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Classification of complex projective towers up to dimension 8 and
cohomological rigidity

Shintar6 KUROKI and DongYoup SUH

ABSTRACT. A complex projective tower or simply a CP-tower is an iterated complex projective
fibrations starting from a point. In this paper we classify all 6-dimensional CP-towers up to
diffeomorphism, and as a consequence, we show that all such manifolds are cohomologically rigid,
i.e., they are completely determined up to diffeomorphism by their cohomology rings. We also
show that cohomological rigidity is not valid for 8-dimensional CP-towers by classifying some
CP'-fibrations over CP? up to diffeomorphism. As a corollary we show that such CP-towers
are diffeomorphic if they are homotopy equivalent.
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1. Introduction

A complex projective tower (or simply a CP-tower) of height m is a sequence of complex
projective fibrations

Tm Tm—1 T2 T

(1.1) Cm Cm-1 Ch

Cy = {a point}

where C; = P(§_1) is the projectivization of a complex vector bundle &_; over C;_1. It is also
called an m-stage CP-tower. We call each C; the ith stage of the tower. Hence a CP-tower is an
iterated complex projective bundles starting from a point.

The CP-towers contain many interesting classes of manifolds. For example, if each complex
vector bundle &; is a Whitney sum of complex line bundles, such CP-tower is a generalized Bott
tower, introduced in [CMS10]. If each &; is a sum of two complex line bundles, then it is a Bott
tower, introduced in [BoSal (also see [GrKal). In particular, Hirzebruch surfaces are nothing
but 2-stage Bott towers. Moreover, flag manifolds of type A, i.e., U(n + 1)/T"! = F¢(C™H),
and type C, i.e., Sp(n)/T™ have n-stage CP-tower structures, see Example and 241 and the
Milnor surface H;; C CP" x CP7 has a structure of 2-stage CP-tower, see Example
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It is well known that there are only two diffeomorphism types of Hirzebruch surfaces, namely,
CP! x CP! and CP?#CP?, and their cohomology rings are not isomorphic. Hence, Hirzebruch
surfaces are classified up to diffeomorphism by their cohomology rings. One might ask whether
the same is true for Bott towers or generalized Bott towers. Namely, the cohomological rigidity
question for (generalized) Bott towers asks whether the diffeomorphism classes of (generalized)
Bott towers are determined by their cohomology rings. There are some partial affirmative answers

to the question in [CMS10, [CPS|, [MaPa), and we refer the reader to [CMS11] for the summary

of the most recent developments about the question. In particular, the class of m-stage Bott
towers for m < 4 ([Ch|] and [CMS10]) and the class of 2-stage generalized Bott towers [CMS10]
are cohomologically rigid, i.e., their diffeomorphism types are determined by their cohomology
rings.

Since the (generalized) Bott tower is a special kind of CP-towers, one might ask the coho-
mological rigidity question for CP-towers. On the other hand, if one note that the cohomology
ring of a projective bundle P(€) is determined by the cohomology ring of the base space of P (&)
and the Chern classes of the complex bundle ¢ (see ([21])), then the expectation for the affirmative
answer to the question can not be high, because complex vector bundles are not classified by their
Chern classes in general. Therefore, it might be interesting to determine whether cohomological
rigidity indeed fails to hold for CP-towers, and if so, exactly in what dimension, does it fail? In
this paper, we answer these questions by complete classification of CP-towers up to dimension 6,
and some special 2-stage CP-towers of dimension 8.

We now describe our classification results. Note that the only 2-dimensional CP-tower is CP?.
Any 4-dimensional CP-tower is either CP? or a 2-stage CP-tower which is in fact nothing but a
Hirzebruch surface. So they are either Hy := CP! x CP! or H; := CP?#CP2. For 6-dimensional
CP-towers, we have to consider one-stage CP-tower which is CP?, two-stage CP-towers, and
three-stage CP-towers separately. For 2-stage 6-dimensional CP-towers, there are two cases; the
cases when the first stages are C; = CP! and C; = CP2. When C; = CP!, then C; = P(&)
where ¢ is a sum of three line bundles. Therefore, Co must be a 2-stage generalized Bott tower,
which is completely determined in [CIMS10]. In fact, there are only three diffeomorphism types
P(vYF@e®e) — CP! for k=0, 1, 2, where v, is the tautological line bundle over CP!.

For 2-stage 6-dimensional CP-towers with C; = CP?, the second stage Co = P(£), where
¢ is a rank 2-complex vector bundle over CP?, which is determined by its Chern classes ¢; €
H?(CP?) ~ Z and c; € H*(CP?) ~ Z. Tt is proved that the diffeomorphism types of such
CP-towers are P(no,a)) — CP? and P(n1,4)) — CP? for a € H*(CP?) ~ Z, where 15 4) is a
C-vector bundle over CP? whose Chern classes are (ci,c2) = (s, ).

For 3-stage CP-towers C3 — Cy — C1, there are two cases, i.e., when Cy = Hy = CP! x CP!
and Cy = Hy = CP2#CP2. Then Cs = P(¢) where ¢ is a complex 2-dimensional vector bundle
over Cy. Again, it is proved in Lemma [£1] that £ is classified by its Chern classes ¢; and co. Let
Nis,ra) (168D. E(s,r.a)) be the complex 2-dimensional bundle over CP' x CP' (resp. CP?#CP?)
whose first Chern class ¢1(1)(s,r,0)) = (s5,7) € H*(CP' x CP') ~ Z & Z (resp. c1(§(s,ra)) =
(s,r) € H*(CP?#CP?)) and the second Chern class c2(7)s,r,a)) = @ € H*(CP' x CP') ~ Z (resp.
c2({(s,ra)) = @ € H*(CP?#CP?)). Then, it is proved that all diffeomorphism types of 3-stage
CP-towers are P(((s,r.)) — Ho and P({(s r.)) — H1 for a € Z and (s,7) = (0,0), (1,0) or (1,1).

We thus have the following classification result of 6-dimensional CP-towers.

THEOREM 1.1. Any 6-dimensional CP-tower is diffeomorphic to one of the following distinct
manifolds:

p3.

7f€96696)—>CP1 for k=0,1,2;
No,0)) = CP? for a € Z\ {0};
na )—>CP2f0ra€Z
C(OOa)%HOfOTOéEZzo;
C(1,0,0)) = Ho for o € Z>o;
C1,1,a)) = Ho for a € N;
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o P({0,0,0)) = Hi for a €N;
d P(g(l,o,a)) — M fO’I’ a € ZZO;
e P({u1,0)) = Hy for a €Z,

where Hy := CP! x CP', Hy := CP?*#CP2, and the symbols N, Z>o and 7 represent natural
numbers, non-negative integers and integers, respectively.

Since the cohomology rings of the manifolds in Theorem [[L1] are not mutually isomorphic, we
have the following corollary on cohomological rigidity of CP-towers.

COROLLARY 1.2. Let M7 and Ms> be two CP-towers of dimension less than or equal to 6.
Then, M; and M are diffeomorphic if and only if their cohomology rings H*(M;) and H* (M)
are isomorphic.

This corollary is a generalization of the cohomological rigidity theorem for Bott manifolds up
to dimension less than or equal to 6 proved in [CMS10]. Note that cohomology ring does not
determine the tower structure of CP-tower. For example, the trivial CP?-bundle over CP!, i.e.,
P(7{ ®e®e) and the trivial CP'-bundle over CP?, i.e., P(1(,0)) are diffeomorphic to CP? x CP?.
However, they are not equivalent as a fibre bundle. Namely, their tower structures are different.

For Bott manifolds of dimension 8 cohomological rigidity theorem is also proved to be true by
Choi in [Ch]. However, it is not the case for CP-towers. Namely, we classify some special class
of 8-dimensional 2 stage CP-towers Co — C; when C; = CP3. In this case Oy = P(£) where ¢ is
a complex 2-dimensional vector bundle over CP?. By the result of Atiyah and Rees [AtRe], any
complex 2-dimensional vector bundle ¢ over CP? is determined by its first and the second Chern
classes ¢; and ¢z and an invariant o € Zy which is 0 when ¢; is odd. Let 7(q,¢,,c,) be the complex
2-dimensional vector bundle with the given invariants o, ¢; and c2. Then we have the following
classification theorem of P(1q4.c, c,))-

THEOREM 1.3. Let M = P(1(q,c,,c,)) be the projectivization of a 2-dimensional complex vector
bundle 1a,c,,cp) OVEr CP3. Then the following holds:
e ifc; =1 (mod 2), then M is diffeomorphic to
= N(t) = P(no,1,))
where t = cg — c§4—1 €7Z;
e ifc; =0 (mod 2) and "(q;rl) € Z where u = ¢y — % € Z, then M is diffeomorphic to
one of the following distinct manifolds:

— Mo(u) = P(1(0,0,u));
— Mi(u) = P(1(1,0,u))-

By the Borel-Hirzebruch formula (Z1]), we have H*(My(u)) ~ H*(M;i(u)), while My(u) is not
diffeomorphic to M (u) if % € Z. For example, if u = 0 then there are just the following two
cases: the trivial bundle M(0) ~ CP! x CP3, and the non-trivial bundle M;(0). This proves that
8-dimensional CP-towers are not cohomologically rigid.

