does not split otherwise.

This is part of a more general theorem, Theorem 5.5, and we prove it there.
Theorem 5.5 also considers extensions where the kernel is a finite module that is
the reduction of M2

Z modulo m, or the result of reducing modulo m and taking the
quotient by a Specht module.

1.3. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank the following people for helpful
conversations: Wade Bloomquist, Susan Hermiller, Dan Margalit, Daniel Minahan,
Peter Patzt, Andrew Putman, and Nick Salter.

2. Preliminaries for the classification

2.1. Braid groups and symmetric groups. For this section, fix an integer n ≥
2. We recall the usual presentations for the braid groupBn and the symmetric group
Sn. For the braid group, we use σi to denote the positive half-twist on strands
i and i + 1, so that Bn is generated by σ1, . . . , σn−1. The relations are that non-
consecutive generators commute and consecutive generators satisfy a braid relation
σiσi+1σi = σi+1σiσi+1. So

Bn = 〈σ1, . . . , σn−1 | {[σi, σj ]|j > i+ 1}, {σiσi+1σiσ
−1
i+1σ

−1
i σ−1

i+1}i〉.

(Our commutator convention is that [x, y] = xyx−1y−1.)
We use a similar presentation for the symmetric group. For each i with 1 ≤ i ≤

n−1, let si denote the transposition (i, i+1). Then Sn is generated by s1, . . . , sn−1,
and the relations are the same as in the braid group, but with the addition of the
squaring relations (giving each generator order 2). So

(2) Sn = 〈s1, . . . , sn−1 | {[si, sj]|j > i+ 1}, {sisi+1sis
−1
i+1s

−1
i s−1

i+1}i, {s
2
i }i〉.

Let ρ be the homomorphism Bn → Sn by σi 7→ si. The presentations make it
clear that ρ is well defined and surjective. The kernel of this map is the pure braid
group PBn. The resulting exact sequence is important for this paper:

1 → PBn → Bn
ρ

−→ Sn → 1.

Basic facts about PBn can be found in Chapter 9 of Farb–Margalit [10]. For
generators for PBn, we use the

(
n
2

)
whole twists aij . Here ai,i+1 = σ2

i , and if j > i,
then

aij = σj−1σj · · ·σi+1σ
2
i σ

−1
i+1 · · ·σ

−1
j σ−1

j−1.
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Artin proved that these elements generate, and gave a presentation in [1]. The
presentation is interesting, but we will not directly use it in this work.

Let {vij | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} be the basis for Z(
n
2). The following proposition is well

known (see section 9.3 of Farb–Margalit [10]), and is an easy consequence of the
presentation for PBn. We don’t give a proof here.

Proposition 2.1. The map on generators aij 7→ vij extends to a surjective homo-

morphism PBn → Z(
n
2), and this map is the abelianization map for PBn.

We also need the center of PBn. The following is well known. A proof appears
in two parts in sections 9.2 and 9.3 of Farb–Margalit [10].

Proposition 2.2. The center of Bn is infinite cyclic, generated by the pure braid

(a12a13 · · · a1n)(a23a24 · · ·a2n) · · · (an−2,n−1an−2,n)an−1,n.

In particular, this cyclic subgroup is also the center of PBn.

Finally, we need the following fact about the commutator subgroup PB′
n. This

is part of a stronger result of Bianchi [3], but we give a short proof here.

Proposition 2.3. Let n ≥ 3. The abelianization H1(PB
′
n) of the commutator

subgroup PB′
n of the pure braid group is not finitely generated.

Proof. Let f : PBn → F2 be a surjective homomorphism to the free group F2 of rank
2. Cohen–Falk–Randall construct entire families of such maps in Section 3 of [7],
so f certainly exists. Then the restriction f |PB′

n
: PB′

n → F ′
2 is also surjective.

The five-term exact sequence for the low-dimensional homology of a short exact
sequence tells us that H1(PB

′
n) surjects to H1(F

′
2). But H1(F

′
2) is not finitely

generated since it is the first homology of an infinite-rank graph. So H1(PB
′
n) is

not finitely generated either. �

2.2. Some permutation and Specht modules. The classical Maschke’s theo-
rem implies that any finitely generated module for a finite group, over a field of
characteristic 0, decomposes uniquely as direct sum of simple modules. Working
over the rationals Q, the simple QSn-modules (that is, the irreducible representa-
tions) are the Specht modules, which correspond to partitions of n. We are only
interested in three Specht modules in this paper, so we do not give a careful defini-
tion for a general partition. Our definitions work over a general commutative ring
R, and the resulting modules are interesting, even though they are not usually sim-
ple, and usually no Maschke-style decomposition holds. So we fix a commutative
ring R in this section to make our definitions. We require commutative rings to
have a multiplicative identity 1.

We summarize the general definitions first. We follow many of the notations
and conventions from James [11]. Let λ = (λ1, . . . , λr) be a partition of n (with
λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr). The Young diagram of λ is the left-justified grid of boxes where
the ith row has λi boxes. A Young tableau is a filling of the Young diagram by
the numbers 1, . . . , n, with no repeats. The tabloid of a tableau t is the set of
tableaux obtained from t by permuting the entries in each row (so it is a tableau
with unordered rows). The canonical action of Sn on {1, 2, . . . , n} naturally defines
an action on the set of λ-tableaux, by permuting the numbers in the boxes. This
action descends to an action on the set of λ-tabloids. The λ-permutation module
Mλ
R is the free R-module on the set of λ-tabloids, made into an RSn-module by
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extending the action on tabloids linearly. Given a tableau t, the polytabloid of t
is the signed sum of the orbit of the tabloid of t under the action of the column
stabilizer of t. The λ-Specht module SλR is the submodule of Mλ

R spanned by the
set of all polytabloids. We repeat these definitions more carefully for the three
partitions we are interested in: (n), (n− 1, 1), and (n− 2, 2).

First of all, for the trivial partition λ = (n), we have S
(n)
R =M

(n)
R = R, with the

untwisted action. We use the notation S0
R for S

(n)
R .

Next we consider the modules related to the partition λ = (n− 1, 1). We use the

notation M1
R as an abbreviation for M

(n−1,1)
R . The action of Sn on the (n− 1, 1)-

tabloids is simply the canonical action of Sn on {1, 2, . . . , n}, so to work with M1
R,

we name the basis elements and define the action directly. So M1
R is the free R-

module with basis {t1, . . . , tn}, and it is an RSn-module by permuting the basis
elements: for σ ∈ Sn and any basis element ti, we have σti = tσ(i). (We can think
of ti as being the tabloid consisting of tableaux with i as the unique entry in the
second row, or we can think of it as a meaningless symbol.)

Similarly, we use S1
R as an abbreviation for S

(n−1,1)
R . Tracing through the defini-

tions above, we find that the polytabloids are just the elements of M1
R of the form

ti − tj , for all distinct choices of i and j from 1 through n. So the Specht module
S1
R is the span of {ti− tj | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} in M1

R. We note that M1
R has a free basis

t1, t2 − t1, t3 − t1, . . . , tn − t1,

and from this it quickly follows that S1
R is a free R-module of rank n− 1 with basis

t2 − t1, . . . , tn − t1.
Finally, we introduce the modules for the partition λ = (n− 2, 2). An (n− 2, 2)-

tabloid is uniquely determined by the unordered pair of elements appearing in the
second row of any tableau representing it. So the action ofSn on the set of (n−2, 2)-
tabloids is just the action of Sn on the set of unordered pairs from {1, 2, . . . , n}.

We use M2
R as notation for M

(n−2,2)
R . Again, we name basis elements and make

definitions directly. Let M2
R be the free R-module whose basis is the set of

(
n
2

)

symbols {vij | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n}. Since only the unordered pair {i, j} matters for vij ,
we use the convention that vij = vji. Under this convention, we can summarize
the action of Sn on this basis by saying that, for σ ∈ Sn, we have σvij = vσ(i),σ(j).

Then M2
R is an RSn-module by extending this action linearly. (Again, we can

think of vij as being the tabloid where any representative tableau has {i, j} as the
set of elements in its second row, or we can just think of vij as being a symbol.)

The main reason that we consider M2
R in this paper is the following observation.

Proposition 2.4. In the exact sequence

0 → PBn/PB
′
n → Bn/PB

′
n → Sn → 1

conjugation induces a ZSn-module structure on PBn/PB
′
n. With this structure,

PBn/PB
′
n
∼=M2

Z as ZSn-modules.
Further, for any positive integer k, there is a normal subgroup N ⊳ Bn with

PB′
n < N < PBn, such that the exact sequence

0 → PBn/N → Bn/N → Sn → 1

induces a ZSn-module structure on PBn/N that makes it isomorphic to M2
Z/kZ as

a ZSn-module.
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Proof. Here PB′
n is the commutator subgroup, so that PBn/PB

′
n is Z(

n
2) by Propo-

sition 2.1. As with any group extension with abelian kernel, the action of the coker-
nel on the kernel is by lifting and conjugating (a different choice of lifts will result in
the same action since the differences are in the abelian kernel). We lift a generator
si in Sn to σi in Bn, and conjugate a generator ajk by this lift. There are a few

cases to consider, but in all cases the conjugate σiajkσ
−1
i can be rewritten (using

the definition of ajk and the commutation and braid relations from Section 2.1) to
be asi(j),si(k). This matches the action on M2

Z , proving the first statement.
For the second statement, simply define N to be the subgroup of PBn generated

by PB′
n and {akij | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n}. The isomorphism of PBn/PB

′
n to M2

Z will

carry N/PB′
n to kM2

Z, so that PBn/N is isomorphic to M2
Z/kM

2
Z
∼= M2

Z/kZ as a

ZSn-module. �

Now we consider the Specht module inM2
R. Suppose i, j, k, l are distinct numbers

from 1 through n, and t is an (n − 2, 2)-tableau with i, j, k, l as the entries in the
left 2× 2-square (with other entries unspecified):

t =
i j ∗ . . . ∗

k l

Then the polytabloid of t in M2
R is vij + vkl − vil − vkj . So the Specht module

S2
R = S

(n−2,2)
R is the submodule of M2

R spanned by

{vij + vkl − vil − vkj | i, j, k, l distinct in 1, 2, . . . , n}.

In the next section, we find a free basis for S2
R as an R-module.

2.3. Structure of M2
R. First we describe a different basis for M2

R. A standard
tableau is one in which the numbers are strictly increasing in every row and every
column. For (n − 2, 2), a standard tableau is one with a 1 in the upper left, any
increasing ordered pair other than (2, 3) in the second row, and the remaining
elements in increasing order in the rest of the first row. This means that 3 is in
the second position of the first row if 2 is in the second row, and 2 is in the second
position of the first row, otherwise. We use the notation eij for the polytabloid of
standard tableau with (i, j) as its second row:

e2i = v2i + v13 − v1i − v23, for 4 ≤ i ≤ n and

eij = vij + v12 − v1j − v2i, for 3 ≤ i < j ≤ n.

Together, these form the set of standard polytabloids in M2
R. The number of such

elements is
(
n
2

)
− n (the n unordered pairs that are not allowed are the n− 1 pairs

involving 1, and the pair {2, 3}).

Lemma 2.5. Let n ≥ 4. Then M2
R has a free basis over R consisting of v12, the

elements v1j−v12 for 3 ≤ j ≤ n, the element v23−v12, and the standard polytabloids
e24, . . . , e2n, e34, . . . , en−1,n.

Proof. We order the set of unordered pairs {i, j} with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n in the
usual way: {i, j} < {k, l} if min{i, j} < min{k, l}, or if min{i, j} = min{k, l} and
max{i, j} < max{k, l}.

Let A be the matrix whose columns are the list of vectors in the statement,
in order, written as column vectors with respect to the standard basis for M2

R in
the order just described. Then A is an upper-triangular matrix with entries of 1
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on the diagonal, since all the other summands of eij come earlier than vij in the
standard order. So A is a product of elementary matrices over R, meaning that
the set of vectors in the statement comes from the standard basis by a sequence of
transvections and is therefore a basis. �

There is an RSn-module homomorphismM2
R → S0

R by vij 7→ 1. Let K12 denote
the kernel of this map. Since the map is surjective, this definition gives us an exact
sequence

0 → K12 →M2
R → S0

R → 0.

Let µ : M2
R →M1

R be the RSn-module homomorphism defined by µ(vij) = ti + tj .

Proposition 2.6. For n ≥ 4, we have an exact sequence

0 → S2
R → K12

µ|K12−→ S1
R → 0.

Proof. The basis from Lemma 2.5 has v12 mapping to 1 in S0
R, and all other basis

elements mapping to 0. From this it follows that K12 is a free R-module with basis
given by the remaining

(
n
2

)
− 1 elements of that basis for M2

R. For any generator

ti − tj of S1
R, we can pick k distinct from i and j, and µ(vik − vjk) = ti − tj . So

µ|K12 maps surjectively to S1
R. The vectors v23 − v12 and all the v1j − v12 together

map to a linearly independent set of vectors in S1
R. (To see this, note that that

µ(v23 − v12) = t3 − t1 is the only such vector to have a nonzero coefficient on t1,
and for each j > 3, µ(v1j − v12) = tj − t2 is the only vector to have a nonzero
coefficient on tj .) From this it follows that ker(µ|K12) is freely generated by the
standard polytabloids, and therefore that it is a submodule of S2

R. On the other
hand, any polytabloid is in K12, and maps to 0 under µ. So S2

R is contained in
ker(µ|K12). So they are equal, and the sequence is exact. �

Corollary 2.7. For n ≥ 4, S2
R is a free R-module of rank

(
n
2

)
−n, freely generated

by the standard polytabloids.

Now we observe that we can find copies of S0
R and S1

R in M2
R. To do this, we

define some extra terms in M2
R. Define

u =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

vij ∈M2
R, and for all i, wi =

∑

1≤j≤n
j 6=i

vij .

Then the maps S0
R → M2

R by 1 7→ u and S1
R → M2

R by (ti − tj) 7→ (wi − wj) are
injective RSn-module homomorphisms.

We need some maps the are defined over the integers, and more generally. These
are built from maps that arise over Q, so we temporarily specialize to R = Q. From
the fact that the SiQ are irreducible, and using dimension-counting, we can deduce
that:

M1
Q
∼= S1

Q ⊕ S0
Q, and M2

Q
∼= S2

Q ⊕ S1
Q ⊕ S0

Q.

More constructively, we can find formulas for the idempotent projection endomor-
phisms πi : M2

Q → M2
Q for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, with the properties that πi(M2

Q)
∼= SiQ and

πi ◦ πi = πi for each i, and πi ◦ πj = 0 if i 6= j, and π0 + π1 + π0 = id. These
formulas are:

π0(vij) =
2

n(n− 1)
u, π1(vij) =

1

n− 2
(wi + wj)−

4

n(n− 2)
u, and
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π2(vij) = vij −
1

n− 2
(wi + wj) +

2

(n− 1)(n− 2)
u.

To see that these formulas are correct, it is an exercise to check that π0 satisfies
u 7→ u, wi − wj 7→ 0, and eij 7→ 0, and π1 satisfies u 7→ 0, wi − wj 7→ wi − wj , and
eij 7→ 0, and π2 satisfies u 7→ 0, wi − wj 7→ 0, and eij 7→ eij , for all appropriate i
and j.

3. Specht subgroups of Bn

3.1. Definition and first properties. We use the notation of the last section,
but work over Z. In this section, we have a standing assumption that n ≥ 4. Let
π : PBn →M2

Z be the abelianization map.

Definition 3.1. Let i, j be distinct elements of {0, 1, 2} and let k ∈ {0, 1, 2} be the
remaining element. Define Nij = ker(πk|M2

Z

◦ π) < PBn. Now let i ∈ {0, 1, 2} and

let j, k ∈ {0, 1, 2} be the other two elements. Define Ni = Nij ∩Nik. Call these six
subgroups the Specht subgroups of Bn.

The intuition is that Ni “contains” S
i
Z, and Nij “contains” both SiZ and SjZ, in a

sense that we formalize in Lemma 3.3 below. Since this definition is in terms of the
ZSn-module homomorphisms defined in the previous section, it might be hard to
follow. We provide characterizations of each subgroup in terms of winding numbers
and in terms of generating sets in subsection 3.3 below.

First we note that these subgroups really are normal subgroups of Bn, as a
consequence of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let N be a subgroup of Bn with PB′
n ≤ N ≤ PBn. Then N is a

normal subgroup of Bn if and only if π(N) is a is a submodule of the ZSn-module
M2

Z.