On the other hand, we prove that mg(Mo(u)) % 7e(Mi(u)) if % € Z in Proposition 0.8
Therefore, we have the following rigidity result.

COROLLARY 1.4. Let C; be the set of P(1a,c,,c,)) With ¢; =1 (mod 2), and C; be the set of
P(N(a,e1,e0)) With 1 =0 (mod 2) and % € Z where u = co — %. Then the following holds:
e (; satisfies cohomological rigidity, i.e., My, My € C; are diffeomorphic if and only if their
cohomology rings are isomorphic;

e (o satisfies homotopical rigidity, i.e., My, Ms € Cy are diffeomorphic if and only if they
are homotopic.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section Bl we prepare some basics and some
examples. In Section [Bl we classify 6-dimensional CP-towers with height 2 up to diffeomorphism.
In Section M we classify 6-dimensional CP-towers with height 3. Theorem [[L] is proved as a
consequence of the classification. In Section [Bl, we classify the projectivizations of 2-dimensional
complex vector bundles over CP?, and Theorem is proved.
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2. Some preliminaries

In this section, we prepare some basic facts which will be used in later sections. Let £ be
an n-dimensional complex vector bundle over a topological space X, and let P({) denote its
projectivization. Then the Borel-Hirzebruch formula in [BoHi| says

(2.1) H*(P(£):Z) ~ H*(X; Z)[x]/ (z"+! +Z AR

where 7*¢ is the pull-back of £ along 7 : P(§) — X and ci(w*f) is the ith Chern class of 7*£. Here
x can be viewed as the first Chern class of the canonical line bundle over P(§), i.e., the complex
I-dimensional sub-bundle ¢ in 7% — P(&) such that the restriction e[, -1(,) is the canonical line
bundle over 7 !(a) = CP"~! for all a € X. Therefore degz = 2. Since it is well-known that the
induced homomorphism 7* : H*(X;Z) — H*(P(£);Z) is injective, we often confuse ¢;(7*§) with

ci(§).
We apply the formula (21)) to an m-stage CP-tower

Tm Tm—1 T2

Cm—l

st

Cm o Cy = {a point}

with C; = P(&_1), to get the following isomorphisms.

H*(Om;Z) ~ H*(Cmfl;Z)[ nerl +Z Cz fm 1 nm+1 z>
~ H*(Cm72;Z)[Imfl7$m nk+1 + Z Cl é.k nk+l i | k = — 1, m>
(2.2) ~ Zxi,...,Tm ""+1+Z Y&z T k=1, ,m).

In order to prove the main theorem, we often use the following lemmas.

LEMMA 2.1. Let v be any line bundle over M, and let P(§) be the projectivization of a complex
vector bundle & over M. Then, P() is diffeomorphic to P(§ ® 7).

PROOF. By the definition of the projectivization of a complex vector bundle, the statement
follows immediately. O

LEMMA 2.2. Let v be a complex line bundle, and let & be a 2-dimensional complex vector
bundle over a manifold M. Then the Chern classes of the tensor product £ ® v are as follows.

c1(§®7) = c1(§) +2e1(7);
(6 ®7) = c1(7)? +er(y)er(€) + e2(€)-
PROOF. Let us consider the following pull-back diagram:

TRy —=E®y

L

PE®@y) —=M

Let ¢ : P(§ ® v) — P(§) be the diffeomorphism from Lemma 2.1] and let m¢ : P(§) — M be the
projection of the fibration. Then we can see easily that 7T = m¢ o . Taking the canonical line
bundle ¢ in 77¢, we may regard m{§ = ve ® *yg , where *yg is the normal (line) bundle of ¢ in
7TE§ By using the decomposition m = 7¢ o ¢, we have the following equation:

(€ ®7) = (@ e @ ()ele*vE @7 (y))

= (+¢ () + ()1 +e'aly) + ().
4



Because m*¢1(€) = p*c1(ye) + ¢*ar (%L) and 7 c2(§) = ¢ e1(ve) e (fyé), we have

Tra(®y) = 7§ + 2 e (v);

TeaE®y) = Tl +mia(@raly) +ma(y)”.
As is well-known, 7* : H*(M) — H*(P({ ® )) is injective. Hence we have the formula in the
lemma. g

We now give two examples of CP-towers.

EXAMPLE 2.3. The flag manifold FI(C"*') = {{0} C V; C --- C V,, C C""1} called type A,
is well-known to be diffeomorphic to the homogeneous space U(n + 1)/T" (=2 SU(n + 1)/T").
We will show that the flag manifold U(n +1)/T""! is a CP-tower with height n. Recall that if M
is a smooth manifold with free K action and H is a subgroup of K, then we have a diffeomorphism
M/H = M x i (K/H). Also recall that CP" = U(n+1)/(T* x U(n)). By using these facts, it is
easy to check that there is the following CP-tower structure of height n in U(n + 1)/7™*:

U(n+1) X1 xu(m)) (UM) X 11 xvm-1)) (Un—1) X(m1xvm-2) - (U(3) X(r1xv2)y CP')---)

1
U(n + 1) X(T1xU(n)) (U(n) X(T1xU(n—1)) (CP"_2)
1
U(n + 1) X(T1xU(n)) cpr!
!

cpm,
where the U(k) action on CP*~! in each stage is induced from the usual U(k) action on CF.

EXAMPLE 2.4. The flag manifold of type C is defined by the homogeneous space Sp(n)/T". We
claim that Sp(n)/T™ is a CP-tower with height n. It is well known that Sp(n)/(T" x Sp(n—1)) =
Sin—=1/71 = CP~1 because Sp(n)/Sp(n — 1) = S4~L. By using this fact and the method
similar to that demonstrated in Example 23] it is easy to check that there is the following CP-
tower structure of height n in Sp(n)/T™:

Sp(n) X (11 xspn—-1)) (SP(n = 1) X(71x 5pn—2)) - - (SP(2) X (11 x85p(1)) CP')--+)
1

1
Sp(n) X(T1x Sp(n—1)) (Sp(n - 1) X(T1x Sp(n—2)) CP2n75)
1
Sp(n) X (11 x sp(n-1y) CP?"7?

I
(CPanl,

where the Sp(k)-action on CP?*~! in each stage is induced from the Sp(k)-action on C2*(~ H¥)
induced by the following representation to U(2k):

. A -B
Here A, B € M(k;C) satisfy AA+ BB = I, and BA— AB = O.

REMARK 2.5. By computing the generators of flag manifolds of other types (B,, (n
(n>4), Ga, Fy, Es, E7, Es), they do not admit the structure of CP-towers, see [Bo] (
for classical types).

3), Dy,
[ETM]

>
or



EXAMPLE 2.6. The Milnor hypersurface H; ; C CP* x CPJ, 1 < i < j is defined by the
following equation (see [BuPal, Example 5.39]):

3
H@j :{[ZO : Zl] X [’wo : '-'ij] E(Cpi X(ij | ququo}.
q=0
We can show easily that the natural projection onto the first coordinate of H; ; gives the structure
of a CP/~1-bundle over CP?. Moreover, by the proof in [BuPal Theorem 5.39], this bundle may
be regarded as the projectivization of v C /%!, where /1 is the trivial C/+!-bundle over CP’
and y* is the normal bundle of the canonical line bundle v over CP? in e¢/*!. Therefore, the
Milnor hypersurface admits the structure of a CP-tower with height 2.

REMARK 2.7. As is well-known, both of the flag manifold U(n + 1)/T"*! (and Sp(n)/T™)
with n > 2 and the Milnor hypersurface H;; with ¢ > 2 do not admit the structure of a toric
manifold (see e.g. [BuPal). On the other hand, U(2)/T? = Sp(1)/T* = CP! and H;; — CP!

are toric manifolds.

3. 6-dimensional CP-towers of height 2

Let M be a 6-dimensional CP-tower. Then, the height of M is at most 3. If its height is one,
then M is diffeomorphic to CP3. Therefore, it is enough to analyze the case when the height is 2
and 3. In this section, we focus on the classification of 6-dimensional CP-towers of height 2.