Proof. Suppose N ≤ Bn. Let ν ∈ N and let γ ∈ Bn. Since π and ρ are surjections,
π(ν) and ρ(γ) are generic elements of π(N) and Sn, respectively. The definition of
the action of Sn on PBn/PB

′
n implies that ρ(γ)·π(ν) = π(γνγ−1). If N⊳Bn, then

for all such ν and γ, we have γνγ−1 ∈ N , so that ρ(γ) · π(ν) ∈ π(N). Conversely,
if π(N) is a submodule, then for all such ν and γ, we have ρ(γ) · π(ν) ∈ π(N), so
π(γνγ−1) ∈ π(N), so γνγ−1 ∈ ker(π) = N. �

The point of the Definition 3.1 is the following lemma. This is also the meaning
of the notation in that definition.

Lemma 3.3. The quotient of any Ni or Nij by PB′
n tensors up to the indicated

combination of Specht modules over Q:

(Ni/PB
′
n)⊗Z Q ∼= SiQ and (Nij/PB

′
n)⊗Z Q ∼= SiQ ⊕ SjQ.

Likewise, the quotient of PBn by any Ni or Nij tensors up to the complementary
combination of Specht modules. This means that, if (i, j, k) is any ordering of
{0, 1, 2}, then

(PBn/Ni)⊗Z Q ∼= SjQ ⊕ SkQ and (PBn/Nij)⊗Z Q ∼= SkQ.

The point of Theorem 1.2 from the introduction is that the Specht subgroups are
the maximal normal subgroups of Bn that satisfy the conclusions of this lemma.
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Proof of Lemma 3.3. Fix i, j, k an ordering of {0, 1, 2}. We know π induces an
isomorphism PBn/Nij ∼=M2

Z/ ker(π
k|M2

Z

), which is isomorphic to πk(M2
Z).

(PBn/Nij)⊗Q = πk(M2
Z)⊗Q ∼= πk(M2

Q)
∼= SkQ.

Since Q is flat, tensoring with Q preserves exact sequences, so

0 → ker(πk|M2
Z

) →M2
Z → πk(M2

Z) → 0

becomes

0 → ker(πk|M2
Z

)⊗Q → S0
Q ⊕ S1

Q ⊕ S2
Q → SkQ → 0.

But ker(πk|M2
Z

) ∼= Nij/PB
′
n, and we deduce that (Nij/PB

′
n)⊗Z Q is isomorphic to

SiQ ⊕ SjQ.

Similarly, π induces an isomorphism PBn/Ni ∼=M2
Z/(ker(π

j |M2
Z

) ∩ ker(πk|M2
Z

)).

This is isomorphic to M2
Z/ ker(π

j ⊕ πk), where πj ⊕ πk : M2
Z → M j

Q ⊕ Mk
Q. So

PBn/Ni is isomorphic to πj(M2
Z)⊕ πk(M2

Z). By the same argument as above,

(PBn/Ni)⊗Q ∼= πj(M2
Q)⊕ πk(M2

Q)
∼= SjQ ⊕ SkQ.

Then by the same argument using flatness of Q, we have that (Ni/PB
′
n) ⊗ Q is

SiQ. �

Lemma 3.4. In the list of 8 subgroups PBn, N0, N1, N2, N01, N02, N12, PB
′
n, the

subgroups are pairwise incommensurable; in other words, the intersection of any
two distinct subgroups in the list has infinite index in at least one of the subgroups.

Proof. Suppose subgroups N and M from the list are commensurable. Then
(N/PB′

n)⊗Q and (M/PB′
n)⊗Q would be isomorphic. Lemma 3.3 shows that this

is not the case (together with the observations that (PBn/PB
′
n)⊗Q ∼= S0

Q⊕S
1
Q⊕S

2
Q

and (PB′
n/PB

′
n)⊗Q = 0). �

3.2. Proof of the classification. The following is Theorem 1.2 from the intro-
duction. We give a more precise statement here.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose N is a normal subgroup of Bn with PB′
n ≤ N ≤ PBn.

Then N is a finite-index subgroup of exactly one of:

PBn, N0, N1, N2, N01, N02, N12, or PB′
n.

Proof. Proposition 3.2 implies that π(N) is a submodule ofM2
Z . Then π induces an

isomorphism between PBn/N and M2
Z/π(N) that allows us to recognize PBn/N

as a ZSn-module. Let Q denote M2
Z/π(N), and let QQ denote (M2

Z/π(N)) ⊗ Q.
We have the following composition of maps:

PBn
π

−→M2
Z → Q→ QQ.

DefineK ≤ PBn to be the kernel of this composition. Since Q is a finitely generated
abelian group, the kernel of Q → QQ has finite index in Q, and therefore N has
finite index in K. We claim that K is equal to one of the eight subgroups in the
list.

Since tensoring with Q is a right-exact functor, we have that QQ is a quotient of
M2

Q. Since M
2
Q
∼= S0

Q ⊕ S1
Q ⊕ S2

Q, there are eight possibilities for QQ, depending on
which of the three simple modules survive to the quotient. First we point out that
if QQ = 0, then K = PBn, and if QQ =M2

Q, then K = PB′
n.
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Suppose we are in one of the three cases where QQ
∼= SiQ for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}. So K

is the kernel of a map PBn → M2
Z → SiQ. The map M2

Z → SiQ factors through the

inclusionM2
Z →M2

Q. The other factor is a QSn-module homomorphismM2
Q → SiQ.

Since M2
Q is a direct sum of three simple modules, Schur’s lemma tells us that this

map restricts to 0 on two of the factors, and restricts to an isomorphism on SiQ.
Let ψ denote this isomorphism. Then we have the following commutative diagram:

M2
Z� _

��

// QQ
� � // M i

Q

M2
Q

πi
// SiQ

ψ // SiQ.
?�

OO

So K is the kernel of ψ ◦ πi ◦ π. But since ψ is an automorphism, it doesn’t change
the kernel. Letting j and k denote the complementary indices as usual, Njk is the
kernel of πi|M2

Z

◦ π and this means that K = Njk in this case.

In the remaining cases, QQ
∼= SiQ ⊕ SjQ for some distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2}. The

same argument works, replacing πi : M2
Q → SiQ with πi ⊕ πj : M2

Q → SiQ ⊕ SjQ. The

argument then tells us that K = Njk ∩Nik, which is Nk (where k ∈ {0, 1, 2} is the
complementary element). �

3.3. Descriptions of Specht subgroups. We defined the groups Ni and Nij
as the kernels of certain maps from PBn to free abelian groups. We start this
subsection by giving more concrete descriptions of these subgroups in terms of
winding of pure braids.

Definition 3.6. For an unordered pair i, j from {1, 2, . . . , n}, let ωij : PBn → Z

be the winding number of the ith strand around the jth strand in the positive
direction.

Under our conventions, for γ ∈ PBn, the integer ωij(γ) is the coefficient on vij
of π(γ) ∈M2

Z :

π(γ) =
∑

i,j

ωij(γ)vij .

Proposition 3.7. Each of the six Specht subgroups can be characterized by systems
of equations in the ωij maps, as follows:

• N0 < PBn is equal to the set of γ ∈ PBn such that, for all unordered pairs
{i, j} and {k, l} from {1, 2, . . . , n} (possibly with {i, j} ∩ {k, l} 6= ∅), we
have

ωij(γ) = ωkl(γ).

• N1 < PBn is equal to the set of γ ∈ PBn such that, for all unordered pairs
{i, j} from {1, 2, . . . , n}, we have

(n− 4)ωij(γ) =
∑

k/∈{i,j}

(ωik(γ) + ωjk(γ)).

• N2 < PBn is equal to the set of γ ∈ PBn such that, for all i in {1, 2, . . . , n},
∑

j 6=i

ωij(γ) = 0.
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• N01 < PBn is equal to the set of γ ∈ PBn such that for all unordered pairs
{i, j} from {1, 2, . . . , n}, we have

(n− 2)(n− 3)ωij(γ) +
∑

{k,l}∩{i,j}=∅

2ωkl(γ) =
∑

k/∈{i,j}

(n− 3)(ωik(γ) + ωjk(γ)).

• N02 < PBn is equal to the set of γ ∈ PBn such that, for each i from
{1, 2, . . . , n}, we have

∑

j 6=i

(n− 2)ωij(γ) =
∑

i/∈{j,k}

2ωjk(γ).

• N12 < PBn is equal to the set of γ ∈ PBn such that
∑

i,j

ωij(γ) = 0.

Proof. First we handle N12 = ker(π0 ◦ π). Let v =
∑

ij cijvij ∈ M2
Z for some

coefficients cij ∈ Z. Then π0(v) is
∑

ij cij , up to scaling, so v ∈ ker(π0) if and only

if
∑
ij cij = 0. Set v = π(γ) for γ ∈ PBn, and we recover the statement.

Next consider N02 = ker(π1 ◦ π). With v as above, we compute that π1(v) is a
scalar multiple of ∑

ij

cij
(
n(ti + tj)− 2

∑

k

tk
)
.

We gather terms together to get
n∑

i=1

(∑

j 6=i

(n− 2)cij − 2
∑

i/∈{j,k}

cjk
)
ti.

Setting v = π(γ) and setting π1(v) = 0 gives us n equations, one for each ti
coefficient, and these are the n equations in the statement.

We apply a similar argument for N01 = ker(π2 ◦ π). This is a more substantial
exercise, but with v as above, gathering terms for π2(v), and clearing denominators,
we get

∑

ij

(
(n− 2)(n− 3)cij −

∑

k/∈{i,j}

(n− 3)(cik + cjk) +
∑

{k,l}∩{i,j}=∅

2ckl

)
vij .

Again setting v = π(γ) and π2(v) = 0, we get the
(
n
2

)
equations in the statement.

The remaining three cases are simpler because we use a trick. For a moment,
we work over Q. Let i, j in {0, 1, 2} be distinct and let p and q be nonzero rational
numbers. Then ker(pπi + qπj) is a proper submodule of ker(πi), and contains
ker(πi) ∩ ker(πj). Since M2

Q is a direct sum of three simple modules, there are no

submodules properly between ker(πi) and ker(πi) ∩ ker(πj) and therefore

ker(pπi + qπj) = ker(πi) ∩ ker(πj).

This remains true if we scale these maps to clear denominators and intersect with
M2

Z to work over Z.
By the remarks in the previous paragraph, N0 is the kernel of the composition

of π with the map M2
Z →M2

Z given by

vij 7→

(
n

2

)
vij + u,
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since this map is a linear combination of π1 and π2 with nonzero coefficients. As
in the preceding cases, we evaluate this map on v, gather terms, set v = π(γ) and
assume that v is in the kernel. We get the following system of equations: for each
pair {i, j}, we have

(

(
n

2

)
− 1)ωij(γ) =

∑

{k,l}6={i,j}

ωkl(γ).

This system of equations is equivalent to the one in the statement, which is that
for all pairs {i, j} and {k, l}, we have ωij(γ) = ωkl(γ).

For N1, we recognize N1 as the kernel of the composition of π with the map
M2

Z →M2
Z given by

vij 7→ (n− 2)vij − (wi + wj),

since this map is a linear combination of π0 and π2 with nonzero coefficients. We set
v = π(γ) in the kernel, gather terms, and harvest equations from the coefficients.
We get the system in the statement.

Finally, for N2, we recognize N2 as the kernel of the composition of π with the
map M2

Z →M1
Z given by

vij 7→ ti + tj .

This is a linear combination of π1 and π0 with nonzero coefficients, with the
codomain altered using the embedding of M1

Z → M2
Z by ti 7→ wi. Again, we

set v = π(γ) in the kernel, gather terms, harvest equations, and get the system in
the statement. �

Next we describe infinite generating sets for each Specht subgroup. We name
some elements that we will reuse. Let z ∈ PBn be the generator for the center of
Bn given in Proposition 2.2. For each i from 1 to n, the element yi is the element
given by dragging the ith strand around the other strands positively:

yi = a1ia2i · · ·ai−1,iai,i+1 · · ·ai,n.

The lifts of the standard polytabloids are the following
(
n
2

)
− n elements of PBn:

{a13a2ia
−1
1i a

−1
23 | 4 ≤ i ≤ n} ∪ {a12aija

−1
1j a

−1
2i | 3 ≤ i < j ≤ n}.

Remark 3.8. We don’t yet have a good understanding of which of the Specht sub-
groups are finitely generated. Proposition 3.9 only proves that, if N is a Specht
subgroup, thenN/PB′

n is finitely generated. By Proposition 2.3, PB′
n is not finitely

generated, so finite generation of these subgroups does not follow easily. Two of the
subgroups have easy answers, and we explain these in Propositions 3.10 and 3.11
below.

Proposition 3.9. Each of the six Specht subgroup is generated by the union of
PB′

n with a finite set of pure braids, as follows:

• N0 is generated by the union of PB′
n with the single element z.

• If n is odd, then N1 is generated by the union of PB′
n with the n−1 elements

{yiy
−1
1 | 2 ≤ i ≤ n};

If n is even, then N1 is generated by the union of the above generators with

the element zy
−n/2
1 .

• N2 is generated by the union of PB′
n with the

(
n
2

)
− n lifts of standard

polytabloids.



14 MATTHEW B. DAY AND TREVOR NAKAMURA

• N01 is generated by the union of PB′
n with the n elements

{z, y1, y2, . . . , yn−1}

• N02 is generated by the union of PB′
n with the

(
n
2

)
− n+ 1 elements given

by the lifts of standard polytabloids, and z.
• N12 is generated by the union of PB′

n with the
(
n
2

)
− 1 elements

{aija
−1
12 | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, {i, j} 6= {1, 2}}

Proof. First consider N01. Let K01 = ker(π2|M2
Z

); then N01 = π−1(K01). We know

that the image π2(M2
Z) is a lattice in S2

Q of rank
(
n
2

)
−n. We choose a basis for M2

Z

to find the kernel. In the standard basis for M2
Z , replace each vin with wi, for i = 1

through n − 1, and replace v12 with u. This is a basis because each replacement
replaces a vector by plus or minus itself, plus a sum of vectors in the basis at that

step in the replacement process. Each wi = vi,n +
∑n−i

j=1 vij , and

u = −v12 +
n−1∑

i=1

wi −
∑

1≤i<j≤n−1
{i,j}6={1,2}

vij .

However, direct computation shows that π2 sends each of w1, . . . , wn−1 and u to 0.
Since there are

(
n
2

)
− n remaining elements in the basis and this equals the rank of

the image, it follows that the remaining basis elements map to linearly independent
vectors, and that w1, . . . , wn−1, u form a basis for K01. The statement follows.

Next consider N12. This is π−1(K12), where K12 is the kernel of π0|M2
Z

as in

section 2.3. Define a basis for M2
Z by altering the standard basis: replace each vij

with vij − v12, except for v12, which we leave the same. Since π0 sends v12 to 1
and sends the other basis vectors to 0, these other basis vectors form a free basis
for K12. The statement about generators for N12 follows.

To find generators for N1, we restrict π0 to K01. If we define K1 = ker(π0|K01),
then N1 = π−1(K1). We use the basis w1, . . . , wn−1, u for K01 that we just found.
For each i, π0(wi) = n− 1, and π0(u) =

(
n
2

)
. Assume for a moment that n is odd.

Then K1 is generated by the differences wi − wj , and 2u − nwi (since 2
(
n
2

)
is the

least common multiple of
(
n
2

)
and n− 1, if n is odd). But 2u =

∑n
i=1 wi, so all the

generators in this generating set are sums of the generators w2 − w1, . . . , wn − w1.
The statement about generators for N1 follows, when n is odd. The argument when
n is even is similar, except that now the generators are the wi−wj and u−(n/2)wi.
We cannot express u as a Z-linear combination of the wi, so our generating set is
w2 −w1, . . . , wn−w1, and u− (n/2)w1 (in fact, we can eliminate wn−w1 from this
set, but not u− (n/2)w1). The statement about generators for N1 follows.

Now consider N0. By Proposition 3.7, this is the subgroup of PBn consisting of
braids with all winding numbers equal. Suppose γ ∈ N0 and write γ as a product
of whole twists aij (since γ ∈ PBn). Since γ ∈ N0, there is some k ∈ Z such that
ωij(γ) = k for all i and j. Then modulo PB′

n, we have that γ = zk.
The statement for N2 follows by noting that N2 = π−1(S2

Z), and quoting Corol-
lary 2.7, which says that S2

Z is generated by the standard polytabloids. The state-
ment for N02 then follows since N02 is generated by N0 and N2. �

The following proposition came out of conversations with Dan Margalit.