To state the main theorem of this section, we first set up some notation. Let MS$ be the set of
all 6-dimensional C P-towers of height 2, up to diffeomorphisms. Let 7; denote the tautological line
bundle over CP?, and let  denote the generator —ci(y2) € H?(CP?). Let 1)(s,4) as the complex
2-dimensional vector bundle over CP? whose total Chern class is 1 4+ sz + ax? for s, o € Z, let
P(7(s,)) be its projectivization. We now state the main theorem of this section.

THEOREM 3.1. The set M$ consists of the following distinct CP-towers.
P(y1 @ e®e) — CPY;
P(v®e®e) — CPY, where vi =1 @ i;
P(no,a)) — CP? for acZ;
P(na.p) — CP? for B€LZ.

PRrOOF. Take M € MS. Then the first stage C; of M is either CP! or CP?. We treat these
two cases separately below.

CASE I: C; = CP!. Note that any complex vector bundles over CP! decomposes into a
Whitney sum of line bundles. Therefore a CP-tower M € M$ with C; = CP! is a 2-stage
generalized Bott tower, and such Bott towers are completely classified in [CMS10]. (See also
[CPS].) Due to the cited result, we have the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let M € MS$ be a generalized Bot manifold with C; = CP'. Then M is
diffeomorphic to one of the following three distinct manifolds:

P(y) @ e®¢) = CP' x CP?, where 7) =¢;
P(n1 ®eDe);
Pyi®ede).

CASE II: ¢, = CP2. Because dimM = 6 and C; = CP?, the bundle E; — () is a
complex 2-dimensional vector bundle. Such vector bundles are determined by their Chern classes
c1 and ¢y (see [Shl [Sw]). Hence, by Lemmas 2T and 22 we may denote E1 by 7, ) such that
c1(n(s,a)) = sz for s = 0,1 and c2(n(s,a)) = ax? € H*(CP?) for a € Z. In Case II, we have the
following classification result.

PROPOSITION 3.3. The following are equivalent for s1, s2 € {0, 1} and oy, ay € Z.

(1) (s1,00) = (s2,02).



(2) Two manifolds P(ns, a,)) and P(n s, a,)) are diffeomorphic.
(3) Two cohomology rings H*(P(1(s,,a,))) and H*(P(1(s,,a,))) isomorphic.

Theorem [B.1] follows from Proposition and O

It remains to prove Proposition B.3]

PRrROOF OF ProPOSITION B3 (1) = (2) and (2) = (3) are obvious. We now prove (3) = (1).
We prove this by proving the three claims: (1) H*(P(n,a))) % H*(P(n@,s))) for every a, € Z,
(2) if H*(P(1(0,a1))) = H*(P(1(0,a2))) then an = ag, and (3) if H*(P(n(1,5,))) ~ H*(P(101,6,)))
then [31 = BQ.

Claim 1: H*(P(1(0,q))) £ H*(P(n(1,5))) for every a, § € Z. By using the Borel-Hirzebruch
formula (2.1]), we have the following isomorphisms:

H*(P(n0,0)) =~ ZIX,Y]/(X?Y?+aX?);
H*(P(n,5) = Zle,y/(a®,y* +zy + Ba?),

where deg X = degY = degx = degy = 2. We write the Z-module structures of H*(P(1,q)))
and H*(P(1(1,3))) by indicating their generators as follows:

ZOLZX LY 9ZX?9ZXY & ZX?Y;
7@ Zx ® Ly ® Za? ® Zay ® Za’y.

If there exits a graded ring isomorphism f : H*(P(1(0,a))) = H*(P(1(1,5))), then we may put
f(X) =azx +by and f(Y) = cx + dy for some a, b, c¢,d € Z such that

(3.1) ad — be = +1.
Because f preserves the ring structure, we have
F(X?) = (az+by)?
= (3a%b— 3ab® +b° — pb*)z*y = 0;
fY2+aX?) = (cx+dy)*+ alar +by)?

= (& +aa® — Bd* — afb*)2® + (2¢d + 2aab — d* — ab?®)zy = 0.

This implies the following equations:

(3.2) b(3a* — 3ab + b* — Bb*) = 0;
(3.3) & + aa® — Bd* — afb? = 0;
(3.4) 2cd 4+ 2cab — d* — ab® = 0.

If b = 0, then 2¢ = d = +1 by [B)) and [B4). But this contradicts to the fact that ¢ is an integer
(i.e., c € Z). Hence b # 0, and by B2) we have 3a® — 3ab + b? — Bb> = 0. We also have the
following commutative diagram of free Z-modules.

ZX o 7Y — % 7X2 o ZXY ,

I I
f(X)

Zx ® Ly ——— Za? © Zxy

where the horizontal maps are induced from the multiplication by X and f(X), respectively. Let
us represent the linear map -f(X) = -(azx + by) : Zz & Zy — Zx?* & Zzy by the matrix

a —pBb
A:<b a—b)

with respect to the generators. Note that -X : ZX @& ZY — ZX? @ ZXY is an isomorphism.
Therefore - f(X) is also an isomorphism, and hence
(3.5) det A = a* — ab + pb* = £1.

Because b # 0, it follows from [B2) and B3]) that we have b = +1, § =1 and a = 0 or
b. If a = b, then ¢ = d or ¢ = —d by [B3). However, it is easy to check that both of these
7



cases give contradictions to (3] and ¢,d € Z. Hence, a = 0. In this case, « = ¢ — d? by ([B.3)
and o = 2cd — d? by B4). Therefore we have ¢ = 0 or 2d. However, both of these cases give
contradictions to B) and ¢,d € Z. This establishes that there is no ring isomorphism between

H*(P(10,0))) and H*(P(n1,5)))-
Claim 2: If H*(P(10,a,))) ~ H*(P(10,as)))s then a1 = ap. By I, we have the
isomorphisms

H*(P(n(oval))) = Z[X7 Y]/<X3=Y2 +a1X2>7 and
H* (P(N0,00))) = Zlx,yl/(a®,y* + aza®).

Assume that there exists an isomorphism f : H*(P(10,a,))) = H*(P(1(0,a,))) for some oy, as €
Z,and let f(X) = ax+by and f(Y) = cx+dy, so that ad—bc = £1. Because f(X?) = (az+by)> =
0, we have that

b(3a® — ban) = 0.
Suppose b # 0. Then 3a® — b>ay = 0. Because the map
[ H(P(o.a0))) = ZX2Y — Zay = HS(P(no a))),
is an isomorphism, we have
(3.6) F(X?Y) = (ax + by)?*(cx + dy) = +2°y.
Using ([3.8) and the ring structures, we have that
a’d + 2abc — b*das = +1.

Because 3a? — b’ap = 0, we have —2a?d + 2abc = —2a(ad — bc) = +1. However, this gives a
contradiction to a € Z, because ad — bc = +1. Hence, b = 0 and ad = £1; in particular, we have
a, d ==*1. Then, we have the following equations:

fY?4+a1X?) = (cx+dy)? + ai(ax +by)?
(* — g + ay)x? + 2cdry =0
Therefore, we have that ¢ = 0 and a1 = . This proves the claim.

Claim 3: If H*(P(nu,p,))) ~ H*(P(n(1,8,))), then 1 = . By 21, we have the isomor-
phisms

H*(P(napy)) =~ ZIXY]/(X?Y? + XY + f1X?), and
H*(P(n(l,ﬁb))) Z[$,y]/<$3,y2 + Ty + ﬁ2$2>.

Assume that there exists an isomorphism f : H*(P(1(1,,))) = H*(P(1(1,3,))) for some 31, f2 € Z,
and let f(X) = ax + by and f(Y) = cx + dy, so that ad — bc = +1. Because of the relations
F(X3) = (az+by)? = 0and f(Y24+ XY +51X?) = (cx+dy)*+ (az+by)(cz+dy) + 1 (ax+by)? = 0,
we have that

12

(3.7) b(3a® — 3ab+ b? — b2Bs) = 0;
(3.8) 2 — d%Bs + ac — bdBs + a?B1 — b2 BB = 0;
(3.9) 2¢d — d? + ad + be — bd + 2Bvab — B1b% — 0.

We first assume b = 0. From the equation ad — bc = +1, we have a, d = +1. Now plug b =0
and d = £1 into [B3) to get the equation

2c+a=d= =+1.

Together with a = +1, this equation implies that either c=0and a =d, or c# 0 and ¢ = —a = d.
Now plug these into ([B.8)) to obtain 8; = (s in either cases, which proves the claim when b = 0.

We now assume b # 0. Then from ([B.7), we have 3a? — 3ab + b — b?32 = 0. By using the
same argument as the one used to get (B.5]), we have

(3.10) a® — ab + Bob? = ¢,
8



where € = 1. Substitute (3.I0) into the equation 3a? — 3ab+ b> — b23 = 0. Then, we obtain the
equation
b2 (432 — 1) = 3e.

Therefore, b = 1 and B2 = € = 1. Hence, together with (B.I0), we have that a =0 or a = b.