Proposition 3.10. The Specht subgroup N12 is finitely generated.
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Proof. By Proposition 3.7, N12 is the kernel of the map PBn → Z by γ 7→∑
i,j ωij(γ). Define Ñ12 to be the kernel of the map PBn → Z/

(
n
2

)
Z by the same

formula. Then Ñ12 is finitely generated since it is a finite-index subgroup of the

finitely generated group PBn. Let q : Ñ12 → Ñ12/N12
∼= Z be the quotient map.

As above, let z ∈ PBn be the given generator for the center; we note that z /∈ N12,

but z ∈ Ñ12. Let S̃ ⊂ Ñ12 be a finite generating set, and define S ⊂ N12 by

S = {sz−q(s) | s ∈ S̃}.

Then S is a finite generating set for N12; to see this, given γ ∈ N12, write it as a

finite product of elements of S̃, and then introduce cancelling copies of z and z−1

to rewrite this product as a product of elements of S. �

Proposition 3.11. The Specht subgroup N0 is not finitely generated, because its
abelianization is not finitely generated.

Proof. There is a homomorphism N0 → Z by γ 7→ ω12(γ). By Proposition 3.7, the
kernel of this map is PB′

n, since in N0, ωij(γ) = ω12(γ) for all γ. This gives us an
exact sequence

1 → PB′
n → N0 → Z → 1.

As above, we let z ∈ PBn denote our usual generator for the center of PBn. It is
important to note that z ∈ N0 and z 7→ 1 under the map N0 → Z in this exact
sequence. This means that the action of Z on H1(PB

′
n) is trivial, since we can

compute this action by lifting 1 to z and conjugating by z. From the five-term
exact sequence for the low-dimensional homology of this exact sequence, we have

H2(Z) → H1(PB
′
n)Z → H1(N0) → H1(Z) → 0.

Since the action of Z on H1(PB
′
n) is trivial, H1(PB

′
n)Z is equal to H1(PB

′
n). By

Proposition 2.3, H1(PB
′
n) is not finitely generated. Since H2(Z) is trivial, it follows

that H1(N0) is not finitely generated. �

3.4. Quotients by Specht subgroups. The quotients of PBn by the Specht
subgroups are interesting, since if N is a Specht subgroup, we have that PBn/N
is a ZSn-module and Bn/N is an extension of Sn by PBn/N . It turns out that
the quotients of PBn by Specht subgroups are not isomorphic to the submodules of
M2

Z that we have already described, so we describe them here. These descriptions
play a role in our computation of cohomology below, so in this subsection, we work
over a general commutative ring R. Even though R is a general commutative ring,
we still use the notation r ≡ s (mod p) to mean that r − s ∈ pR.

To get as much use as possible out of our computations when working over a
general ring, we define maps that are the integral rescalings of π1 and π2 that just
clear the denominators. This works out differently depending on whether n is even
or odd, so we use some ad hoc notations to work in a unified way. For the remainder
of the paper, we use

a =

{
1
2 n even
1 n odd

and b =

{
1 n even
1
2 n odd.

To simplify notation, we compose π1 with an isomorphism to S1
Q ⊂ M1

Q before
rescaling.



16 MATTHEW B. DAY AND TREVOR NAKAMURA

Definition 3.12. For n ≥ 2, the map f0 : M2
R → S0

R is simply f0(vij) = 1.
For n ≥ 2, the map f1 : M2

R → S1
R is

f1(vij) = na(ti + tj)− 2a

n∑

k=1

tk.

For n ≥ 4, the map f2 : M2
R → S2

R is

f2(vij) = (n− 1)(n− 2)bvij − (n− 1)b(wi + wj) + 2bu.

(In these formulas, we divide by 2 in the integers before scaling by the result
in the R-module.) We call out the key property of these maps, which we use
repeatedly, but which needs no further proof.

Lemma 3.13. Let R = Z, and let ν : M1
Z → M2

Z be the map ν(ti) = wi. Then
ν◦f1 = n(n−2)aπ1 and f2 = (n−1)(n−2)bπ2. In particular, ker(f i) = ker(πi|M2

Z

)

for i = 1, 2, and ker(f1 ◦ π) = N02 and ker(f2 ◦ π) = N01.

Now we compute the image of f1.

Proposition 3.14. An element v =
∑n

i=1 citi is in f1(M2
R) if and only if v ∈ S1

R

and for all i and j,

ci ≡ cj (mod na).

Proof. The easy inclusion is that every v ∈ f1(M2
R) satisfies these conclusions. The

map M1
R → R by ti 7→ 1 sends every f1(vij) to 0. This means that f1(vij) ∈ S1

R.
The coefficient on ti or tj of f1(vij) is na − 2a, and the coefficient on any tk is
−2a (with k /∈ {i, j}), and these are all congruent modulo na. This finishes this
direction of the argument.

Now suppose v =
∑
i citi is in S

1
R and satisfies the system of congruences in the

statement. We modify v by adding elements of f1(M2
R) until we get 0. If n is even,

then f1(v12) has −1 as its coefficient on tn. If n is odd, then

f1(v23 + v45 + · · ·+ vn−1,n) = (1− n)ti + t2 + t3 + · · ·+ tn.

So by adding an appropriate multiple of one of these elements, we can assume that
cn is 0. Now note that f1(v1n−v1i) = tn−ti. By adding multiples of these elements,
we can assume that c2 through cn−1 also equal 0. Finally, since v ∈ S1

R, we have∑n
i=1 ci = 0, which implies that v = 0. So the original v was in f1(M2

R). �

We note two corollaries about the Specht subgroups.

Corollary 3.15. We have that PBn/N02 embeds in N1/PB
′
n as a ZSn-submodule

of index (na)n−2.

Proof. We use that

PBn/N02
∼=M2

Z/ ker(f
1) ∼= f1(M2

Z),

and N1/PB
′
n
∼= S1

Z. Another interpretation of Proposition 3.14 is that f1(M2
Z) is

the kernel of the following map, which is the composition of reduction modulo na
and a quotient map:

S1
Z → S1

Z/naZ → S1
Z/naZ/∆.

Here ∆ is the submodule spanned by
∑n
i=1 ti. This map is clearly surjective.
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We need to take a moment to study S1
Z/naZ. Since

∑n
i=1 ti maps to 0 under

the map M1
Z/naZ → Z/naZ, it is in S1

Z/naZ. The sum of all the basis elements

t2 − t1, . . . , tn − t1 is
(1− n)t1 + t2 + t3 + · · ·+ tn,

which is congruent to
∑n
i=1 ti. So S

1
Z/naZ has a basis in which

∑n
i=1 ti is a member,

and S1
Z/naZ/∆ is a free (Z/naZ)-module of rank n− 2. �

Corollary 3.16. Even though PBn/N02 and N1/PB
′
n are isomorphic as abelian

groups, and (PBn/N02)⊗ZQ and (N1/PB
′
n)⊗ZQ are isomorphic as QSn-modules,

we have that PBn/N02 6∼= N1/PB
′
n as ZSn-modules.

Proof. As just noted in Corollary 3.15, PBn/N02
∼= f1(M2

Z) and N1/PB
′
n
∼= S1

Z.
Both S1

Z and f1(M2
Z) are free abelian groups of rank n−1, and since one is a finite-

index submodule of the other, they become the same module after tensoring with
Q. However, the −1-eigenvectors of transpositions fit into these modules in different
ways. In S1

Z, the −1-eigenvectors of si are all the vectors of the form c(ti − ti+1),
for c ∈ Z. In f1(M2

Z), the −1-eigenvectors of si are all the vectors of the form
cna(ti − ti+1), for c ∈ Z. In particular, −1-eigenvectors of transpositions generate
S1
Z, but −1-eigenvectors of transpositions in f1(M2

Z) generate naS1
Z, which is a

proper submodule. Since being generated by −1-eigenvectors of transpositions is a
property that would be preserved by a ZSn-module isomorphism, these modules
are not isomorphic. �

Next we do something similar for f2. Our immediate goal is to say something
interesting about PBn/N01, but the computations here will also be useful later
when we study splitting of extensions.

Proposition 3.17. Let v =
∑

ij cijvij ∈ M2
R. Then v ∈ f2(M2

R) if and only if v
satisfies the following four conditions:

• v ∈ S2
R;

• for all unordered pairs {i, j} and {k, l}, possibly not disjoint, taken from
{1, 2, . . . , n}, we have

(3) cij ≡ ckl (mod (n− 1)b);

• for any distinct i, j, k, l from {1, 2, . . . , n} we have

(4) cij + ckl ≡ cil + ckj (mod n− 2); and

• if n is even, then for any distinct i, j, k from {1, 2, . . . , n}, we have

(5) cij + cik + cjk ≡ 0 (mod 2).

Proof. Before we run the double-inclusion argument, we note the coefficients of
f2(vij). Specifically, if the ckl ∈ R are the coefficients such that

∑
kl cklvkl =

f2(vij), then

ckl =





(n2 − 5n+ 6)b if {i, j} = {k, l},
(3− n)b if |{i, j} ∩ {k, l}| = 1

2b if {i, j} ∩ {k, l} = ∅.

This follows from Definition 3.12 by direct computation.
Using this, we show the first direction: if v ∈ f2(M2

R), then it satisfies the
conditions above. We show this by showing it for generators; so let v = f2(vij).
To show that v ∈ S2

R, we use Proposition 2.6. First map f2(vij) to S
0
R by the map
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that sends every standard generator to 1. Note that f2(vij) has one coefficient of

(n2 − 5n+ 6)b, 2(n− 2) coefficients of (3− n)b, and
(
n−2

2

)
coefficients of 2b. From

this it follows that the sum of the coefficients is 0, so that f2(vij) is in K12 (as
defined in Proposition 2.6). Next we evaluate µ(f2(vij)); recall that µ : M

2
R →M1

R

is the map with vkl 7→ tk + tl. The coefficient on tk in µ(f2(vij)) is
{

(1(n2 − 5n+ 6) + (n− 2)(3 − n))b k ∈ {i, j},
(2(3− n) + (n− 3) · 2)b otherwise,

so µ(f2(vij)) = 0. Then by Proposition 2.6, f2(vij) ∈ S2
R. Since elements of this

form span f2(M2
R), we have f2(M2

R) ⊆ S2
R.

Next we check that f2(vij) satisfies system (3). Note that (n2 − 5n + 6)b =
((n − 1)(n − 4) + 2)b, and (3 − n)b = (−(n − 1) + 2)b. This implies that all
coefficients of f2(vij) are congruent to 2b modulo (n− 1)b. In particular, they are
all congruent to each other. This is a homogeneous system of congruences, so its
solution set is a submodule, and so the entirety of f2(M2

R) satisfies it.
Now we check that f2(vij) satisfies system (4). Suppose we want to verify that

ckl + crs ≡ cks + crl (mod n − 2). Up to rearranging the congruence, there are
four cases: (1) that {i, j} = {k, l}; (2) that each of {k, l},{r, s}, {k, s} and {r, l}
intersect {i, j} in a single element; (3) {i, j}∩{k, l} have a single element and {i, j}
and {r, s} are disjoint; or (4) that {i, j} and {k, l, r, s} are disjoint. The congruence
in the first case is equivalent to

((n− 2)(n− 3) + 2)b ≡ 2(1 + (2− n))b (mod n− 2).

In the second case it is

2(3− n))b ≡ 2(3− n))b (mod n− 2).

In the third case it is

((3− n) + 2)b ≡ ((3 − n) + 2)b (mod n− 2),

and in the fourth case it is 4b ≡ 4b (mod n−2). So the congruence holds in all cases;
and since the indices were arbitrary, the entire system holds for f2(vij). Again, this
is a homogeneous system of congruences and the solution set is a submodule, so all
vectors in f2(M2

R) satisfy it.
Finally, we check that f2(vij) satisfies system (5). We assume that n is even,

since there is no condition here if n is odd. For three distinct k, l,m ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n},
there are three cases to consider: that i, j ∈ {k, l,m}, that {k, l,m} contains exactly
one of i or j, or that {k, l,m} is disjoint from {i, j}. In the first case, ckl+ckm+clm
is n2 − 5n + 6 + 2(3 − n), which is even. In the second case, ckl + ckm + clm is
2(3−n)+ 2, which is even. In the third case, ckl+ ckm+ clm = 6. So the system of
congruences is true for f2(vij), and therefore for all of f2(M2

R). This finishes the
forward inclusion of the argument.

Now suppose that v =
∑

ij cijvij ∈ M2
R satisfies the four conditions in the

statement. We alter v by adding elements of f2(M2
R) until we get 0, to show that

the original v was in f2(M2
R). We do this in several steps.

Step 1: Zero out cn−1,n. If n is odd, then the vn−1,1-coefficient of f2(v12) is
1. If n is even, then the vn−1,1-coefficient of f2(v12) is 2, and vn−1,1-coefficient of
f2(v1n) is 3 − n, which is odd. So by adding some linear combination of f2(v12)
and f2(v1n) to v, we may assume that cn−1,n = 0.
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Step 2: Zero out the other ci,n. By the system of congruences (3), since cn−1,n =
0, we have that b(n− 1) divides every coefficient of v. For each i > 2, the element
f2(v12 − v1i) has 0 for its coefficients on vi+1,n through vn−1,n, but has b(n − 1)
as the vi,n-coefficient. So we can use these to zero out cn−2,n through c3n. The
element f2(v13−v23) has 0 as its coefficient on v3n through vn−1,n, but has b(n−1)
as its v2n-coefficient. So we can use this to zero out c2n. This then implies that
c1n = 0: since v ∈ S2

M , v is a linear combination of standard polytabloids, but any
polytabloid that has 0 as its coefficients on v2n through vn−1,n also has 0 as its
coefficient on v1n.

Step 3: Zero out cn−2,n−1. We break into cases depending on whether n is even
or odd.

Case: n odd. Let P be a partition of {1, 2, . . . , n− 1} where all cells have size 2,
and such that {n− 2, n− 1} is not in P . Define vP =

∑
{i,j}∈P vij . For each i from

1 to n− 1, the vi,n-coefficient of f2(vP ) is (3− n)/2 + ((n− 1)/2− 1) · 1 = 0 (this
uses b = 1/2, and one summand contributes (3− n)/2 since i is in exactly one cell
in P ). The coefficient on vn−2,n−1 is 2((3− n)/2) + ((n− 1)/2− 2) · 1 = (n− 1)/2
(two summands contribute (3−n)/2 since n− 2 and n− 1 are each in distinct cells
in P ). As in the previous step, we know that (n− 1)/2 divides cn−2,n−1. So adding
some multiple of f2(vP ) will zero out cn−2,n−1.

Case: n even. In this case, we need to use that cn−2,n−1 is in 2R. To show this,
we use the system of congruences (5). Choosing our triple of indices to be n−2, n−1,
and n, we have that cn−2,n−1 + cn−2,n + cn−1,n is in 2R. But cn−2,n = cn−1,n = 0,
so cn−2,n−1 ∈ 2R. Now we proceed with this case. Let P be a set of n− 1 subsets
of {1, 2, . . . , n − 1} of size 2, such that each i appears in exactly two subsets in
P . In other words, P is the set of unordered pairs corresponding to the edges of a
graph whose vertices are {1, 2, . . . , n− 1} and where every vertex has degree 2 (so
the graph is a disjoint union of cycles). Also assume that {n− 2, n− 1} is not in
P . Again define vP =

∑
{i,j}∈P vij . For each i from 1 to n− 1, the vi,n-coefficient

of f2(vP ) is 2(3−n) + (n− 3) · 2 = 0, since i appears in exactly two sets in P . The
coefficient on vn−2,n−1 is 4(3 − n) + (n − 5) · 2 = −2(n − 1), since {n − 2, n − 1}
overlaps 4 sets in P in a single element, and is disjoint from the remaining n − 5
sets. So let r ∈ R with cn−2,n−1 = 2r, and replace v with v − f2(rvP ). In the new
v, we have zeroed out cn−2,n−1 without disturbing the coefficients on any vi,n.

Step 4: Recognize v as a linear combination of polytabloids in f2(M2
R). Fix

i and j with cij not already zeroed out. By system (3), cij ∈ (n − 1)bR. From
system (4), we know

ci,n−2 + cn−1,n ≡ ci,n + cn−1,n−2 (mod n− 2),

meaning that ci,n−2 ∈ (n − 2)R. The same argument works for j, so cj,n−2 ∈
(n− 2)R. We also have

cij + cn−1,n ≡ ci,n + cj,n−1 (mod n− 2),

so that cij ∈ (n − 2)R. But (n − 1)b and (n − 2) are relatively prime in Z, and
therefore cij ∈ (n − 1)(n − 2)bR. So v ∈ (n − 1)(n − 2)bS2

R. By Lemma 3.13, we
know that for any standard polytabloid eij , we have f2(eij) = (n − 1)(n− 2)beij.
So find a vector v′ ∈ S2

R with (n−1)(n−2)bv′ = v, write v′ as a linear combination
of standard polytabloids, and then recognize v = f2(v′). �
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Lemma 3.18. If R has trivial n−2
2 -torsion (that is, R[n−2

2 ] = 0), then system (5)
in Proposition 3.17 is unnecessary.

Proof. To prove this, we explain how to modify the proof of the second direction
of Proposition 3.17 with the modified hypotheses.

So suppose v =
∑

ij cijvij ∈ S2
M and it satisfies systems (3) and (4), but not

system (5), a priori. We carry out the steps in the reduction, and get to step 3,
which is to show that we can zero out cn−2,n−1. The case where n is odd does not
use the system (5), so we work the case where n is even. We need to show that
cn−2,n−1 ∈ 2R, since if it is, we have an element of f2(M2

R) that we can use to zero
it out. Since we have worked the first two steps, we have that c1,n, . . . , cn−1,n are
all 0. By system (4),

ci,n−1 + cn−2,n ≡ cn−1,n−2 + ci,n (mod n− 2),

so c1,n−1, . . . , cn−1,n−2 are all congruent modulo n− 2. Also, for any i and j with
1 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1,

cij + cn−2,n ≡ cj,n−2 + ci,n (mod n− 2).

This shows that all
(
n−1

2

)
coefficients c12, . . . , cn−2,n−1 are congruent modulo n−2.

But v ∈ S2
R, so

∑
ij cij = 0. So

(n− 1)
n− 2

2
cn−1,n−2 ≡ 0 (mod n− 2)

Since n− 1 ≡ 1 (mod n− 2), we can ignore it, and we have r ∈ R with (n− 2)r =
n−2

2 cn−1,n−2. Now we use the hypothesis that R has trivial n−2
2 -torsion. We have

that n−2
2 (cn−1,n−2−2r) = 0, but our hypothesis then implies that cn−1,n−2−2r = 0,

in other words, that cn−1,n−2 is a multiple of 2 in R. Steps 3 and 4 can then proceed
as above. �

Our next goal is to prove corollaries like Corollary 3.15 and Corollary 3.16 for
f2(M2

Z). As in the proof of Corollary 3.15, we want to describe f2(M2
Z) as the

kernel of a map from S2
Z to a finite module; however, in this case the finite module

is more difficult to work with.

Definition 3.19. Let S2∗
R be the RSn-module given by HomR(S

2
R, R), with the

action (σf)(v) = f(σ−1v). For v, w ∈M2
R, let v · w ∈ R be the inner product with

respect to the standard basis for M2
R. Let ǫ : M

2
R → S2∗

R be the map v 7→ ǫv, where
ǫv(w) = v ·w, for v ∈M2

R and w ∈ S2
R. Let ǭ : M

2
R → S2∗

R/(n−2)R be the composition

M2
R

ǫ
−→ S2∗

R → S2∗
R/(n−2)R,

where the unlabeled map is reduction modulo n− 2.

Lemma 3.20. For any R, the map ǫ : M2
R → S2∗

R is an RSn-module homomor-
phism. The submodule of S2

R consisting of vectors satisfying system (4) is equal to
ker(ǭ|S2

R
).

Proof. It is easy to see that the inner product onM2
R is Sn-invariant, meaning that

for any σ ∈ Sn and any v, w ∈M2
R, we have v ·w = (σv) · (σw). Then for σ ∈ Sn,

v ∈M2
R and w ∈ S2

R, we have that

ǫσv(w) = (σv) · w = v · (σ−1w) = ǫv(σ
−1w) = (σǫv)(w).
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Since R-linearity of ǫ follows from bilinearity of the inner product, this means that
ǫ is an RSn-module homomorphism.

For the second statement, let v =
∑
ij cijvij and let w = vij + vkl − vil − vkj

be a polytabloid. Note that v satisfies system (4) if and only if v · w ∈ (n − 2)R,
if and only if ǫv(w) ∈ (n − 2)R. So v satisfies the full system of congruences if
and only if ǫv(w) ∈ (n − 2)R for all polytabloids w. So if v is in the kernel of ǭ,
then v satisfies the system of congruences. Conversely, if v satisfies the system of
congruences, then v is in the kernel of ǭ because polytabloids generate S2

R. �

Proposition 3.21. The (R/(n − 2)R)Sn-module ǭ(S2
R) ⊆ S2∗

R/(n−2)R has the fol-

lowing presentation as an (R/(n− 2)R)-module.

• Generators are ǫ(eij) for 2 ≤ i < j ≤ n − 1 and (i, j) 6= (2, 3), the set of
images of standard polytabloids not involving n.

• The relations are linear combinations of generators of the form cv0 = 0,
where v0 =

∑
ij cijǫ(eij), with

cij =

{
1 if i ≥ 3 or (i, j) = (2, n− 1),

n− j if i = 2,

and c ∈ R/(n− 2)R with
(
n−2

2

)
c = 0.

Remark 3.22. If n is odd, then n − 2 divides
(
n−2

2

)
in Z, and the condition on c

in the presentation is vacuous. So if n is odd, take c = 1, and the relation simply
eliminates one of the generators, say ǭ(en−2,n−1).

If n is even, then n−2 does not divide
(
n−2

2

)
in Z, and the condition is meaningful.

In this case, ǭ(v0) is may be nontrivial (depending on R), but ǭ(2v0) is definitely
trivial.

Proof of Proposition 3.21. We know that S2
R is generated by standard polytabloids,

so to prove the statement about generators, we need to show that for every standard
polytabloid ei,n, we can express ǫ(ei,n) in terms of the generators. For i = 2, one
can compute that

n∑

j=4

e2j = (n− 3)v13 − (n− 3)v23 +

n∑

j=4

(v2j − v1j).

So
∑n

j=4 e2j ≡ w1 − w2 (mod n − 2). (Recall that wi is the sum of all standard

basis elements with i as an index.) However, wk · eij = 0 for any i, j, k, even if
k ∈ {i, j}. So

ǭ(e2n) =
n−1∑

i=4

ǭ(e2i).

This equation remains true if we act on both sides by a permutation, however,
acting on a standard polytabloid by a permutation may give us a polytabloid that
is not standard. So to prove a similar fact for i 6= 2, act on both sides by the
transposition (2i) ∈ Sn, and then rewrite the nonstandard polytabloids in terms
of standard polytabloids. This still works for showing that our generating set
is correct, since a nonstandard polytabloid not involving n as an index can be
rewritten as a linear combination of standard polytabloids not involving n.

Now we prove the statement about relations. Suppose that v =
∑
cijeij , where

the sum is over standard polytabloids not involving n, and suppose ǭ(v) = 0. Like
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in Step 3 of the proof of Proposition 3.17, the fact that ci,n = 0 for all i implies
that c2,n−1 ≡ ci,n−1 for all i, and that cij ≡ ci,n−1 for all i and j (by dotting with
v2,n−1 + vi,n − v2,n − vi,n−1 and vij + vn−1,n− vi,n−1 − vnj respectively). So for all
i, j with i ≥ 3, we have cij = c2,n−1.

Next, consider w = v2j + vn−1,n − v2,n−1 − vnj . The standard polytabloids not
involving n and with a nontrivial coefficient on v2j are e2j, ej,j+1, ej,j+2, . . ., ej,n−1.
So

0 = v · w = c2,j − (

i−1∑

k=1

cj,n−k)− c2,n−1.

Since most of these are equal, we see that c2j = ic2,n−1. This implies that v =
c2,n−1v0, where v0 is the vector in the statement.

Now set w = v23+vn−1,n−v2,n−1−v3,n. The standard polytabloids not involving
n and with a nontrivial coefficient in v23 are e2,4 through e2,n−1 and e3,4 through
e3,n−1. So

0 ≡ −v · w = ((

n−4∑

i=1

i) + (n− 4) + 1)c2,n−1 =
(n− 2)(n− 3)

2
c2,n−1.

So the class of c2,n−1 is in the
(
n−2

2

)
-torsion of R/(n− 2)R. �

Now we can prove our corollaries about Specht subgroups.

Corollary 3.23. The ZSn-module PBn/N01 embeds in N2/PB
′
n as a submodule

of index

2b · ((n− 1)b)(
n
2)−n−1 · (n− 2)(

n−1
2 )−n.

Proof. We recognize PBn/N01
∼= f2(M2

Z) andN2/PB
′
n
∼= S2

Z. By reduction modulo
(n − 1)b and taking the quotient, we have a homomorphism S2

Z → S2
Z/(n−1)bZ/∆,

where ∆ is the submodule spanned by u (the sum of all the standard basis elements).
This homomorphism is clearly surjective. We also have the homomorphism ǭ : S2

Z →
S2∗
Z/(n−2)Z. We combine these into a homomorphism

S2
Z → S2

Z/(n−1)bZ/∆× ǭ(S2).

The kernel of this product homomorphism is the intersection of the kernels of the
factors. We recognize the kernel of the first factor as being the submodule of S2

Z

satisfying system (3), and by Lemma 3.20, we recognize the kernel of the second
factor as being the submodule satisfying the system (4). By Lemma 3.18, the
intersection of these two kernels is exactly f2(M2

Z) (since Z has no torsion). So
f2(M2

Z) is the kernel of a homomorphism from S2
Z to a finite module. To finish the

statement, we need to compute the order of the module and deduce that the map
is surjective.

Note that under the map to Z/(n − 1)bZ, we have u 7→
(
n
2

)
= 0. We have

µ(u) = (n − 1)
∑
k tk (µ as in Proposition 2.6), so by Proposition 2.6, u is in

S2
Z/(n−1)bZ. Notice that u − en−1,n has 0 as its coefficient on vn−1,n, and can

therefore be written as a linear combination of standard polytabloids not involving
n. This means that we can replace en−1,n by u in our basis for S2

Z/(n−1)bZ and get

another basis. This implies that S2
Z/(n−1)bZ/∆ is a free (Z/(n − 1)bZ)-module of

rank
(
n
2

)
− n− 1.
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Proposition 3.21 says that ǭ(S2
Z) is a direct sum of a free (Z/(n − 2)Z)-module

of rank
(
n−1

2

)
− n, and a factor that is Z/2Z if n is even, and trivial if n is odd.

So the order of ǭ(S2
Z) is 2b · (n− 2)(

n−1
2 )−n. Whether n is even or odd, the order of

S2
Z/(n−1)bZ/∆ is relatively prime to the order of ǭ(S2

Z), and therefore the product

homomorphism is surjective. The statement follows. �

Corollary 3.24. Even though PBn/N01 and N2/PB
′
n are isomorphic as abelian

groups, and (PBn/N01)⊗ZQ and (N2/PB
′
n)⊗ZQ are isomorphic as QSn-modules,

we have that PBn/N01 6∼= N2/PB
′
n as ZSn-modules.

Proof. Again, these are isomorphic as abelian groups because they are free abelian
of the same rank, and they tensor to isomorphic modules over Q because one is
finite index in the other. They are not isomorphic because we can characterize the
polytabloids in terms of eigenvectors of transpositions.

Claim: if (ij), (kl) ∈ Sn are disjoint transpositions, and v ∈ M2
Z is a −1-

eigenvector for both (ij) and (kl), then v is a multiple of the polytabloid vik +
vjl − vil − vjk.

The point is that the −1-eigenspace for (ij) is spanned by

v1i − v1j , v2i − v2j , . . . , vin − vjn,

(the other subscript ranges over the integers in {1, 2, . . . , n} other than i and j).
Something similar is true for (kl), and the given polytabloid spans the intersection.
This proves the claim.

In S2
Z, the common −1-eigenvectors for disjoint transpositions generate, since

S2
Z is generated by polytabloids (by definition). Proposition 3.17 implies that if v

is a polytabloid and cv ∈ f2(M2
Z), then (n − 1)(n − 2)b divides c. So the com-

mon −1-eigenvectors of disjoint transpositions generate (n− 1)(n− b)bS2
Z, a proper

submodule. So S2
Z and f2(M2

Z) cannot be isomorphic as ZSn-modules. �

3.5. The case when n = 3. In the preceding part of this section, we have a
standing assumption that n ≥ 4. Many of our results are still true if n = 3, but
the overall setup is different, so we state the results carefully here. First of all, for
n = 3, the definition of M2

R in terms of tabloids doesn’t really work. However, we
can still define M2

R as the free R-module on {v12, v13, v23}, with the obvious action
by S3. Then

M2
Q
∼=M1

Q
∼= S0

Q ⊕ S1
Q,

which is different from the deccomposition when n ≥ 4. The definition of S2
R

specializes to the trivial submodule when n = 3, and the formulas we give for π2

and f2 define the zero map.
Let n = 3. Let i ∈ {0, 1} and let j ∈ {0, 1} be the other element. Define

Ni < PB3 to be the kernel of πj |M2
Z

◦ π. Then N0 and N1 are the Specht subgroups
of PB3. We note that Propositions 3.2, 3.11 and 3.14 are still true if n = 3, with
no changes. For the other results, some changes to the statements are needed;
we collect all the modified statements in the following theorem. After appropriate
changes to the statements are made, no changes are needed to the arguments, so
we give no further proof.

Theorem 3.25. The following results are true when n = 3.

• A version of Lemma 3.3: For i ∈ {0, 1}, (Ni/PB
′
3) ⊗Z Q ∼= SiQ, and if

j ∈ {0, 1} is the other element, (PB3/Ni)⊗Z Q ∼= SjQ.
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• A version of Lemma 3.4: The subgroups PB′
3, N0, N1, and PB3 are pair-

wise incommensurable.
• A version of Theorem 1.2: Any normal subgroup N ⊳B3 with PB′

3 ≤ N ≤
PB3 is a finite-index subgroup of exactly one of PB′

3, N0, N1, or PB3.
• A version of Proposition 3.7:

– For γ ∈ PB3, γ ∈ N0 if and only if

ω12(γ) = ω13(γ) = ω23(γ).

– For γ ∈ PB3, γ ∈ N1 if and only if

ω12(γ) + ω13(γ) + ω23(γ) = 0.

• A version of Proposition 3.9:
– N0 is generated by the union of PB′

3 with the single element a12a13a23.
– N1 is generated by the union of PB′

3 with

{a23a
−1
13 , a23a

−1
12 }.

• A version of Proposition 3.10: N1 is finitely generated.
• A version of Corollary 3.15: PB3/N0 is isomorphic to a ZS3-submodule
of N1/PB

′
3 with index 3.

• A version of Corollary 3.16: PB3/N0 and N1/PB
′
3 are isomorphic as

abelian groups, and (PB3/N0)⊗ZQ and (N1/PB
′
3)⊗ZQ are isomorphic as

QS3-modules, but PB3/N0 6∼= N1/PB
′
3 as ZS3-modules.

4. Preliminaries for cohomology

4.1. Low-dimensional cohomology in permutation modules. In computing
the cohomology of a group G, any projective resolution of Z as a ZG-module can
be used to build a cochain complex. In the study of group extensions, the bar
resolution is usually used, since bar 2-cochains can be used directly to construct
group extensions. However, describing bar 2-cochains can be difficult, since the
domain isG×G and there is usually no good way to define a 2-cochain on generators.

For this paper, we use the 3-dimensional truncation of a free resolution coming
from the presentation for Sn given above. This is the same chain complex from
Day-Nakamura [8]. In that paper, this chain complex is given as the cellular chain
complex of the universal cover of a 3-dimensional cell complex X with π1(X) = Sn

and with the universal cover X̃ being 2-connected. In this paper, we directly

describe P∗ = C∗(X̃) instead of building X . The deck transformations of X̃ → X
make P∗ into a chain complex of ZSn-modules.

Definition 4.1 (The complex P∗). Let P0 be the free ZSn-module on a single
generator ∗. Let P1 be the free ZSn-module on n− 1 generators e1, . . . , en−1. For
all i, ∂ei = (si − 1)∗; this defines the chain boundary map ∂ : P1 → P0. Now P2

will be a free ZSn-module on the following set of three classes of free generators.
We define ∂ : P2 → P1 simultaneously by giving the boundaries of the generators.

• For each i from 1 to n−1, we have a generator ci for P2, with ∂ci = (si+1)ei.
• For each i from 1 to n− 2, we have a generator bi for P2, with

∂bi = (1− si + si+1si)ei+1 − (1− si+1 + sisi+1)ei.