If a = 0, then ¢ = £1 by the equation ad — bc = £1. Substitute these equations into (3.8)) and
3). Then, we have the equations

B =1—d?*—bd=2cd— d?*+ bc — bd.

Therefore, we have that (2d+b)c = 1. Moreover, because ¢ = +1 and b = 1, we have (b, d) = (¢, 0)
or (—c¢,c). Hence, 81 =1 = f35.

If a = b= 41, then d — ¢ = £1 by the equation ad — bc = +1. Put a = b = £1 in [B9) to
obtain the equation
(3.11) B1 = d* — 2cd — be.
Moreover, by substituting a = b = 1 and 53 = 1 into (B.8]), we have

(c—d)(a+c+d)=0.

This together with d — ¢ = £1 implies that ¢ +d = —a = £1. It follows that either d = 0 and
¢c=—a=—b,ord=—a=—band c=0. By BII), we have 81 = 1 = . This proves the claim,
and hence the proof of the proposition is complete. O

We can show easily that P(1(s,q)) is diffeomorphic to CP' x CP? if and only if (s, a) = (0,0)
by comparing their cohomology rings. Therefore, by Propositions and B3] we have Theorem
B Moreover, by Theorem [3I] we have the following corollary.

COROLLARY 3.4. Let M%, be the class of all 6-dimensional CP-towers of height at most 2,
up to diffeomorphism. Then two CP-towers M and M’ in M®E, are diffeomorphic if and only if
their cohomology rings H*(M) and H*(M') are isomorphic. In other words, the class M, is
cohomologically rigid.

4. 3-stage 6-dimensional CP-towers

In this section, we focus on 6-dimensional CP-towers of height 3. The 3-stage 6-dimensional

CP-towers are of the form
P 2 g, P cpr

Here, £ is a complex 2-dimensional vector bundle over Hy, and Hy is the Hirzebruch surface
P(v¥ @ €) where € is the trivial complex line bundle and ¥ is the k-th tensor power of the
tautological line bundle v, over CP'. As is well known, H}, is diffeomorphic to Hy if k is even,

and to H; if k is odd (see [Hi, MaSul]).

LEMMA 4.1. Let Vect®(Hy) be the set of complex 2-dimensional vector bundles over Hy, up to
isomorphisms. Then the correspondence

VectZ(Hy) - H?(Hy) @ H*(Hy)
v W

3 — alf) ®e(f)
is bijective.

PROOF. Since dimg Hy = 4, any two bundles n; and 1y € Vect%(Hk) are isomorphic if and
only if they are stably isomorphic, i.e., 1 ® €’ = 1y @ €’ for some trivial complex ¢-dimensional
bundle ¢, see [Hul, 1.5 Theorem in Chapter 9]. Therefore 77; and 1, represent the same element in
K(Hy}), the stable K-ring of Hy, if and only if 7, = 1. Therefore the map VectZ (Hy) — K (Hy)
defined by & — [] is bijective. Hence, it is enough to prove that the induced map

¢ : K(Hy) — H*(Hy) © H*(Hy),  [& = (c1(€), 2(6))

is bijective.



Let s : CP! — Hj, = P(7} @e') be the section defined by s([p]) = [p, [0 : 1]], and let i : CP* —
Hj, be an inclusion to a fiber in the fibration Hy — CP!. Then s(CP')Ui(CP') = CP! v CP!,
and we have the following inclusion and collapsing sequence

CP!'vCP' — Hj, — Hy/(CP' v CP").

Since Hj admits a CW-structure with one O-cell, two 2-cells, and one 4-cell (e.g. see [DadJal),
Hy./(CP' v CP') may be regarded as the collapsing of two 2-cells to the one 0-cell. Therefore,
the space Hy/(CP! v CP') is homeomorphic to S*. Hence, we have the following exact sequence
of reduced K groups (see [Hul, 2.1 Proposition in Chapter 10]):

K(S8%) — K(H},) — K(CP' v CP").
As is well known, we have the following isomorphisms
(4.1) K(8% ~ K(S?) ~ K(CP") ~ Z, and
(4.2) K(CP'VCP') ~ K(CPY)® K(CPY ~Z & Z = 72

These isomorphisms are induced by taking the Chern classes of vector bundles. Let ¢ = (¢}, ) :

K(Hy) — H?*(Hy) ® H*(Hy) ~ Z* @ Z, where ¢;([¢]) = c1(€) and ¢, ([¢]) = c2(&). Then ¢} :
K(H}) — H2(Hy) is surjective because for any a € H2(Hy) ~ Z2 can be realized as the first Chern
class ¢ (7y) of a complex line bundle y over Hj.. Indeed, for a given ayx+any € Zx®Zy = H*(Hy),
the line bundle v = 7*(77"") ® 737 has the first Chern class a1z + agy, where 7 : Hy — CP" is the
projection, g, is the canonical line bundle over Hy = P(yf @ ¢') induced from the vector bundle
7*(vF @ €'), and z, y are generators induced by ¢; (7*71), ¢1 (v, ) respectively. We also claim that
¢y : K(Hy) — H*(Hy) is surjective. By the fundamental results of fibre bundle, we can construct
all complex 2-dimensional vector bundles over Hy/(CP!VvCP!) = S% by using the continuous map
S* — BU(2) up to homotopy. Because m4(BU(2)) ~ Z, for a given 8 € H*(Hy/(CP* v CP'))
we can construct the complex 2-dimensional vector bundle 1’ such that ¢(n’) = 14 3. Now the
collapsing map p : Hy — Hy/(CP! v CP') induces the isomorphism H*(Hj/(CP' Vv CP')) ~
H*(H},) ~ Z; therefore, its pull-back 1 = p*n’ over Hy, satisfies c(n) = 1 + 8. This implies that c)
is surjective. Because y@&n is a complex 3-dimensional vector bundle and dimg Hj, = 4, the bundle
~v@n is in the stable range. Therefore, there is the complex 2-dimensional vector bundle £ such that
ED el = y@®n, where €! is the trivial line bundle over Hy, and c(€) = c(y@®n) = 1+ c1(y) + c2(n).

Therefore, the map ¢’ : K(Hy) — H?(Hy) ® H*(Hy) is surjective. Now consider the following
diagram.
K(8Y) — K(H,) — K(CP'vCPY)
1 1 1

0o — 7 — 7’07 — 7?2 — 0

Here the vertical maps from the left are the isomorphism in (1), the map ¢’ : K(Hy) — H?(Hy)®
H*(H},) and the isomorphism in (Z2]), and the horizontal sequences are exact. One can see easily
that the diagram is commutative. From the commutativity of the diagram and the surjectivity of
the map ¢, we can see that K (S%) — K(Hy) — K(CP'VCP") is a short exact sequence, and the
map ¢ is bijective. Consequently, there exists the bijective map Vect?(Hy) — H?(Hy,) @ H*(Hy)
defined by & — ¢1(§) ® c2(§). This establishes the lemma. O

By Lemma [£]] any complex 2-dimensional vector bundles over Hy and H; can be written by
N(s,ra) — Ho, and & r 5y — Hi
where
c1(N(sira)) = (s,7) € H*(Ho) 2 Z& L,  ca(Nisray) = a € H*(Ho) ~ Z;
1) = (s,7) € HH(H\) = LD L, c2(E(srp) = B € H'(H1) = L.

Moreover, by taking tensor product with an appropriate line bundle if necessary, we may assume
(s,7) € {0,1}2, see Lemma 22 Let MS$ be the set of all 6-dimensional CP-towers of height 3, up
to diffeomorphism. The main theorem of this section is the following.
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THEOREM 4.2. The set M$ consists of the following distinct manifolds:

"U

1(0,0,0)) for a € Zxo;
N(1,0,a)) for a € Zxo;

aelae)

)
N(1,1,0)) for a € N;
§0,0,8)) for B €N;

)

)

aclae)

for B € Z>o;
for B € Z.

§(1,0.8)
P(&0,1,8)

Moreover, we have the diffeomorphisms P(1(1,0,0)) = P(10,1,0)), P"0,0,1)) = P(§0,0,0)), and
P(&0,1,8) = P(1,1,-5))-

To prove Theorem 2] we first observe the following. For Hy = CP' x CP!, there is a self-
diffeomorphism on Hj defined by exchanging the first and second terms, i.e., (p,q) — (q,p) for
(p,q) € Hy = CP' x CP!. This diffeomorphism induces a bundle isomorphism between N(s,r,a)
and 7)(,,5,o). Therefore, we may assume (s,7) = (0,0), (1,0) or (1,1) in the case of 7, ;. a)-

We also need the following lemma.

(
(
(
(
(
(

LEMMA 4.3. If the cohomology ring H*(P(ns r.a))) is isomorphic to H*(P(&y v py)), then
(s,r,a) = (1,0,0) and (s',7', B) = (0,0,0). Furthermore, P(1(1,0,0)) is diffeomorphic to P(§(,0,0))-

PROOF. By the Borel Hirzebruch formula ([Z1I), we have the isomorphisms
H* (P(T] (s,r a))
H*(P(&(s,8))

where (s,7) = (0,0), (1,0) or (1,1) in 9, r.q), and (s’,7") = (0,0), (1,0), (0,1) or (1,1) in s 1 a)-
For each (s,r, ) and (s', 77, 8), we express the Z-module structures of the above cohomology rings
using their generators as follows:

~ Z[X,Y,Z))(X?% Y? Z?+sZX +rZY +aXY), and
~ Zlw,y,2)/(=%, y* +xy, 2+ 2w+ r'zy + Bay),

)
)

ZBLX DLY ®LZ BLXY QLY Z DLLX ®LXY Z;
7D lx Ly ® 2Lz D Ly D Lyz D Lzx & Lxyz.

Assume there exists an isomorphism f : H*(P(1(s,r.a))) — H*(P(s ,8))). Let f(X) =
az + by + ez, f(Y) = asx + bay + coz and f(Z) = azx + bsy + c3z, and let A denote the
corresponding 3 x 3 matrix of f. Because f is a graded ring isomorphism, it satisfies the following
relations:

F(X)? = (@12 + b1y + c12)? = (2a1b1 — b? — Bed)ay + (2a1¢1 — 8¢z + (2bycy — ' )yz = 0;
F(Y)? = (agx + bay + c22)? = (2a2by — b3 — Bca)xy + (2az¢0 — s'c3)xz + (2bacy — 1’ c3)yz = 0

in H*(P(§(s+7,5)))- Therefore, we have

2a;b; — b} — Be; = 0;
2a;c; — s'c? = 0;
2biCi — 7"/012 = O,

fori=1,2.

Assume ¢; = 0. Then, by using the first equation above and det Ay = %1, we have either
b1 =0and a; = €1, or by = 2a; = 2¢1, where g = £1. If co = 0, then it is easy to check that this
gives a contradiction to det Ay = £1. Hence, co # 0. By using the second and the third equations
above, we have s'ca = 2a2 and r’co = 2bs. Hence it can be seen easily from det A; = +1 that
only (s',7") = (0,0) is possible, and in this case (ag,bs,c2) = (0,0, €2) and 5 = 0, where e2 = £1.
Hence, we have that (s',7/, 8) = (0,0,0).
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If (a1,b1,¢1) = (€1,0,0), then b3 = €3 because det Ay = £1. Therefore, it follows from
N(Z2)? = =sf(X)[(Z) =rf(Y)[(Z) = af (X)[(Y) that

2az€3 — 1 = —s€q€3;
2a303 — —S8€1C3 — Teaa3 — (€€,
26303 = —Te€g€3.

Using the third equation above, we have r = ¢3 = 0. Therefore, by the second equation, we also
have o = 0. Moreover, from the first equation s = 1. Hence, (s,r, ) = (1,0,0).
If (a1,b01,c1) = (€1,2€1,0), then bs — 2a3 = €3 because det Ay = £1. Therefore, it follows from

F(2)? = =sf(X)}(Z) = rf(V) [(Z) — af (X)f(Y) that
2a3b3 — bg = 861b3 — 2861&3;
2a3C3 — —S8€1C3 — Teaa3 — (€€,

2bsc3 = —regbs — 2s€1c3 — 2067 €3,

Using the first equation and b3 — 2a3 = €3, we have by = —se;. Therefore, by using the third
equation, we have sr = —2«. This implies that « = 0 and sr = 0. If s = 0, then b3 = —se; = 0;
however, bs — 2a3 = —2a3 = €3 and this gives a contradiction. Therefore (s, r, «) = (1,0,0). This
establishes the first statement of the lemma when ¢; = 0 case.

In the case when ¢; # 0 and ¢o = 0, by a similar argument to the above case, we have the
same result. When ¢; # 0 and ¢y # 0, by some routine computation, we can see that this case
gives a contradiction. This establishes the first statement of the lemma.

Because 11,00y = 7z @ €, where 7, is the tautological line bundle along the first factor of
CP!'xCP!, we can easily check that P(1(1,0,0)) = (S*xCP") x11 P(C1®C), where T" acts on S* as
diagonal multiplications in its coordinates and trivially on CP! and C; is a complex 1-dimensional
T representation such that ¢ -z =tz for t € T and z € C;. On the other hand, because £(0,0,0)
is the trivial bundle over H; (by Lemma [LT]), we have thatP (& 0,0)) = S x71 P(Cy & C) x CP™.
Therefore, we have that P(n(1,0,0)) = P(£(0,0,0)). This establishes the second statement. O

In order to prove Theorem 2] we may divide the proof into the following two cases.
CASE I: P(ns,rq)) with the base space Hy. In this case (s,7) = (0,0),(1,0) and (1,1).
CASE II: P(§(s,r,a)) with the base space Hy. In this case (s,r) = (0,0),(1,0),(0,1) and
(1,1). Moreover if (s,r) = (0,0) then a # 0.
The rest of the section in devoted to the proof of Theorem by treating the two cases
separately.

CASE I: P(1(s,r)) With the base space Hj. We prove the cohomological rigidity for
P(1)(s,r,a)). Namely, we prove the following proposition.

ProroSITION 4.4. The following statements are equivalent.
(1) Two manifolds P(ns, r\.a,)) and P(7(s, ry.a,)) are diffeomorphic.
(2) Two cohomology rings H*(P(1(s,,r,a1))) and H*(P(1(s,,r,a,))) are isomorphic.
(3) (s1,71) = (82,72), and a; and ay are as follows:
(a) if (s1,71) = (s2,72) = (0,0), then g = a1 or —ay;
(b) if (s1,71) = (s2,72) = (1,0) (or (0,1)), then ag = vy or —ay;
(c) if (s1,71) = (s2,72) = (1,1), then oy = a3 or —ay + 1.

PROOF. (1) = (2) is trivial.

We first prove (2) = (3). By (Z1), we have the following isomorphisms
H*(P(M(sy r1,01))) ZIX,Y, Z) (X% Y? Z*+51ZX + 1 ZY + a1 XY), and
H*(P(N(s3,r5,02))) Zlw,y, 2]/ (22, y*, 2%+ sazw + rozy + anzy).

Assume there exists a graded ring isomorphism f : H*(P(1(s, ry,01))) = H*(P(1(s3,r5,a2))), and
put the matrix representation of f : H*(P(1s, r1.a1))) ~ H*(P(1)(sy,r5,05))) With respect to the
12
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given module generators as

ay by ¢
A f= ay by e )
az bz c3

ie, f(X) = ez + by +crz, fY) = asx + bay + 2z, f(Z) = asz + byy + c3z. Note that
det Ay = £1. Because X? =Y? =0 and f is a ring isomorphism,

F(X)? = (2a1b1 — aac?)zy + (2a1 — s9c1)cr2z + (201 — rocy)e1yz = 0;
f(Y)? = (2a9by — aacd)zy + (2an — s9¢2)coxz + (2bg — roco)cayz = 0

in H*(P(1)(s,ry,a0)))- Therefore, we have

(43) 2aibi — CYQC? = 0,
(44) (2&1 - SQCZ')C»L' = O,
(45) (2()1 - TQCZ')CZ' = O,

for i =1, 2. We divide the proof into the following three cases: Case 1 (s2,72) = (1,1); Case 2
(s2,7m2) = (0,0); Case 3 (s2,7r2) = (1,0).

Case 1: (s2,72) = (1,1). We first claim that ¢; = co = 0 and ¢5 = €3 = +1. If ¢; # 0, for
i =1 or 2, then 2a; = ¢; by @4, 2b; = ¢; by @5) and 2a;b; = azc? by [@3). These equations
imply that

2

4a;b; = c? = 2apc] .

Because ¢; # 0, we have that 1 = 2. This gives a contradiction. Therefore, we have
c1 =co =0.

This together with det Ay = £1 imply that

63263=:|:1.

Because Z? = —$1XZ —rYZ — a1 XY in H*(P(1)(s, r,,a,))), the ring isomorphism f induces
the following equations

(46) 2a3bs — ageg = —35 (a1b3 + a3b1) -7 (agbg + a3b2) — Q1 (albg + agbl),
(47) (20,3 — 63)63 = (—51a1 — Tlag)ﬁg,
(48) (2b3 - €3>63 == (—Slbl - T1b2)€3.