• For each i and j with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1 and j ≥ i+2, we have a generator
dij for P2, with ∂dij = (sj − 1)ei − (si − 1)ej.
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The specific 3-cells in P∗ are not needed in the present paper, so their definitions
are suppressed.

Remark 4.2. The cells in this complex have geometric interpretations; for details
and illustrations, see Remark 1.4 and Figures 1, 2, and 3 in Day–Nakamura [8]

The following is Theorem 1.1 from Day–Nakamura [8].

Theorem 4.3. The complex P∗ is the 3-dimensional truncation of a free resolution
for Z as a ZSn-module.

This means that, for any ZSn-module M , we may compute low-dimensional
homology and cohomology by

Hi(Sn;M) = Hi(P∗ ⊗ZSn M) and Hi(Sn;M) = Hi(HomZSn(P∗,M))

for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}.
Because we will need to do explicit computations later, we define cocycles repre-

senting these cohomology classes. Since P1 and P2 are free ZSn-modules, to define
our cocycles it suffices to define them on the bases given above. For an abelian
group A and a positive integer k, A[k] denotes the k-torsion of A.

Definition 4.4. Let A be an abelian group, considered as a ZSn-module with the
trivial action. For r ∈ A[2], define κ0

r : P1 → A by κ0
r(ei) = r for all i from 1 to

n− 1.
For r ∈ A, define α0

r : P2 → A by α0
r(ci) = r, α0

r(dij) = 0, and α0
r(bi) = 0, for all

choices of i and j that make sense.
Now assume n ≥ 4. For r ∈ A[2], define β0

r : P2 → A by β0
r (ci) = 0, β0

r (dij) = r,
and β0

r (bi) = 0, for all choices of i and j that make sense.

The reason for the superscript 0 is to fit with notation that we use for Specht
modules.

Proposition 4.5. For all choices of r as above, the functions κ0
r, α

0
r, and β

0
r are

cocycles.
The map A[2] → H1(Sn;A) by r 7→ [κ0

r] is an isomorphism.
If n ≥ 4, then the map A[2] ⊕ A/2A → H2(Sn;A) by (r, [s]) 7→ [β0

r + α0
s] is an

isomorphism. Similarly, if n is 2 or 3, then A/2A → H2(Sn;A) by [s] 7→ [α0
s] is

an isomorphism.

Proof. This is Proposition 4.7 from Day–Nakamura [8]. �

Now we fix a commutative ring R. We adopt the convention that, if the group
is suppressed in the cohomology notation, but only the module is given, then it is
cohomology of Sn in that module. We also suppress the ring R from the notation
in the names of modules, unless we are dealing with multiple rings.

Again, we need to work explicitly, so we define cocycles that will represent our
cohomology classes. As above, we use R[2] as notation for the 2-torsion in R.

Definition 4.6. For r ∈ R[2], define κ1
r : P1 →M1 by κ1

r(ei) = r
∑n

k=1 tk.
For r ∈ R, define α1

r : P2 → M1 by α1
r(ci) = r

∑n
k=1 tk, α

1
r(dij) = 0, and

α1
r(bi) = 0.
Now assume n ≥ 4. For r ∈ R[2], define β1

r : P2 → M1 by β1
r (ci) = 0, β1

r (dij) =
r
∑n

k=1 tk, and β
1
r (bi) = 0.
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Proposition 4.7. For all choices of r as above, the functions κ1
r, α

1
r, and β

1
r are

cocycles.
We have H0(M1) = R, spanned by

∑n
k=1 tk.

If n ≥ 3, we have H1(M1) ∼= R[2], and R[2] → H1(M1) by r 7→ [κ1
r] is an

isomorphism. For n = 2, H1(M1) = 0.
If n ≥ 5, we have H2(M1) ∼= R[2] ⊕ R/2R, and R[2] ⊕ R/2R → H2(M1

R) by
(r, [s]) 7→ [α1

s + β1
r ] is an isomorphism. For n ∈ {3, 4}, H2(M1) ∼= R/2R, and

R/2R→ H2(M1) by [s] 7→ [α1
s] is an isomorphism. If n = 2, then H2(M1) = 0.

Proof. These functions are cocycles by Lemma 5.3 of Day–Nakamura [8], where
k = 1 in that lemma. The statements about the first and second cohomology are
Proposition 5.4 of [8], with k = 1. The computation of H0(M1) is a straightforward
exercise. �

Now we do the same thing forM2. We recall that, as above, u =
∑

i<j vij ∈M2.

Definition 4.8. For r ∈ R[2], define κ2
r : P1 → M2 by κ2

r(ei) = ru. Define
κ̂2
r : P1 →M2 by κ̂2

r(ei) = rvi,i+1.
For r ∈ R, define α2

r : P2 → M2 by α2
r(ci) = ru, α2

r(bi) = 0, and α2
r(dij) = 0.

Define α̂2
r : P2 → M2 by α̂2

r(ci) = rvi,i+1, α̂
2
r(bi) = 0, and α̂2

r(dij) = 0. For
r ∈ R[2], define β2

r : P2 → M2 by β2
r (ci) = 0, β2

r (bi) = 0, and β2
r (dij) = ru. Define

β̂2
r : P2 →M2 by β̂2

r (ci) = 0, β̂2
r (bi) = 0, and

β̂2
r (dij) = r(vi,i+1 + vj,j+1 + vi,j + vi,j+1 + vi+1,j + vi+1,j+1).

Proposition 4.9. For all choices of r as above, the functions κ2
r, κ̂

2
r, α

2
r, α̂

2
r, β

2
r ,

and β̂2
r are cocycles.

We have H0(M2) = R, spanned by u.
If n ≥ 4, we have H1(M2) ∼= R[2]2, and R[2]2 → H1(M2) by (r, s) 7→ [κ2

r + κ̂2
s]

is an isomorphism. If n ∈ {2, 3}, then H1(M2) ∼= R[2], and r 7→ [κ2
r] is an

isomorphism.
If n ≥ 6, we have H2(M2) ∼= R[2]2 ⊕ (R/2R)2, and R[2]2 ⊕ (R/2R)2 → H2(M2)

by (q, r, [s], [t]) 7→ [α2
s + α̂2

t + β2
q + β̂2

r ] is an isomorphism. For n ∈ {4, 5}, we have

H2(M2) ∼= R[2]⊕(R/2R)2, and there is a similar isomorphism without the β2
q . For

n ∈ {2, 3}, we have H2(M2) ∼= R/2R, and there is an isomorphism by r 7→ [α2
r ].

Proof. Again, these statements follow from Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 5.4 of Day–
Nakamura [8]. This time, we use k = 2 in those statements. We also leave the
computation of H0(M2) as an exercise. �

4.2. Extensions and the splitting obstruction. We recall the connection be-
tween second cohomology and group extensions with abelian kernel. Brown [5],
Chapter IV.3 is a reference.

For a group G and a ZG-module M , an extension of G by M is a group E with
an exact sequence

0 →M → E → G→ 1,

such that the action of E onM by conjugation descends to the G-module structure
on M . Two extensions E1, E2 are equivalent if they are isomorphic by an isomor-
phism fitting into a commuting diagram of extensions with the maps from M and
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G to themselves being the identity:

0 // M // E1
//

∼=

��

G // 1

0 // M // E2
// G // 1.

Theorem 4.10. Let G be a group and let M be a ZG-module. There is a canonical
bijection from H2(G;M) to the set of equivalence classes of extensions

0 →M → E → G→ 1.

There is a unique equivalence class of split extensions and this corresponds to 0 ∈
H2(G;M).

Given an extension with cokernel G and kernel M , we call the corresponding
element of H2(G;M) its structure class.

Remark 4.11. We like to attribute Theorem 4.10 to Eilenberg and MacLane, but
it appears that the structure of extensions with abelian kernel was already well
understood at the time that Eilenberg and MacLane defined cohomology of groups.
The generalization of Theorem 4.10 to extensions with nonabelian kernel is due to
Eilenberg–MacLane in [9].

There is one aspect of this theorem that we need to make concrete: given an
extension, we can find a representative of its structure class by using a section. If
π : E → G is the projection from an extension, a section to π is a set-map s : G→ E
with π ◦ s = idG. We also need the bar chains for group homology; let Ck(G) be
the free ZG-module with basis Gk = G × · · · × G. A basis element is denoted
[g1| · · · |gk]. We will not be using the boundary map, so we do not define it here.
The following proposition is implicit in the exposition in Brown [5]:

Proposition 4.12. Let 0 → M → E → G → 1 be an extension and let s : G→ E
be a section to the projection E → G (not necessarily a homomorphism). Let
c : C2(G) →M be defined by the formula

s(g)s(h) = i(c([g|h]))s(gh),

for g, h ∈ G, where i is the inclusion map i : M → E. Then c is a cocycle, [c] ∈
H2(G;A) does not depend on the choice of s, and [c] is the structure class of this
extension.

We need the following corollary:

Corollary 4.13. Let M1 and M2 be ZG-modules and let f : M1 → M2 be ZG-
linear. Suppose that E1 and E2 are extensions of G by M1 and M2 respectively, and
let ψ : E1 → E2 be a homomorphism, such that the following diagram commutes:

0 // M1
//

f

��

E1
//

ψ

��

G // 1

0 // M2
// E2

// G // 1.

Let κ ∈ H2(G;M1) denote the structure class of M1 → E1 → G. Then f∗κ ∈
H2(G;M2) is the structure class of M2 → E2 → G.
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Proof. Let s : G → E1 be a section to the projection E1 → G. Then since the
diagram commutes, ψ ◦ s : G → E2 is a section to the projection E2 → G. Let
i1 : M1 → i1(M1) ⊆ E1 and i2 : M2 → i2(M2) ⊆ E2 be the restrictions of the
inclusions. Let c : C2(G) → M1 be given by c([g|h]) = i−1

1 (s(g)s(h)s(gh)−1); then
by Proposition 4.12, we have [c] = κ. Since the diagram commutes, we have
i2 ◦ f = ψ ◦ i1, and therefore f ◦ i−1

1 = i−1
2 ◦ψ. The class f∗κ is represented by f ◦ c,

but for [g|h] ∈ C2(G), we have

f(c([g|h])) = f(i−1
1 (s(g)s(h)s(gh)−1)) = i−1

2 (ψ(s(g)s(h)s(gh)−1))

= i−1
2 (ψ(s(g))ψ(s(h))ψ(s(gh))−1).

Again by Proposition 4.12, since ψ ◦ s is a section, this says that f∗κ corresponds
to the second extension. �

The extension from Proposition 2.4

(6) 0 →M2
Z →

Bn
PB′

n

→ Sn → 1

is initial in the category of extensions of the symmetric group that are quotients
of the braid group. So to understand these extensions better, we should start with
this one. This was one of the topics of the previous paper of the second author [15].
However, the results there were given in terms of a different presentation of the
symmetric group, so we need to take a moment to translate. The other presentation
gives us a partial free resolution R∗ of Z as a ZSn-module, defined in dimensions
0, 1, and 2, so that we can give elements of H2(Sn;M) for any module M using
Hom(R2,M). Let R∗ be the complex of free ZSn-modules defined by:

• R0 is free on a single element ∗;
• R1 has a free basis consisting of

(
n
2

)
elements x̃ij for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, with

∂x̃ij = ((ij)− 1)∗ (here (ij) ∈ Sn is the transposition),
• and R2 has a free basis consisting of three classes of elements:

–
(
n
2

)
elements c̃ij , for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, with ∂c̃ij = ((ij) + 1)xij ,

–
(
n
2

)(
n−2

2

)
elements d̃ijkl for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n, {i, j} ∩

{k, l} = ∅, with

∂d̃ijkl = (1 − (kl))x̃ij − (1− (ij))x̃kl,

– and n(n−1)(n−2) elements ẽikj for 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n with i, j, k distinct,
and

∂ẽikj = (ij)x̃jk + (1− (ik))x̃ij − x̃ik.

This is the same as the definition given in Section 3 of Nakamura [15]. We can
now state one of the main results of [15], Theorem 4.10 of that paper. (We translate
to this paper’s notation for M2

Z , but the formulas are the same.)

Theorem 4.14 (Nakamura [15]). Let φ : R2 →M2
Z be the ZSn-module homomor-

phism defined by
φ(c̃ij) = vij ,

φ(d̃ijkl) =





vik − vil − vkj + vjl if i < k < j < l,
−vik + vkj + vil − vlj if k < i < l < j,

0 otherwise,

φ(ẽikj) =

{
vij − vkj if i < k < j, or j < i < k, or k < j < i,

0 otherwise.
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Then φ is a cocycle, and [φ] ∈ H2(Sn;M
2
Z) is the structure class of the exten-

sion (6).

We state the following corollary to highlight the importance of [φ] to the current
paper. In short, the push-forward of [φ] is the splitting obstruction for an extension
of the type that we are studying.

Corollary 4.15. Let N ⊳ Bn with PB′
n ≤ N ≤ PBn, and let M = PBn/N , as

a ZSn-module. Let π : M2
Z → M be the quotient projection (identifying M2

Z with
PBn/PB

′
n via Proposition 2.4). Then π∗[φ] ∈ H2(Sn;M) is the structure class of

the extension
0 →M → Bn/N → Sn → 1,

and therefore this extension splits if and only π∗[φ] = 0.

Proof. The point is that we have a commuting diagram

0 // M2
Z

//

π

��

Bn/PB
′
n

//

��

Sn
// 1

0 // M // Bn/N // Sn
// 1,

so that Corollary 4.13 applies. Since [φ] is the structure class of the first extension
by Theorem 4.14, this proves the corollary. �

We need to transfer the statement of Theorem 4.14 over to the chain complex
that we are using in the current paper. After proving this result, we use P∗ only
(and not R∗) for the rest of the paper.

Proposition 4.16. There is an augmentation-preserving partial chain homotopy
equivalence ψ : P∗ → R∗, such that φ◦ψ : P2 →M2

Z is the map ci 7→ vi,i+1, dij 7→ 0,
bi 7→ 0. In particular φ ◦ψ is a cocycle using P∗ with [φ ◦ψ] = [α̂2

1] ∈ H2(Sn;M
2
Z).

So [α̂2
1] is the structure class of the extension (6).

Proof. The following formulas work to define ψ:

• ψ(∗) = ∗,
• ψ(ei) = x̃i,i+1,
• ψ(ci) = c̃i,i+1,

• ψ(dij) = d̃i,i+1,j,j+1,
• ψ(bi) = ẽi+2,i,i+1 − ẽi,i+2,i+1 − sisi+1c̃i,i+1 + si+1sic̃i+1,i+2.

(Pictorially, bi is a hexagon, and ψ tiles it with two ẽ-quadrilaterals and two c̃-
bigons. The bigons flip the directions on two of the edges so that they match
between the hexagon and the quadrilaterals.)

Let ǫP : P0 → Z and ǫR : R0 → Z be the augmentation maps ∗ 7→ 1. Then
ǫR ◦ ψ = ψ ◦ ǫP . Also, for each chain c in P1 or P2, we have ψ(∂c) = ∂ψ(c) (by
direct computation). So ψ is an augmentation-preserving chain map, and it follows
from Theorem I.7.5 of Brown [5] that ψ is a chain homotopy equivalence, up to
dimension 2. (In more detail: if P∗ and R∗ are independently completed to free
resolutions of Z, then there is an extension of ψ that is an augmentation-preserving
chain map between them, and this extension is a homotopy equivalence.)

Now we evaluate φ ◦ ψ. It is easy to see that φ(ψ(ci)) = vi,i+1. Since i <
i + 1 < j < j + 1 (by our conventions on dij), we have that φ(ψ(dij)) = 0. Since
i < i + 1 < i + 2, but (i, i + 2, i + 1) is in the reverse cyclic order, we have that



30 MATTHEW B. DAY AND TREVOR NAKAMURA

φ(ẽi,i+2,i+1) = 0 and φ(ei+2,i,i+1) = vi+1,i+2−vi,i+1. But φ(sisi+1c̃i,i+1) = vi+1,i+2

and φ(si+1sic̃i+1,i+2) = vi,i+1. So φ(ψ(bi)) = 0. �

One of the goals of the current paper is to provide context for the second author’s
results in [15], in which he describes the structure class for extension (6) and the
extension for the quotient by the level-4 subgroup:

(7) 0 →M2
Z/2Z → Bn/Bn[4] → Sn → 1.