Using (@3) and ¢; = ¢o = 0, we have a;b; = 0 for i = 1, 2. Moreover, from det Ay = +1, there
are two possibilities, i.e., either (ai,bs) = (0,0) and (ag,b1) = (€1,€2), or (a1,b2) = (€1, €2) and
(az,b1) = (0,0) where ¢; = 1 for i = 1,2.

If (a1,b2) = (0,0) and (az,b1) = (€1, €2), then it follows from ([@T7) and (48] that

2a3 = €3 — ri€y;

2b3 — €3 — S1€9.

It is easy to check that if s; = 0 or r; = 0 then we have a contradiction to one of the equations
above. Therefore, (s1,71) = (s2,72) = (1,1). We also have that if e3 = €; (resp. €3 = €2) then
as = 0 (resp. b3 = 0) and if €3 # €1 (resp. €3 # €2) then az = €3 (resp. by = e3). Thus, by the
equation (0], we have that s = ay or ag = —a; + 1.

If (a1,b2) = (€1, €2) and (az,by) = (0,0), then similarly we have that (s1,71) = (s2,72) = (1,1)
and ap = a1 or ay = —ay + 1. This establishes (3) — (¢).

Case 2: (s3,72) = (0,0). If (s1,71) = (1,1) in this case, by the same argument as in Case 1
with (s2,72) replaced by (s1,71), we can see that (sa,72) = (1, 1) which contradicts to the hypoth-
esis. Therefore (s1,71) = (0,0) or (1,0), and hence, Z? = —$;XZ — oy XY in H*(P(1)(s, 11,01)))-
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Therefore, the ring isomorphism f implies the following equations:

(49) 2a3bs — OéQC§ = —81(a1b3 + a3b1) — o (albg + agbl) + 81C1C3002 + (v C1Ca0N2;
(410) 2a3c3 = —Sq (alcg + a361) — Q1 (alcg + agcl);
(411) 2b303 = —51(b103 + bgCl) — Q1 (b102 + b2C1).

Because of (L4 and (LX), we also have that a;¢; = bjc; = 0. Then by ([@3), there are two
cases to consider for i = 1,2: (2-i) the case when ¢; # 0, and hence, a; = b; = az = 0; (2-ii) the
case when ¢; = 0, and hence a;b; = 0.

(2-1) If ¢1 # 0, and hence, a1 = by = ag = 0, then ¢; = €3 = £1 because det Ay = *1.
Furthermore, if ¢y # 0, then as = by = 0, which gives a contradiction to det Ay = £1. Therefore,
¢o = 0 and agbs = 0. Moreover agbs = 0 by (L3). Since det Ay = £1, there are two possibilities
for (ag,as3) and (b, b3), i.e., either (az,a3) = (0,€1) and (ba, b3) = (€2,0), or (az,az) = (e1,0) and
(b2,b3) = (0,€2). If ag = bg = 0, then, by using [@I0) and (ZII]), we have that 2c5 = —sj€e3 and
a1 = ag = 0. Therefore, because s; = 0 or 1, we also have ¢c3 = 0 and s; = so = 0. If ag = by = 0,
then we similarly have that a; = as =0 and s1 = so = 0.

(2-ii) If ¢4 = 0, then a1b; = 0. If ¢o # 0, then the proof is almost the same with the case
when ¢; # 0; and we have that oy = s = 0 and s; = so = 0 as the conclusion. Therefore, we
may put c2 = 0 and agbs = 0. Because of det Ay = £1, we have that c3 = e3 = £1 and there are
the two possibilities, i.e., either (a1,a2) = (0,€1) and (by,b2) = (e2,0), or (a1,a2) = (€1,0) and
(b1,b2) = (0,€2). If a; = ba = 0 (resp. az = by = 0), then it follows from [@II) (resp. (ZI0)) that
2bs = —s1by (resp. 2az = —sjay). Therefore, s; = s = 0 and b3 = 0 (resp. ag = 0). Moreover, by
([#3), we have that ap = e1eacr;. This establishes (3) — (a).

Case 3: (s2,72) = (1,0). In this case, by the same arguments as above, we may assume
(s1.71) = (1,0), ie., 2% = —XZ — a1 XY in H*(P(1)(s, r,,ay)))- It is sufficient to show that
ag = aq or —ay. Now, the ring isomorphism f implies the following equations:

(412) 2a3bs — agc§ = —(a1b3 =+ a3b1) — o (albg =+ agbl) + c1c3009 + (v C1Cava;
(4.13) 2a3c3 — c3 = —(aics + azer) — ay(arca + aser) + cics + crcaan;
(4.14) 2b3c3 = —(blcg + b301) —Qaq (blcz + bzcl).

Because of (4] and [3H), we also have (2a; — ¢;)¢; = 0 and bie; = 0. By {@3), if ¢; # 0 then
b; = as = 0 and ¢; = 2a;, and if ¢; = 0, then a;b; = 0.

(3-i) If ¢1 # 0, then by = ag =0, ¢1 = 2a3. Since det Ay = £1, we may put a3 = ¢; = £1. In
this case, if ca # 0 then by = 0 and c3 = 2ag, which contradicts to det Ay = +1. Therefore, co =0
and agbs = 0. Tt follows from (L12) and (EI4) that

2&3()3 = —61(b3 + O[1b2) = bgCg.

Therefore, there are two cases to consider: the case when b3 = 0, and hence a1b> = 0; the case
when b3 # 0, and hence c¢3 = 2a3. If b3 # 0 and c3 = 2as, then by det Ay = £1 we have
a3 = 0= c3 and b3 = €3 = £1. Then the matrix A is equal

€1 0 261
a9 bg 0
0 €9 0

This gives a contradiction to det Ay = £1. Therefore, b5 = 0, and hence a;bs = 0. If by = 0 then
this gives a contradiction to det Ay = £1. Hence, we have by # 0, and hence a1 = ap = 0.

(8-ii) If ¢; = 0 and c2 # 0, then a1by = 0, 3 = 2a2 and by = az = 0. If by = 0, then it is
easy to check this gives a contradiction to det Ay = 1. Hence, a; = 0 and b; = £1. Because
¢2 = 2ay and det Ay = £1, we have ¢35 — 2a3 = £1. By using (£I3]), we also have the equation
cs(es — 2a3) = 0. Therefore, ¢c3 = 0, and hence 2az = +1. This gives a contradiction to as € Z.

Therefore ¢; = ¢ = 0. Since det Ay = £1 and ¢; = ¢z = 0, we can put c3 = e3 = *1.
Then, we can easily see that a1 + 2a3 = e3 by (I3) and by = —2b3 by ([@I4). Therefore, by
using ai1b; = asby = 0 and det Ay = +1, we have that by = b3 =0, by = €2 = £1 and az = 0,
a1 = €; = 1. Hence, by using (II2), we have ay = ta;. This establishes (3)—(b). Consequently,
we have proved the implication (2) = (3).
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Finally, we prove (3) = (1). Consider the diffeomorphism f = id x conj : CP* x CP! — CP! x
CP! defined by (p,q) — (p,q). Because f changes the orientation on CP! x CP!, the Euler class
e(f*1(s,ra)) coincides with —e(ns,,q)). Because of the definition of Chern class, e(f*1(sr,a)) =
c2(f (s ra)) = —C2(1(s,r,a)) = —c. Because x and y are the first Chern classes of the tautological
line bundles of the first and the second factor of CP* xCP*, we have ¢y (f*1s,r.0)) = [*(sX+1Y) =
sx — ry. Hence, by Lemmas and 1], we have

f*n(s,O,a) = 1(s,0,—)3
I 11,0 @72 = 0(1,-1,—a) ® Y2 =0(1,1,1-a)s
where 5 is the pull back of the tautological line bundle over CP! along the projection w3 : CP! x
CP' — CP" to the second factor. This implies that P(1s ) = P(1(s,r,—a)) for (s,7) = (0,0)
or (1,0) (or (0,1)) and P(1(1,1,a)) = P(1(1,1,1—a)) for (s,7) = (1,1). This proves the implication
(3) = (1). O
CASE II: P(§,p)) with the base space H;. We prove the cohomological rigidity for
P((s,r,p)) in the following proposition.
ProroSITION 4.5. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) Two manifolds P(§(s, r, 6,)) and P({(s,,r,,8,)) are diffeomorphic.
(2) Two cohomology rings H*(P({(s, ,r,,5,))) and H*(P(&(s;,rs,8,))) are isomorphic.
(3) Either (s1,71,51) = (82,72, 82), or one of the following holds:

(a) (s1,71,81) = (0,0,8) and (s2,72,82) = (0,0, —p) (8 # 0);

(b) (515 1, ﬂl) = (15 Ovﬂ) and (525 T2, ﬂ2) = (15 0, _ﬂ)’

(C) {(817 1, 51), (827 r27ﬁ2)} = {(07 LA), (1,1, _B)}v

for some g € Z.

By using Proposition [£.4] and and Lemma [£3] we have Theorem L2l Let us prove Propo-
sition

PROOF. (1) = (2) is trivial. We first prove (2) = (3). By (21 we have the isomorphisms
H*(P(&sym.p) =~ ZIX,Y,Z])(X? Y?+ XY, Z° + $1ZX + 1 ZY + /1 XY), and
H*(P(§s,2,82))) = Zlw,y,2]/(2®, y* + wy, 2% + sazw + razy + faay).

Assume there is a ring isomorphism f : H*(P({(s, r,,8,))) = H*(P(§(s;,r,8,))), and put the matrix
representation of f : H2(P(§(51)T1”31))) ~ HQ(P(g(SQ)m”@Q))) as

ar b

az by «c3
Note that det Ay = 1. Let ¢; = +1 (i = 1, 2, 3). Because of X? =0 € H*(P (&, r,,5,))), We
have
2a1b1 — b} — B2 = 0,
2a1c1 — 0%52 =0,
2bi1c1 — c%rz =0.
By using these equations and det Ay = £1, it is easy to check that for e = £1

Case 1: if ¢; # 0, then there are the following two sub-cases:

(82,7‘2) = (0,0) with (al,bl,cl) = (0,0,6) and 62 = O;

(82,7‘2) = (1,0) with (al,bl,cl) = (6,0,26) and ﬁg = O,
Case 2: if ¢; =0, then (a1,b1) = (¢,0) or (e, 2¢).

Because Y? = —XY in H*(P({(s, r,.5,))), we also have

(415) 2a9by — b% — C%/BQ = —a1by — bias + b1by + 6102[32,
(4.16) 2a9C9 — 0352 = —aicy — C1a + ¢1C989,
(417) 2b262 - C%TQ == —b102 - Cle + c1co72.
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Case 1: ¢; # 0. If (s2,72) = (0,0), then, by using (£16), (£117) and (a1,b1,c1) = (0,0, €3),
we can easily show that as = by = 0; however, because det Ay = +1, this gives a contradiction.
Therefore, (s2,72,02) = (1,0,0) and (a1,b1,¢1) = (€1,0,2¢1). Note that det Af(azbs — azbs) is the
(1, 3)-entry of the matrix A;l. Therefore, by a similar argument to the above, we can see that if
asbs — agby # 0 then (sl,rl) = (1,0) and B; = 0. This means that if we get asbs — azbs # 0 then
we have (s1,71,01) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0), i.e., the statement of this proposition holds.

By (@I1), we may divide the case when ¢; # 0 into two sub-cases: (1-i) bs = 0 and (1-ii)
b2 7§ 0 and Cy = —€71.

(1-i) If by = 0, then it easily follows from (LI6) that co = 2as or —e;. Moreover, by using
det Ay = £1 and (a1,b1,¢1) = (€1,0,2¢1), we have that (ag,bs, c2) = (0,0, —€1) or (—e1,0, —€1),
and by = ez. If (ag,b2,c2) = (—€1,0,—€1), then asbs — aghby = —e1ea # 0. Therefore, by the
argument explained above, we have (s1,71, 1) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0). Hence, this satisfies the
statement of this proposition. Suppose (az,bs,c2) = (0,0, —¢;). Since 722 = —s;XZ — Y Z —
[1 XY, we have

(2azez — 1)xy + 2eac3yz + (2a3c3 — c3)az
= —si(erx +2e12)(asz + €2y + c32) + rie1z(azz + ey + c32) + Bi(e1x + 2€12)e1 2.

So, we have

2a3€0 — 1 = —s51€1€9;

2
2azc3 — 5 = —2s1€1a3 + s1€1¢3 + ri€1a3 — ri€rcs — Pi;
26903 = —281€1€9 + r1€1€9.

It easily follows from these equations that (s1,71,51) = (s2,7r2,682) = (1,0,0).
(1-ii) If by # 0 and ¢y = —e€1, then we have that by = 2as + €1 by [@IH). Since (a1, b1,c1) =
(€1,0,2€71), we have

det Af = (261&2 + 1)(()3 +c3 — 20,3) =+1

Therefore, either (1-ii-a) (az, ba,c2) = (0,61, —€1), or (1-ii-b) (—e1, —€1, —€1) and bg + ¢3 — 2a3 =
+1.

(1-ii-a) Suppose (ag,b2,c2) = (0,€1,—€1), then azbs — boag = —ejas. As before, if ag # 0
then (s1,71,581) = (s2,72,02) = (1,0,0). This satisfies the statement of proposition. If ag = 0,
then b3 + c3 = £1 by the equation above. From the relation Z? = —5; X7 — Y Z — 5, XY, we
have

(4.18) —b3 = —s1€e1bs + rie1bs — f,
(4.19) —c§ = s1€e103 — rie1cs — B,
(420) 2b3c3 = —2s1€1b3 — ri€1c3 + rie1bs — 2054.

From these equations, we get
(bs +c3)? =1 = —s1€1(b3 + c3).
Hence, s1 = 1 and b3 + ¢c3 = —¢1. By ([@I3)), we have
—1 4 2¢€1c3 — cg = —¢e1(—€1 —c3) +rie1(—€e1 —c3) — P
Substituting (£I9]) into this equation, we have
—1+2¢e1c3 + €103 —rieicz — fi = —e1(—e1 — c3) +riei(—er —c3) — Bi.
Hence,
2(2e1¢53— 1) =r; =0.

But this is impossible. Therefore the case (1-ii-a) can not occur.
(l-ii-b) Suppose (CLQ,bQ,CQ) = (—61, —€1, —61), then CLng — b2a3 = —61(b3 — CLg). With the
method similar to that demonstrated above, if az # b3 then (s1,71,51) = (s2,72,82) = (1,0,0).
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Hence, we may assume a3 = b3. Because det Ay = ¢35+ b3 — 2a3 = £1, we also have ¢z — b3 = £1.
From the relation 722 = —s; XZ — Y Z — 51 XY, we have

(421) bg = —51€1b3 + T1€1b3 + ﬂl,
(422) 2bzcy — Cg = —281€1b3 + s1€1¢c3 + 1r161b3 + 257,
(423) 2b303 = —25161b3 + Tr1€1C3 + Tlelbg + 2[31

By using [@22]) and [@23]), we have
03(7“161 — C3 — 8161) =0.

Therefore, we have either ¢5 = 0, or ¢z # 0 and r1e; — c3 — s161 = 0, i.e., c3 = €1(r1 — s1) with
1 75 S1.

We claim c3 # 0. If c3 = 0, then by using det Ay = £1 and a3 = b3, we may put by = e5. By
using (£22) and (£23) again, we have that

—281€1€9 + ri€1ea + 261 = 0.

Hence, it is easy to check that (s1,71,51) = (0,0,0) or (1,0, e1€2). However, using (£21]), both of
the cases give contradictions. Consequently, cs # 0, i.e., c3 = €1(r; — 1) with r1 # 5.

Because 1 # s1, there are two cases: (s1,71) = (1,0) and (0,1). We first assume that
(s1,71) = (1,0). In this case, c3 = —e;. By using [@22)), we have $; = 0. Therefore, this case
gives (s1,71,51) = (s2,72,082) = (1,0,0). We next assume that (s1,r1) = (0,1). In this case,
c3 = €1. Similarly, we have that e;b3 — 1 = 23;. This also gives the equation

€1b3 —1= 61(1)3 — 61) = 2ﬂ1

Recall that b3 — c3 = +1 and ¢3 = €¢1. This gives a contradiction. This finishes Case 1.

Case 2: ¢; = 0. In this case we divided into two sub-cases: (2-i) (a1, b1,c¢1) = (€1,0,0), and
(2-ii) (al, bl, Cl) = (61, 261, 0)

(2-1) Assume (aq,b1,c1) = (€1,0,0). Then, it follows from ([@IH), (Z10) and (ZI7) that

(424) 2(12()2 — bg — C%ﬁg = —61b2;
(425) 2(1202 — C%Sg — —€1Ca;
(4.26) 2bacy — cary = 0.

By ([E23) and ([@26]), either (2-i-a) co # 0 and 2ay = 389 — €1, 2by = carg, or (2-i-b) ¢3 = 0.