Having described the cohomology inM2
R for general R, we can provide that context

now. The following corollary is an immediately consequence of Proposition 4.9, and
uses Theorem 4.10 and Theorem 4.14. It needs no further proof:

Corollary 4.17. We have that H2(M2
Z) = (Z/2Z)2, generated by [α2

1] and [α̂2
1]. So

there are exactly four equivalence classes of extensions with cokernel Sn and kernel
M2

Z, and the one with structure class [α̂2
1] is the class of extension (6).

Corollary 4.18. Let R = Z/2Z. We have that H2(M2
R) = R4, generated by [α2

1],

[α̂2
1], [β

2
1 ], and [β̂2

1 ]. There are exactly sixteen equivalence classes of extensions with
cokernel Sn and kernel M2

R, and the one with structure class [α̂2
1] is the class of

extension (7).

Proof. All we need to explain is why this is the right description of the structure
class. The point is that the projection Bn/PBn/→ Bn/Bn[4] restricts to the map
M2

Z → M2
R that reduces the coefficients modulo 2. This sends the structure class

[α̂2
1] ∈ H2(M2

Z) to the class [α̂2
1] ∈ H2(M2

R). Corollary 4.13 then implies that this
is the structure class for extension (7). �

5. Cohomology computations

5.1. Cohomology in S1 and S2. The modules M1 and S1 fit into the following
exact sequence

(8) 0 → S1 →M1 → R→ 0;

the second map is ti 7→ 1. Since S1 is defined to be spanned by differences ti − tj ,
this sequence is exact. We use this to find the cohomology of Sn with coefficients
in S1.

Proposition 5.1. Let n ≥ 2. We have H0(S1) ∼= R[n], the n-torsion. More
specifically, it is equal to the submodule {r

∑n
i=1 ti | r ∈ R[n]}.

We have

H1(S1) =

{
R/nR if n is odd or n = 2

(R/nR)⊕R[2] if n is even and n ≥ 4

The R[2]-factor consists of elements of the form [κ1
r], and the R/nR-factor is the

image of H0(R) under the connecting homomorphism from sequence (8).
We have

H2(S1) =






0 if n is odd
R[2]2 ⊕R/2R if n is even and n ≥ 6
R[2]⊕R/2R if n = 4

R[2] if n = 2.

The R/2R-factor consists of elements that map to elements of the form [α1
r ] ∈

H2(M1), the R[2]-factor starting at n = 6 consists of elements that map to elements
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of the form [β1
r ] in H2(M1), and the R[2]-factor starting at n = 2 is the image of

H1(R) under the connecting homomorphism from the sequence (8).

Proof. The exact sequence (8) gives us the following long exact sequence for coho-
mology:

0 → H0(S1) → H0(M1) → H0(R) → H1(S1) → H1(M1) → H1(R)

→ H2(S1) → H2(M1) → H2(R) → · · ·

We know that H0(M1) is spanned by
∑n

i=1 ti, and this element maps to n in
H0(R) = R. The statement about H0(S1) follows immediately.

Next we compute H1(S1). We start by considering the connecting homomor-
phism H0(R) → H1(S1). By exactness, the kernel of this map is the image of the
map H0(M1) → H0(R), which is nR. So the image of the connecting homomor-
phism is a submodule of H1(S1) isomorphic to R/nR. (The element 1 ∈ R lifts to
t1 ∈M1, and the coboundary of t1, considered as a 0-cocycle, is the map given by
ei 7→ (si − 1)t1 ∈ S1. The n-multiple of this cocycle represents the same class as
ei 7→ (si − 1)

∑n
j=1 tj, which is the zero cocycle.)

We also need to consider homomorphismH1(M1) → H1(R). By Proposition 4.7,
H1(M1) consists of classes of the form [κ1

r] for r ∈ R[2], if n ≥ 3. (If n = 2,
H1(M1) = 0.) The class [κ1

r] maps to a class represented by ei 7→ nr. Since r has
order 2, we know that nr = 0 if n is even, and nr = r if n is odd. So if n is even,
every [κ1

r] is in the kernel, and therefore these are classes in H1(S1). (If n is even,
then since r has order 2, r

∑n
i=1 ti = r((t1 − t2) + (t3 − t4) + · · · + (tn−1 − tn)),

which is in S1.) Since 2κ1
r is the zero function, considered as a function to S1 or to

M1, we have that 2[κ1
r] = 0, and therefore H1(S1) decomposes as a direct sum. Of

course, if n is odd, the kernel of H1(M1) → H1(R) contributes nothing, and this
proves the statement about H1(S1).

Now we compute H2(S1). We just considered the map H1(M1) → H1(R), and
it is trivial if n is even, and by Proposition 4.5, it is surjective if n is odd. The image
of this map is the kernel of the connecting homomorphism H1(R) → H2(S1), so if
n is odd, H1(R) contributes nothing to H2(S1), and if n is even, then H1(R) maps
injectively to H2(S1). This contributes a submodule of the form R[2] starting at
n = 2.

Finally, we consider the map H2(M1) → H2(R). For a generator [α1
r ], we have

that α1
r maps to the map ci 7→ nr, with other cells mapping to 0. Again, this is 0

if n is even. If n is odd, then this is [α0
r ], since nr = r. For a generator [β1

r ], we
have that β1

r maps to the map dij 7→ nr, with other cells mapping to 0. Again, if
n is even this is 0, and if n is odd, this is β0

r . So H2(M1) → H2(R) is injective if
n is odd, and it is the zero map if n is even. If n is even, then a cocycle α1

r lifts to
to ei 7→ r((t1 − t2) + (t3 − t4) + · · ·+ (tn−1 − tn)). Then 2α1

r is the coboundary of
si 7→ r((t1 − t2)+ (t3 − t4)+ · · ·+(tn−1 − tn)). In particular, a class [α1

r ] or [β
1
r ] has

order 2 when considered in H2(S1), so H2(S1) decomposes as a direct sum of the
image and the kernel of the adjacent maps in the exact sequence. The statement
about H2(S1) follows immediately. �

Now our goal is to prove a similar statement for S2. To do this, we need to
consider cohomology in the submodule K12 of M2. We recall two exact sequences,
one from the statement of Proposition 2.6, and one from the discussion before that
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proposition. They are

(9) 0 → K12 →M2 → R→ 0,

and

(10) 0 → S2 → K12 → S1 → 0.

The map M2 → R is vij 7→ 1, and sequence (9) defines the submodule K12. The
map K12 → S1 is the restriction of µ : S2 → S1, given by µ(vij) = ti + tj . Also
recall that for each i, wi ∈ M2 is given by wi =

∑
j 6=i vij , and u ∈ M2 is given by

u =
∑

i,j vij . In the following proposition, we don’t consider the case n = 2 since
if n = 2, then K12 = 0.

Proposition 5.2. Let n ≥ 3. We have H0(K12) ∼= R[
(
n
2

)
], the

(
n
2

)
-torsion. Specif-

ically, it is equal to the submodule {ru | r ∈ R[
(
n
2

)
]}.

We have

H1(K12) =

{
R/3R if n = 3

R[2]⊕R/
(
n
2

)
R if n ≥ 4

The R[2]-factor consists of elements of the form [κ2
r] if

(
n
2

)
is even, and elements of

the form [κ2
r − κ̂2

r] if
(
n
2

)
is odd. The R/

(
n
2

)
R-factor is the image of H0(R) under

the connecting homomorphism from sequence (9).
We have

H2(K12) =






0 if n = 3
R[2]⊕R/2R if n ∈ {4, 5}, or if n ≥ 6 and

(
n
2

)
is odd

R[2]2 ⊕R/2R if n ≥ 6 and
(
n
2

)
is even.

The R/2R-factor consists of elements of the form [α2
r] if

(
n
2

)
is even, and of the

form [α2
r − α̂2

r ] if
(
n
2

)
is odd. One of the R[2]-factors consists of elements of the

form [β̂2
r ]. If n ≥ 6 and

(
n
2

)
is even, then the other R[2]-factor consists of elements

of the form [β2
r ].

Proof. We need the beginning of the cohomology long exact sequence from the
sequence (9):

0 → H0(K12) → H0(M2) → H0(R) → H1(K12) → H1(M2) → H1(R)

→ H2(K12) → H2(M2) → H2(R) → · · ·

The map H0(M2) → H0(R) sends the generator u to
(
n
2

)
, and this proves the

statement about H0(K12). This image is a copy of
(
n
2

)
R, and is equal to the kernel

ofH0(R) → H1(K12). So this map contributes a submodule ofH1(K12) isomorphic
to R/

(
n
2

)
R.

Next consider the map H1(M2) → H1(R), and temporarily assume n ≥ 4. By
Proposition 4.9, we know that H1(M2) is generated by classes of the form [κ2

r] and
[κ̂2
r]. We see that [κ2

r] maps to [
(
n
2

)
κ0
r], and [κ̂2

r] maps to [κ0
r]. These classes are

defined for r ∈ R[2], so
(
n
2

)
r is r if

(
n
2

)
is odd, and is 0 if

(
n
2

)
is even. So if

(
n
2

)
is

even, the kernel consists of classes of the form [κ2
r], and if

(
n
2

)
is odd, the kernel

consists of classes of the form [κ2
r − κ̂2

r]. These representative cocycles have order
2, so H1(K12) decomposes as a direct sum. If n = 3, then H1(M2) consists only of
classes of the form [κ2

r], and the kernel of H1(M2) → H1(R) is trivial.
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By Proposition 4.5, we know H1(R) consists of classes of the form [κ0
r]. Since

[κ̂2
r] always hits this class, the map H1(M2) → H1(R) is surjective, and H1(R)

contributes nothing to H2(K12).
Finally we compute the kernel of H2(M2) → H2(R). Temporarily assume that

n ≥ 6. We use the representatives from Proposition 4.9. We compute that [α2
r ] 7→

[
(
n
2

)
α0
r], [α̂

2
r] 7→ [α0

r ], [β
2
r ] 7→ [

(
n
2

)
β0
r ], and [β̂2

r ] 7→ [β0
6r] = 0 (since r ∈ R[2] if β2

r is

defined). First suppose that
(
n
2

)
is even. Then the kernel is generated by elements

of the form [α2
r ], [β

2
r ], and [β̂2

r ]. (We see that [α2
r ] maps to a multiple of 2[α0

r] = 0).
Next suppose that

(
n
2

)
is odd. The kernel is generated by elements of the form

[α2
r − α̂2

r ] and [β̂2
r ]. If n is 4 or 5, then we leave out the classes of the form [β2

r ],
but our description of the kernel is otherwise the same as if n ≥ 6 and

(
n
2

)
is even.

If n = 3, then H2(M2) only has classes of the form [α2
r ], and the kernel is trivial.

This proves the description of H2(K12) in the statement. �

Remark 5.3. Above, we give representatives for cohomology classes in the kernel of
H1(M2) → H1(R). These cocycles actually map to K12, and there is a nice way
to see this. If

(
n
2

)
is even, write u = x + y where each of x and y is a sum of 1

2

(
n
2

)

basis vectors. Since r ∈ R[2], we can think of κ2
r as sending si to r(x − y), and

r(x − y) ∈ K12. If
(
n
2

)
is odd, then for each i, we can write u − vi,i+1 as x + y

where each of x and y is a sum of 1
2 (
(
n
2

)
− 1) basis vectors. We then recognize

(κ2
r − κ̂2

r)(si) = r(x − y) ∈ K12.
We also give representatives for the classes in the kernel of H2(M2) → H2(R).

We can use tricks similar to what we just did to show that β̂2
r maps to K12, and

β2
r if

(
n
2

)
is even, but α2

r and α2
r − α̂2

r don’t actually map to K12 for some choices of
r. The trick with these is to correct the cocycle by a coboundary to get the image
to land in K12. Specifically, consider the function κ̂2

r, but without the requirement
that r ∈ R[2]. Then ∂κ̂2

r = 2α̂2
r. If

(
n
2

)
is even, then α2

r −
(
n
2

)
α̂2
r is in the same

class as α2
r, but maps to K12. If

(
n
2

)
is odd, then α2

r −
(
n
2

)
α̂2
r is in the same class as

α2
r − α̂2

r, but maps to K12.

In the following theorem, we assume that n ≥ 4 since S2 is trivial if n < 4. As
in Section 3.4, let b be 1 if n even and 1/2 if n is odd.

Theorem 5.4. Let n ≥ 4. Then H0(S2) ∼= R[b(n− 1)], and as a submodule of S2,
it is {ru | r ∈ R[b(n− 1)]}.

If n is odd, we have

H1(S2) = R[2]⊕ ker(
R(
n
2

)
R

2
−→

R

nR
).

The R[2]-factor consists of classes of the form [κ2
r] if

(
n
2

)
is even, and [κ2

r − κ̂2
r] if(

n
2

)
is odd. The factor that is a kernel inside R/

(
n
2

)
R consists of classes coming

from the connecting homomorphism from sequence (8).
If n is even, then H1(S2) fits in a short exact sequence

0 →
R[n]

(n− 1)(R[
(
n
2

)
])

→ H1(S2) → ker(
R(
n
2

)
R

2
−→

R

nR
) → 0

The factor of the form R[n]/(n− 1)(R[
(
n
2

)
]) comes from the connecting homomor-

phism from sequence (10), and the other factor again comes from the connecting
homomorphism from sequence (8).
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H2(S2) =





R/2R if n ≡ 0 (mod 4)
R[2]2 ⊕R/2R if n ≡ 1 (mod 4) and n ≥ 9
R[2]⊕R/2R if n ≡ 2 (mod 4), n ≡ 3 (mod 4), or n = 5.

If n is odd, then the inclusion S2 → K12 induces an isomorphism H2(S2) →
H2(K12), and we can find representatives by modifying our representatives for
H2(K12). If n is even, then the R/2R-factor comes from the connecting homo-
morphisms of both sequence (8) and sequence (10), and the R[2]-factor consists of

classes of the form [β̂2
r ].

Proof. We write out the beginning of the long exact sequence for cohomology in
the sequence (10):

0 → H0(S2) → H0(K12) → H0(S1) → H1(S2) → H1(K12) → H1(S1)

→ H2(S2) → H2(K12) → H2(S1) → · · ·

From Propositions 5.1 and 5.2, we know that H0(K12) = R[
(
n
2

)
], and H0(S1) =

R[n]. The map K12 → S1 is the restriction of µ : vij 7→ ti + tj . An element of
H0(K12) has the form ru with r ∈ R[

(
n
2

)
]. We compute that µ(u) = (n−1)

∑n
i=1 ti.

(To see this, note that each i appears in exactly (n−1) of the vij .) So ru ∈ H0(K12)
maps to (n−1)r

∑n
i=1 ti ∈ H0(S1). This is the map R[

(
n
2

)
] → R[n] given by scaling

by n− 1. Its kernel is then R[
(
n
2

)
] ∩R[n− 1]. We note that

R[

(
n

2

)
] ∩R[n− 1] = R[gcd(

(
n

2

)
, n− 1)] = R[b(n− 1)].

This proves the statement about H0(S2).
Now we consider the cokernel of the map H0(K12) → H0(S1). From the last

paragraph, this can be described as R[n]/(n−1)(R[
(
n
2

)
]). Momentarily suppose n is

odd, and let r ∈ R[n]. Since n is odd, n divides
(
n
2

)
, and therefore r ∈ R[

(
n
2

)
]. Since

r has order n, (n− 1)r = −r. This implies that scaling by n− 1 maps surjectively
from R[

(
n
2

)
] to R[n] if n is odd. Since the cokernel is trivial in this case, and we

omit it from our description of H1(S2). If n is even, then this quotient can be
nontrivial (for example, if R = Z/nZ), and this cokernel is a submodule of H1(S2).

Next we consider the map µ∗ : H
1(K12) → H1(S1). The plan is to use Proposi-

tions 5.1 and 5.2, and describe the map in four cases, depending on the congruence
class of n modulo 4. In all cases, H1(K12) is isomorphic to R/

(
n
2

)
R⊕R[2], but the

generators depend on the parity of
(
n
2

)
. We need two connecting homomorphisms,

which we temporarily name δ1 : H
0(R) → H1(S1) and δ2 : H

0(R) → H1(K12). We
compute µ∗ on three kinds of cocycles ahead of this. First of all, δ2(1) is represented
by si 7→ (si − 1)v12. This maps to si 7→ (si − 1)(t1 + t2), which we recognize as
representing 2δ1(1). We also consider the cocycles κ2

r and κ̂2
r, for r ∈ R[2]. Since

µ(u) = (n−1)
∑n

i=1 ti, we have µ∗κ
2
r = (n−1)κ1

r. Evaluating µ∗κ̂
2
r gives the cocycle

si 7→ r(ti + ti+1). Since r has order 2, we can recognize this as the coboundary in
M1 of rtodd, where

todd = t1 + t3 + t5 + · · ·+ t2⌊n−1
2 ⌋+1.

Since there are ⌊n−1
2 ⌋ + 1 many terms in this sum, we can observe that [µ∗κ̂

2
r] =

r(⌊n−1
2 ⌋+ 1)δ1(1).
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Case: n ≡ 0 (mod 4). Then n is even and
(
n
2

)
is even. So H1(K12) is generated

by δ2(1) (which generates the R/
(
n
2

)
R-factor) and elements of the form [κ2

r ], with

r ∈ R[2]. We have that δ2(1) maps to 2δ1(1), and [κ2
r] maps to (n − 1)[κ1

r] = [κ1
r],

because n−1 is odd and r has order 2. Since n is even, H1(S1) is R/nR⊕R[2]. We
see that the R[2]-factor maps isomorphically to the R[2]-factor, contributing nothing
to the kernel or cokernel. So the kernel and cokernel of H1(K12) → H1(S1) are the
same as that of R/

(
n
2

)
R → R/nR, with the map being scaling by 2.

Case: n ≡ 1 (mod 4). Then n is odd and
(
n
2

)
is even. Like in the previous

case, H1(K12) is generated by δ2(1) and elements of the form [κ2
r]. Since n is odd,

H1(S1) is R/nR. Since r has order 2, [κ2
r] maps to 0 = (n−1)[κ1

r]. So the kernel and
cokernel of H1(K12) → H1(S1) are the same as that of R[2] ⊕ R/

(
n
2

)
R → R/nR,

by (r, [s]) 7→ [2s].
Case: n ≡ 2 (mod 4). Then n is even and

(
n
2

)
is odd. In this case, H1(K12) is

generated by δ2(1) and elements of the form [κ2
r−κ̂

2
r]. H

1(S1) is R/nR⊕R[2]. In this
case, [κ2

r− κ̂
2
r] maps to (n−1)[κ1

r]+r(⌊
n−1

2 ⌋+1), but since n ≡ 2 (mod 4), we have

(⌊n−1
2 ⌋+1) = n

2 is odd. So [κ2
r−κ̂

2
r] maps to [κ1

r]+rδ1(1). So the kernel and cokernel

of H1(K12) → H1(S1) are the same as that of R[2]⊕R/
(
n
2

)
R → R[2]⊕R/nR, by

(r, [s]) 7→ (r, [2s+ r]). Note that for (r, [s]) to be in the kernel, we must have r = 0,
and therefore [s] would be in the kernel of the doubling map.

Case: n ≡ 3 (mod 4). Then n is odd and
(
n
2

)
is odd, H1(K12) is generated by

δ2(1) and elements of the form [κ2
r − κ̂2

r], and H1(S1) is R/nR. Like in the last
case, [κ2

r− κ̂
2
r] maps to (n−1)[κ1

r]+r(⌊
n−1

2 ⌋+1), but since n ≡ 3 (mod 4), we have

(⌊n−1
2 ⌋+1) = n+1

2 is even. So [κ2
r− κ̂

2
r] maps to 0 = (n−1)[κ1

r]+
n+1

2 rδ1(1). So the

kernel and cokernel of H1(K12) → H1(S1) are the same as that of R[2]⊕R/
(
n
2

)
R→

R/nR, by (r, [s]) 7→ [2s].
Putting all this together, we see that if n is even, then the quotient of H1(S2) by

the image ofH0(R) is isomorphic to the kernel of the doubling map R/
(
n
2

)
→ R/nR,

and if n is odd, it is the same thing but summed with R[2]. This proves the
statement about H1(S2).

At this point, we collect our observations about the cokernel of µ∗ : H
1(K12) →

H1(S1). If n is congruent to 0, 1, or 3 modulo 4, then this cokernel is the same
as the cokernel of R/

(
n
2

)
R → R/nR by scaling by 2. So if n is odd, the map is

surjective and the cokernel is trivial. We also see that if n ≡ 0 (mod 4), then the
cokernel is R/2R. Now assume that n ≡ 2 (mod 4). The cokernel is the same as
the cokernel of R[2]⊕R/

(
n
2

)
R → R[2]⊕R/nR by (r, [s]) 7→ (r, [r + 2s]). Since n is

even, this is the same as the cokernel of R[2] → R[2]⊕ R/2R by r 7→ (r, [r]). One
can check that the following sequence is exact:

0 → R[2] → R[2]⊕R/2R→ R/2R→ 0,

with the maps being r 7→ (r, [r]) and (r, [s]) 7→ [r + s]. This means that we can
recognize coker(mu∗) as being R/2R in this case. So coker(µ∗) is R/2R if n is even,
and 0 if n is odd, and this is a subgroup of H2(S2).

Finally we compute the kernel of the map µ∗ : H
2(K12) → H2(S1). Assume that

n ≥ 6. If
(
n
2

)
is odd, then H2(K12) is R[2]⊕R/2R, and if

(
n
2

)
is even, then H2(K12)

is R[2]2 ⊕ R/2R. We have that H2(S1) is 0 if n is odd, and R[2]2 ⊕ R/2R if n is
even. There is nothing more to say in the case that n is odd, so we assume n is
even. We consider generators for H2(K12).
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As explained in Remark 5.3, for each r ∈ R, the cocycle α2
r −

(
n
2

)
α̂2
r maps to

K12, and the R/2R-factor ofH2(K12) consists of cocycles of this form. This cocycle
sends ci to r(u −

(
n
2

)
vi,i+1) (and other cells map to 0). Pushing this forward by µ

yields the cocycle

ci 7→ r((n− 1)(

n∑

j=1

tj)−

(
n

2

)
(ti + ti+1)).

Considering this as a cocycle inM1, we see that it represents (n−1)[α1
r]. Since n is

even and [α1
r ] ∈ H2(M1) has order 2, we see that the cocycle α2

r−
(
n
2

)
α̂2
r represents

a class in the kernel of µ∗ if and only if [α1
r ] represents 0 in H2(M1), which is true

if and only if r ∈ 2R. So the R/2R-factor of H2(K12) contributes nothing to the
kernel.

Next we consider the cocycle β̂2
r , for r ∈ R[2]. This maps dij 7→ rχ({i, i +

1, j, j + 1}), and other cells map to 0, where χ({i, i + 1, j, j + 1}) is the sum of
the six vkl vectors with k, l,∈ {i, i + 1, j, j + 1}. Under µ, this becomes dij 7→
r(ti+ ti+1 + tj+ tj+1) (each summand appears 3 times, but 3r = r). Define a chain
f : P1 →M1 by:

f(ei) = r(t1 + t3 + t5 + · · ·+ t2⌊n−1
2 ⌋+1 − t2⌊ i

2 ⌋+1).

(So the sum here is over all odd indices, but with ti or ti+1 omitted, whichever is

odd.) We can check that the coboundary δf = µ∗β̂
2
r . If n ≡ 2 (mod 4), then each

f(ei) is a sum of an even number of terms, and since r has order 2, this means

that f : P1 → S1, and [µ∗β̂
2
r ] = 0 in H1(S1). If n ≡ 0 (mod 4), then each f(ei) is

a sum of an odd number of terms, and we can recognize µ∗[β̂
2
r ] = δ1([κ

0
r ]), where

δ1 : H
1(R) → H2(S1) is the connecting homomorphism from sequence (8).

Now assume
(
n
2

)
is even and consider β2

r , for r ∈ R[2]. This maps dij 7→ ru, and

other cells to 0. So µ pushes this forward to dij 7→ (n − 1)r
∑n
j=1 tj . Since n is

even and r has order 2, this means µ∗[β
2
r ] = [β1

r ], and is nontrivial.
Since our classes are represented by cycles of the required order, the decompo-

sition splits, and we get the direct sum decomposition in the statement. If n = 4,
the same arguments work, but it is not necessary to consider [β2

r ]. If n = 5, then

H2(S2) ∼= H2(K12), but the [β
2
r ]-classes are not distinct from the [β̂2

r ]-classes. This
proves the statement about H2(S2). �

5.2. Quotients by Specht subgroups and split extensions. In this section,
we assume that n ≥ 4. As in the preceding section, all cohomology is of Sn in
various coefficient modules, and we suppress Sn from the notation. We recall the
maps f i : M2

R → SiR, for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, from Definition 3.12. For each f i, the image
of f i is isomorphic to a quotient of M2

R. If R is a quotient of Z, then f i(M2
R) is

a quotient of M2
Z, and therefore a quotient of PBn. We let f iR denote this map

PBn →M2
R. We have an extension

(11) 0 → f i(M2
R) → Bn/ ker(f

i
R) → Sn → 1.

Similarly, we have maps f i⊕ f j : M2
R → SiR⊕ SjR. Let f

ij
R denote the map PBn →

M2
R. We get an extension

(12) 0 → (f i ⊕ f j)(M2
R) → Bn/ ker(f

ij
R ) → Sn → 1.
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Finally, if m is a positive integer, we let R = Z/mZ and we have the reduction map
M2

Z →M2
R. Let πm : PBn →M2

R be the projection. We have an extension

(13) 0 →M2
R → Bn/ ker(πm) → Sn → 1.

Note that, although ker(π2) = Bn[4], there is no close connection between the level
subgroups and these kernels for other m.

We determine exactly when these extensions split.

Theorem 5.5. Let R be Z or Z/mZ for a positive integer m.

• If i is 0, then extension 11 splits if and only if R = Z/mZ and m is odd.
• If i = 1, then extension 11 splits if n is odd, or if R = Z/mZ and m is odd,
but does not split otherwise.

• If i = 2, then extension 11 splits if R = Z/mZ and m is odd. It does not
split otherwise.

• For any distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, extension 12 splits if and only if R = Z/mZ

and m is odd.
• Extension 13 splits if and only if m is odd.

We will prove the statements in this theorem separately, as lemmas. First, we
prove a proposition that handles most of the non-splitting cases.

Proposition 5.6. Let m be an odd positive integer. Suppose N ⊳Bn with PB′
n ≤

N ≤ PBn, and the image of N under π : PBn → M2
Z contains mM2

Z (in other
words, N contains all the mth powers of whole twists aij). Then

0 →
PBn
N

→
Bn
N

→ Sn → 1

is a split extension.

Proof. Consider the quotient map ρ : M2
Z → PBn/N . By Corollary 4.15, the exten-

sion splits if and only if ρ∗[φ] = 0. By Proposition 4.16, [φ] = [α̂2
1] ∈ H2(M2

Z), and
by Proposition 4.9, we know that [α̂2

1] has order 2 (it generates a factor of Z/2Z).
Now let R = Z/mZ. Notice that ρ factors through the reduction mapM2

Z →M2
R.

But Proposition 4.9 implies that H2(M2
R) = 0, since m is odd. So ρ∗[φ] = 0 ∈

H2(PBn/N), and therefore the extension splits. �

Lemma 5.7. Extension (13) splits if and only if m is odd.

Proof. If m is odd, then Proposition 5.6 applies and the extension splits.
So assume m is even. Let ρ : M2

Z → M2
R by reduction modulo m. Again by

Corollary 4.15, it is enough to show that ρ∗[φ] is nontrivial in H
2(M2

R). But ρ∗[φ]
is [α̂2

1] ∈ H2(M2
R). Since [α̂2

1] generates a submodule of H2(M2
R) isomorphic to

R/2R, we have that ρ∗[φ] is nontrivial. �

Lemma 5.8. If i = 0, then extension (11) splits if and only if R = Z/mZ and m
is odd.

Proof. The proof is similar to the previous lemma. We assume that R = Z or
R = Z/mZ with m even, since otherwise Proposition 5.6 applies. By evaluating on
basis elements from P2, we recognize that f0 ◦ α̂2

1 = α0
1. So extensions 11 splits if

and only if [α0
1] = 0. But R is Z or Z/mZ with m even, so [α0

1] generates a copy
of Z/2Z in H2(f0(M2)) by Proposition 4.5. So it is nontrivial, and the extension
does not split. �
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Lemma 5.9. Let i = 1. Extension (11) splits if n is odd, or if R = Z/mZ and m
is odd, but does not split otherwise.

Proof. This is similar to the previous two lemmas, but is more involved. Again, we
start by assuming that R = Z or R = Z/mZ with m even. By Proposition 5.1, we
see that H2(S1) is trivial if n is odd. So extension 11 splits in this case.

So we assume that n is even. We find f1
∗ α̂

2
1 has dij 7→ 0, bi 7→ 0, and

ci 7→ n(ti + ti+1)−

n∑

k=1

tk.

To show that this cocycle represents a nontrivial class inH2(f1(M2)), we consider it
as a cocycle for H2(M1). In M1, we can recognize this as −α1

1, plus a coboundary.
Specifically, the cochain P1 → M1 by ei 7→ n

2 (ti + ti+1), has coboundary ci 7→

n(ti + ti+1), dij 7→ 0, bi 7→ 0. So in H2(M1), we have f1
∗ [α̂

2
1] = −[α1

1]. This is
nontrivial since [α1

1] generates a copy of Z/2Z in H2(M1), by Proposition 4.7, since
R is Z or Z/mZ with m even. Since f1

∗ [α̂
2
1] maps to a nontrivial class in H2(M1),

it is nontrivial in H2(f1(M2)), and the extension does not split. �

Lemma 5.10. Suppose n is odd and R = Z or R = Z/mZ for m even. Then for
i = 2, extension (11) does not split.

Proof. Since n is odd, b = 1/2 in our formula for f2. We consider f2 ◦ α̂2
1, which

has dij 7→ 0, bi 7→ 0, and

ci 7→

(
n− 1

2

)
(vi,i+1)−

n− 1

2
(wi + wi+1) + u.

(It would be twice this if n were even.) Our goal is to show that this represents a
nontrivial class in H2(f2(M2)). First we consider f2 ◦ α̂2

1 as a cocycle in M2. The
cochain P1 → M2 defined by ei 7→ wi has coboundary given by dij 7→ 0, bi 7→ 0,
and ci 7→ wi + wi+1. So in H2(M2),

f2
∗ [α̂

2
1] =

(
n− 1

2

)
[α̂2

1] + [α2
1].

By Proposition 4.9, the classes [α̂2
1] and [α2

1] generate a copy of (R/2R)2 in H2(M2).
By our hypothesis on R, we have that R/2R ∼= Z/2Z. So this is a nontrivial class in
H2(M2). Then f2

∗ [α̂
2
1] must also be nontrivial in H2(f2(M2)), and we are done. �

Lemma 5.11. If n is even, then f2
∗ α̂

2
1 is the coboundary of the cochain ζ : P 1 →

K12 defined by

ζ : ei 7→

(
n− 1

2

)
vi,i+1 − (n− 1)wi + u.

Proof. Since n is even, b = 1 in our formula for f2. Then f2 ◦ α̂2
1 has dij 7→ 0,

bi 7→ 0, and

ci 7→ (n− 1)(n− 2)(vi,i+1)− (n− 1)(wi + wi+1) + 2u.

To verify that δζ = f2 ◦ α̂2
1, we use the formulas for the boundaries of ci, dij , and bi

from Definition 4.1. It is almost immediate that ζ(∂dij) = 0, because if j > i + 1,
then si fixes ζ(ej) and sj fixes ζ(ei). The computation for bi is more subtle; it
follows from

(1− si + si+1si)vi+1,i+2 − (1 − si+1 + sisi+1)vi,i+1

= vi+1,i+2 − vi,i+2 + vi,i+1 − vi,i+1 + vi,i+2 − vi+1,i+2 = 0,
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and

(1− si+ si+1si)wi+1 − (1− si+1 + sisi+1)wi = wi+1 −wi+wi−wi+wi−wi+1 = 0,

together with the fact that all si fix u. Finally, we check that

ζ(∂ei) = (si + 1)ζ(ei) = 2

(
n− 1

2

)
vi,i+1 − (n− 1)(wi + wi+1) + 2u,

since si fixes both vi,i+1 and u. Since this is the formula for f2 ◦ α̂2
1(ei), this proves

that it is the coboundary of ζ.
The lemma also asserts that ζ takes values in K12. To verify this, we compose ζ

with the map M2 → R by vij 7→ 1. It sends ζ(ei) to
(
n− 1

2

)
− (n− 1)2 +

(
n

2

)
= (n− 1)(

n− 2

2
− (n− 1) +

n

2
) = 0.

Since K12 is defined as the kernel of the this map M2 → R, our codomain for ζ is
correct. �

We need another submodule of M2, in order to keep track of the difficulties of
building cochains that satisfy the congruences from Proposition 3.17.

Definition 5.12. LetM2
≡ be the submodule ofM2 consisting of vectors that satisfy

the systems of congruences (3) and (4) in Proposition 3.17.

Lemma 5.13. M2
≡ is generated by vectors of the following three kinds: the vector

u, the vectors b(n− 1)wi for all i, and the vectors b(n− 1)(n− 2)vij for all choices
of i and j.

Proof. We argue by double inclusion betweenM2
≡ and the submodule generated by

these elements. First note that all three of the given kinds of vectors are actually
in M2

≡. For the other direction, suppose v =
∑
ij cijvij is in M2

≡. By subtracting

cn−1,nu, we may assume that cn−1,n = 0. Then for all i, j, we have b(n − 1)|cij .
In particular, for each i from 1 to n − 2, we have that ci,nwi is a multiple of
b(n− 1)wi. So by subtracting these elements from v, we may assume ci,n = 0 for
all i. Likewise, we know that c1,n−1wn is a multiple of b(n − 1)wn. By adding
c1,n−1(wn−u), we may assume that c1,n−1 = 0, without undoing our work to make
c1,n = · · · = cn−1,n = 0. For any i with 1 < i < n,

c1,i + cn−1,n ≡ ci,n + c1,n−1 (mod n− 2),

meaning that b(n− 1)(n− 2) divides c1,i. Now, for any i, j with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1
and (i, j) 6= (1, n), we have

ci,j + c1,n ≡ c1,i + cj,n (mod n− 2),

which implies that b(n− 1)(n− 2) divides ci,j . Since i, j were arbitrary, this means
that v can be expressed as a sum of elements of the form b(n− 1)(n− 2)vij . �

Lemma 5.14. Suppose n is even and R satisfies the following two conditions:

•
(
n−1

2

)
has order 2 in R/(2

(
n−1

2

)
R), and

• nothing in R[2] maps to the same element as
(
n−1

2

)
in R/(2

(
n−1

2

)
R).

Then for i = 2, extension (11) does not split.
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Remark 5.15. The conditions are satisfied if R = Z. If R = Z/mZ, the first condi-
tion says that 2 dividesm to at least the same power that it divides 2

(
n−1

2

)
. The sec-

ond condition says that
(
n−1

2

)
is not congruent tom orm/2 modulo gcd(m, 2

(
n−1

2

)
).

These conditions are independent of each other.

Proof of Lemma 5.14. By Proposition 3.17, f2(M2) ⊆ M2
≡. Let M

2
∼ denote the

quotient M2/M2
≡. Let I be the ideal (n − 1)(n − 2)R. Let L denote M2

≡/IM
2.

Since IM2 ≤ f2(M2), we have the following commuting diagram with exact rows

0 // M2
≡

//

��

M2 //

��

M2
∼

// 0

0 // L // M2
R/I

// M2
∼

// 0.

We want to show that f2
∗ [α̂

2
1] ∈ H2(M2

≡) is nontrivial. Let π : M2 → M2
∼ be

the quotient. We know that f2
∗ [α̂

2
1] maps to the trivial class in M2, so it is the

image under the connecting homomorphism of [π∗ζ] ∈ H1(M2
∼). We want to show

that [π∗ζ] is nontrivial, so we will show that it is the image of a nontrivial class
from H1(M2

R/I) that is not in the kernel of the map induced by M2
R/I →M2

∼. Let

ρ : M2
R/I →M2

∼ be the quotient.

We claim that ρ∗[κ̂
2

(n−1
2 )

] = [π∗ζ]. This class is well defined since
(
n−1

2

)
has order

2 in R/I (by our hypothesis on R). We know that κ̂2

(n−1
2 )

sends ei to
(
n−1

2

)
vi,i+1,

so

π∗ζ(ei)− ρ∗κ̂
2

(n−1
2 )(ei) = u− (n− 1)wi.

But u and (n− 1)wi are both in M2
≡, so these elements are equal in M2

∼. Further,
[κ̂2

(n−1
2 )

] is nontrivial, since by Proposition 4.9, it sits inside a submodule of the form

(R/I)[2] in H2(M2
R/I), and our hypothesis on R ensures that

(
n−1

2

)
is nontrivial in

R/I.
Now we show that [κ̂2

(n−1
2 )

] is not in the image of H1(L) → H1(M2
R/I). We

analyze the structure of L. By Lemma 5.13, since n is even, we know that M2
≡ is

generated by elements of the following three forms: u, (n−1)wi, and (n−1)(n−2)vij.
Since L is the image of M2

≡ after taking the quotient by IM2, we have eliminated
the elements of the form (n− 1)(n− 2)vij . So there is an injective map R/I → L
by 1 7→ u. We can recognize the cokernel of this map. The remaining elements of
L are linear combinations of elements (n− 1)wi, and we recognize a map from M1

to L/Ru. Let ∆ ⊆ (n − 1)M1
R/(n−2)R denote the submodule spanned by

∑n
i=1 ti;

we have an exact sequence

0 → R/I → L→
(n− 1)M1

R/(n−2)R

∆
→ 0.

However, by Proposition 4.7, we know that H0, H1, and H2 of (n − 1)M1
R/(n−2)R

are given by representatives that take values in ∆. So the long exact sequence for

0 → ∆ → (n− 1)M1
R/(n−2)R →

(n− 1)M1
R/(n−2)R

∆
→ 0
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tells us that H0 and H1 of
(n−1)M1

R/(n−2)R

∆ are trivial. Then the long exact sequence
for the preceding short exact sequence tells us that the map R/I → L induces an
isomorphism on H1. So H1(L) consists of classes of the form [κ2

r], for r ∈ (R/I)[2].
In particular, no such class can map to [κ̂2

(n−1
2 )

] (by Proposition 4.9, they are in

distinct summands of H2(M2
R/I)). This implies that [π∗ζ] ∈ H1(M2

∼) is nontrivial.

To finish the argument, we need to show that [π∗ζ] is not in the image of
H1(M2) → H1(M2

∼). By Proposition 4.9, we know that H2(M2) consists of classes
of the form [κ2

r+ κ̂
2
s] for r, s ∈ R[2]. For such a class to map to [π∗ζ], we would need

to have r = 0 and s =
(
n−1

2

)
in R/I. But no element congruent to

(
n−1

2

)
modulo

I can have order two in R, by our hypothesis on R. So [f2
∗ α̂

2
1] is the image of a

nontrivial class that is not in the kernel of the connecting homomorphism. So it is
nontrivial in H2(M2

≡), and therefore it is also nontrivial in H2(f2(M2)). �

Lemma 5.16. Suppose n is even, m is divisible by 4, R = Z/mZ, and R fails the
hypotheses of Lemma 5.14. Then for i = 2, extension (11) does not split.

Proof. Our terms are the same as in the previous lemma. We want to show that,
under these hypotheses, we can produce a cochain ζ′ in M2

≡ that cobounds f2
∗ α̂

2
1.

First suppose that
(
n−1

2

)
= 0 in R/I. By the definition of ζ in Lemma 5.11, all the

summands are inM2
≡: (n−1)wi and u are in M2

≡ regardless of this hypothesis, and(
n−1

2

)
vi,i+1 is in M2

≡ since
(
n−1

2

)
∈ I. So in this case, we take ζ′ = ζ.

Now suppose that there is r ∈ R[2] with r =
(
n−1

2

)
in R/I. If r = 0, then(

n−1
2

)
∈ I, and the previous case applies. So suppose r = m/2. Define ζ′ =

ζ − κ̂2
r : P1 →M2. Then ζ′ still cobounds f2

∗ α̂
2
1, but

ζ′(ei) = (

(
n− 1

2

)
− r)vi,i+1 − (n− 1)wi + u.

Since
(
n−1

2

)
− r ∈ I, this is in M2

≡.

So in either case, we have defined ζ′ : P1 → M2
≡ with δζ′ = f2

∗ α̂
2
1. We want

to show that it is impossible to modify ζ′ to satisfy the last condition in Propo-
sition 3.17; this amounts to showing that f2

∗ α̂
2
1 maps to a nontrivial class in a

submodule of M2
≡.

Define a function σ : M2
≡ → Z/2Z as follows: for v =

∑
ij cijvij in M

2
≡, pick any

three distinct i, j, k from {1, 2, . . . , n}, and define σ(v) = cij + cik + cjk. We claim
that σ is a well defined ZSn-module homomorphism. (Really σ maps to R/2R, but
since m is even, this is Z/2Z.) To see that it is well defined, let i, j, k, l be distinct
indices. Since v ∈ M2

≡, we have cij + ckl ≡ cil + ckj (mod n− 2). Since n is even,
these are also congruent modulo 2. So cij + cjk ≡ cil + ckl (mod 2), and therefore
cij + cjk + cik = cil + ckl + cik in Z/2Z. In particular, σ(v) is the same whether
we compute it using i, j, k or i, l, k. Repeated substitutions show us that all triples
give the same value. So σ is well defined, and we might as well have defined it as
σ(v) = c12 + c13 + c23. This makes it clear that it is a homomorphism of abelian
groups. Since it is the same using any triple, this implies that it is Sn-equivariant.

Further, we know that σ is surjective since σ(u) = 1. So we have a short exact
sequence

0 → ker(σ) →M2
≡ → Z/2Z → 0.

By Proposition 3.17, f2(M2) ⊆ ker(σ). So f2
∗ [α̂

2
1] ∈ H2(ker(σ)) is the image of

[σ∗ζ
′] ∈ H1(Z/2Z) under the connecting homomorphism. In evaluating σ(ζ′(ei)),
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we can always choose j and k distinct from i and i + 1, and evaluate σ using the
coefficients on vij , vik, and vjk. From the formula for ζ′, these are always 2 − n,
2 − n, and 1, which tells us that σ(ζ′(ei)) = 1 for all i. So σ∗ζ

′ = κ0
1, which is

nontrivial.
We need to show that [κ0

1] is not in the image of σ∗ : H
1(M2

≡) → H1(Z/2Z).
Suppose that γ : P 1 → M2

≡ is a cocycle. Then γ is also a cocycle P 1 → M2, and
by Proposition 4.9, it is γ = κ1

r + κ̂1
s + δv, for some r, s ∈ R[2] and v ∈M2. Then

γ(ei) = ru + svi,i+1 + (si − 1)v.

Notice that (si − 1)v contributes nothing to σ(γ(ei)), since σ is equivariant and
Z/2Z has the trivial action. If we compute σ using i and i + 1, then we get
σ(γ(ei)) = 3r + s, but if we compute σ using i, j, and k with j, k /∈ {i, i + 1},
then we get σ(γ(ei)) = 3r. Since σ is well defined, we deduce that s maps to 0 in
Z/2Z. So for σ∗[γ] to equal [κ0

1], we must have r ∈ R[2] with 3r = 1 in Z/2Z. The
only nontrivial element of R[2] is m/2, but our hypothesis that m is divisible by 4
implies that m/2 is even, and therefore that 3m/2 is 0 in Z/2Z. So [κ0

1] is not in the
image of σ∗, and therefore [f2

∗pα̂
2
1] ∈ H2(ker(σ)) is the image of a nontrivial class

that is not in the kernel of the connecting homomorphism. So f2
∗ [α̂

2
1] is nontrivial

in both H2(ker(σ)) and in H2(f2(M2)). �

Lemma 5.17. Suppose n is even, m ≡ 2 (mod 4), R = Z/mZ, and
(
n−1

2

)
or(

n−1
2

)
−m/2 is divisible by gcd(m,

(
n−1

2

)
). Then for i = 2, extension (11) does not

split.

Proof. With notation as in the previous lemma, let K≡ = K12 ∩ ker(σ). We have
an exact sequence

0 → K≡ → ker(σ) → (n− 1)R→ 0.

The second map is the restriction of vij 7→ 1. The image of this map is correct since
(n − 1)w1 and 2u are both in ker(σ), and (n − 1)w1 7→ (n − 1)2, and 2u 7→ 2

(
n
2

)
,

and the greatest common divisor of these is n− 1. We know f2(M2) ⊆ K≡, so we
aim to show that f2

∗ [α̂
2
1] is nontrivial in H

2(K≡).
First we show that f2

∗ [α̂
2
1] is the image of a nontrivial class in H1((n− 1)R). We

break into cases. If n ≡ 0 (mod 4), then
(
n
2

)
is even and

(
n−1

2

)
is odd. We know

that
(
n−1

2

)
= 0 ∈ R/I if and only if it is a multiple of gcd(m, 2

(
n−1

2

)
), but this is

impossible, since it is odd. So we are in the case that
(
n−1

2

)
−m/2 is in I. Set ζ′

equal to ζ + κ̂2
m/2 + κ2

m/2. Then ∂ζ
′ = f2

∗ α̂
2
1, and ζ

′ maps to ker(σ). But since
(
n
2

)

is even, [ζ′] maps to [κ0
m/2] in H

1((n− 1)R).

Next suppose n ≡ 2 (mod 4). Then
(
n
2

)
is odd and

(
n−1

2

)
is even. Then

(
n−1

2

)
−

m/2 is odd, so we must have
(
n−1

2

)
∈ I. Set ζ′ equal to ζ+κ2

m/2. Then ∂ζ
′ = f2

∗ α̂
2
1,

and ζ′ maps to ker(σ). But since
(
n
2

)
is odd, [ζ′] maps to [κ0

m/2] in H
1((n− 1)R).

To finish the argument, we argue like in the last lemma. If γ : P1 → ker(σ) is a
cocycle, then it is also a cocycle for M2, and is κ2

r + κ̂2
s + δv, with r, s ∈ R[2] and

v ∈M2. However, since γ maps to M2
≡, we must have s = 0, since the other option

is s = m/2, and the polytabloid v12 + v34 − v14 − v23 would have a nontrivial inner
product with γ(e1), modulo n− 2. But for γ to map to ker(σ), we must also have
r = 0, since otherwise σ(γ(e1)) = 3r = r 6= 0. So γ is a coboundary, and [γ] maps
to 0 under H1(ker(σ)) 7→ H1((n− 1)R).
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This shows that f2
∗ [α̂

2
1] is nontrivial inH

2(K≡) and therefore also inH2(f2(M2)),
so that the extension does not split. �

Lemma 5.18. For any distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, extension (12) splits if and only if
R = Z/mZ and m is odd.

Proof. Again we start by assuming that R = Z or R = Z/mZ with m even, since
otherwise the extension splits by Proposition 5.6. Without loss of generality, assume
that i 6= 1. By the other parts of Theorem 5.5, we have that f i∗[α̂

2
1] is nontrivial in

H2(f i(M2
R)). But we have the first coordinate projection (f i⊕f j)(M2

R) → f i(M2
R),

and f i : M2
R → f i(M2

R) factors through this. So if (f i ⊕ f j)∗[α̂
2
1] is trivial, then so

is f i∗[α̂
2
1], a contradiction. So extension (12) does not split. �

6. Further questions

In this section, we assume n ≥ 4. First of all, are there other ways of getting at
the Specht subgroups?

Question 6.1. Are there natural ways to define the Specht subgroups in terms of
topology of surfaces, or in terms of elementary considerations about the group theory
of Bn? Are there connections between the Specht subgroups and matrix representa-
tions of braid groups?

Further, we know very little about the basic properties of the Specht subgroups.

Question 6.2. Which of N1, N2, N01, and N02 are finitely generated? Are any of
the Specht subgroups finitely presentable?

We know from Proposition 3.10 that N12 is finitely generated, and we know from
Proposition 3.11 that N0 is not finitely generated, but this is all we know.

Question 6.3. What are the abelianizations of the Specht subgroups?

Again, we know from Proposition 3.11 that N0 has an infinite-rank abelianiza-
tion, but the picture is less clear for the other Specht subgroups. Of course, there
are many other group-theoretic questions we can ask, but we think these questions
are a good place to start.

One question, which gives context for the structure of extensions of the form (1),
is the following.

Question 6.4. What is the structure of H2(Sn;PBn/N), where N is a Specht
subgroup?

We have partial progress on this question, but for brevity we have left it out of
this paper. There are also things to explore about the cohomology of Sn in other
subquotients of PBn, and there is much to explore in the total range of subgroups
N ⊳Bn with PB′

n ≤ N ≤ PBn.
We end with a general question that we have barely started to consider.

Question 6.5. What can we say about the set of extensions

1 → PBn/N → Bn/N → Sn → 1,

where N ⊳Bn with N ≤ PBn, but with PB
′
n not assumed to be contained in N , so

that PBn/N is not necessarily abelian?
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