(2-i-a) First assume ¢y # 0. Then, by 2a3 = 282 — €1, we have so = 1 and ¢a = 2a2 + €.
By substituting this equation into [20]),we have that ro = 0 = bs. Hence, by (£24)), f2 = 0, i.e.,
(s2,72,02) = (1,0,0). Because det Ay = %1, we may put bs = ez. Moreover, we have det Ay =
—c1€2(2a9 + €1) = +1; therefore, as = 0 or —e;. If ag = —e¢q, then agbs — azby = —e1ea # 0.
Hence, with the method similar to that demonstrated in Case 1, we have (s1,71, 51) = (82,72, 82) =
(1,0,0). Thus, we may assume as = 0, i.e.,

€1 0 0
Af - O 0 €1
a3z €2 C3

By using Z? = —51XZ — Y Z — /1 XY and (s2,72,82) = (1,0,0), it is easy to get that

2@362 —1= —S81€1€2;
2€9c3 = —T1€1€9;
(2&3 — 03)63 = —S1€1C3 — T'1€10a3 + r1C3€1 — ﬂl-

By using the first and second equations, we have s; = 1, r; = 0 and ¢3 = 0. Therefore, by the third
equation, we have that (s1,71,51) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0). Consequently, if (a1,b1,c¢1) = (€1,0,0)
and ¢y # 0, then (s1,71,81) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0).
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(2-i-b) We next assume ¢z = 0. Because det Ay = e1bacs = %1, we may put by = ez and
C3 — €3, i.e.,

€1 0 O
Af = ag €9 0
as b3 €3

Then, it follows from ([@24) that 2asea — 1 = —€1€9, L€, ag = *ele By using Z% = —5: X7 —
MY Z — /1 XY, it is easy to get that

2 .
2a3bz — b3 — 2 = —s1€1b3 — 11 (azbs + azez — e2b3) — Preren;
2bzez — 19 = —T1€2€3;

2(1363 — S9 = —S§1€1€3 — I'1a2€3.

If €, = €5, then as = 0 and

2 .
2a3b3 — b3 — P = —s1€1b3 — r1(ager — €1b3) — Bi;
2bzez — ro = —Ti€1€3;

2&363 — S9 = —S1€1€3.

By using the second and third equations, we have that (s1,71) = (s2,72). Therefore, if ¢; = €3, then
we also have by = ag = 0. Using the first equation, we have 31 = fq, i.e., (1,71, 51) = (82,72, B2).
Suppose €1 # €3, i.e., €3 = —e1. In this case, if $1 = s9 = 0 (resp. s1 = s2 = 1) then a3 = 0 (resp.
a3 = —e1) by using the third equation. Similarly by using the second equation, if r; = ro = 0
(resp. 1 =19 = 1) then bs = 0 (resp. b3 = —¢€1). Therefore, by using the first equation, it is easy
to check that 81 = B2. Consequently, in the case when €; = €2, hence (ag, ba, c2) = (0,€1,0), we
have (s1,71,51) = (82,72, 82), i.e., this case satisfies the statement of proposition.
If —€; = €9, then as = —e1 and

2 .
2a3bsz — b3 — B2 = —s1€1b3 + rrazer + Bi;
2b3€3 — Ty = T1€1€3;

20,363 — S9 = —S§1€1€3 + T1€1€3.

By using the second equation, we have that ry = ro. If 11 = ro = 0, then b3 = 0 by the
second equation and s; = sg by the third equation. Moreover, by using the first equation, we
have (s1,0,51) = ($2,0,—f2). This implies that (3) — (a) and (3) — (b) in the statement of the
proposition. If ry = ro = 1, then b3 = 61'2"63 by the second equation and s; # ss by the third
equation. We first assume (s1,s2) = (1,0). Then, by the third equation, we have that az = 0.

Therefore, the first equation gives
1+ €1e3 . 1+ €1e3
5 B2 = 5 T B
Therefore, 81 = —fs, ie., (s1,71,51) and (s2,72, 82) are the pair (1,1,7) and (0,1, —r). This
implies that (3) — (¢) in the statement of the proposition. We next assume (s1, s2) = (0,1). Then,
by the second and third equations, we have that as = bs. Therefore, the first equation gives

1+ €€ 1+ €€
%—522%4-&-

Therefore, 81 = —f, i.e., (s1,71,51) and (s2,72, 82) are the pair (0,1,7) and (1,1, —r). This
implies that (3) — (¢) in the statement of the proposition. Consequently, if (a1, b1,¢1) = (€1,0,0)
and ¢z = 0, then the statement holds. Therefore the first sub-case (2-1) is done.

(2-ii) Assume (ay,b1,c1) = (€1, 2€1,0). Then, it follows from (AIT), (@I6) and (@IT) that

(427) 2@21)2 — b% — C%ﬁg = €1b2 — 261&2;
(4.28) 2a9¢o — c%sz = —€109;
(429) 2b202 - Cg?”g = —26162.

By (@28) and [#29)), either (2-ii-a) ca # 0 and 2a2 = cas2 — €1, 2ba = cory — 2¢€1, or (2-ii-b)
Coy = 0.
18



(2-ii-a) We first assume co # 0. Then, by 2as = casa — €1, we have so = 1 and ¢3 = 2a2 + €.

Substituting this equation into 2bs = cory — 2€1, we have ro = 0 and by = —e;. Therefore, 52 =0
by @27). By using Z2 = —s1 XZ — 1Y Z — 3 XY and (s2, 72, 52) = (1,0,0), it is easy to get that
(4.30) 2a3b3 — b3 = —s1(—e€1bz + 2e1a3) — r1(azbz — €1az + €1b3) — F1(1 + 2e1a9);

(4.31) 2bgcs = —2s1€103 — 11(—€103 + 2a9bs + €1b3) — B1(dager + 2);

(4.32) (2a3 — c3)es = —s1e1¢3 — r1(—agcs + 2aza3 + €1a3 — €1¢3) — f1(2a2e1 + 1).

Because det Ay = (2ag2¢1 + 1)(2a3 — bg — ¢3) = =1, either (2-ii-a-I) az = 0 or (2-ii-a-II)
as = —€1, and we may put 2as — bg — c3 = €3.

(2-ii-a-I) Assume ay = 0. With the method similar to that demonstrated in Case 1, if
asbs — asba = az # 0 then (s1,71,581) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0). Therefore, we may assume az = 0
and —bs — c3 = e€3. Hence, by the above equations, we have that

(4.33) —b3 = s1€1b3 — rie1bs — Bu;
(434) 2b303 = —2816163 - Tl(—ﬁlcg + €1b3) - 2[31,
(4.35) —c3 = —si€103 + r1€103 — Br.

This implies that
—(b3 +¢3)% = =1 = s161(b3 + c3) = —s51€1€3.
Therefore, we have s; = 1 = €1€3 and c3 = —b3 — €;. By substituting these equations into the
third equation, we have
—b2 —2e1b3 — 1 = e1(bg + €1) — r1er(bs +€1) — Bi.
Because of the first equation, we have
2¢1b3 + 2 = 1rq.

This implies that 1 = 0 and b3 = —e;. Hence ¢3 = —bs — ¢; = 0. Therefore, from ([€34), we have
B1 = 0. Therefore, (s1,71,31) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0). This satisfies the statement of proposition,
and the case (2-ii-a-I) is done.
(2-ii-a-IT) Assume ay = —e; With the method similar to that demonstrated in Case 1,
if ag # bz then (s1,71,581) = (s2,72,02) = (1,0,0). Therefore, we may assume as = bs and
as — c3 = €3. By the above equations (£30), (L31)), and [@32)), we have
a3 = —si€1a3 + rieras + Bu;
2a3c3 = —281€1c3 — 7‘1(—6103 — 61@3) =+ 261;
(2a3 — c3)cg = —s1€1¢3 + ri€erag + B

This implies that

(ag + 03)(—(13 + Cg) = S1€1a3 — S1€1C3 + r1€1C3 — r1€10a3
= 61(7”1 — 81)(—CL3 + 03).

Because as —c3 = €3, we have that as+cs = €1(r1 — s1); therefore, 1 # s1. If (s1,71) = (0, 1), then
2a3cs = 14201 by the second equation above. This gives a contradiction. Hence, (s1,71) = (1,0).

In this case, ag = _612'”3 and c3 = =52 If €; = €3, then a3 = 0 and c3 = —e€;. In this case, by
using the first equation, 57 = 0. However, by using the second equation, we also have 5; = —1.
This gives a contradiction and we have ¢; = —es, i.e., ag = —€; and c¢3 = 0. It is easy to check

that (s1,71,81) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0). Consequently, if (a1, b1,c1) = (€1,2€1,0) and ¢ # 0, then
(s1,71,01) = (82,72, 82) = (1,0,0). This satisfies the statement of proposition. This finishes the
proof for (2-ii-a).
(2-ii-b) We next assume ¢ = 0, i.e.,
€1 261 0
Af = as bg 0
az by c3
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Since det Ay = £1, we have cg = £1 =: e3. By ([@.27)
2a2by — b3 = €1by — 2¢1az.
Hence,
(2a2 — b2) (b2 +€1) = 0.

Therefore, by = 2ap or —e;. If by = 2as, then det Ay = 0, which is contradiction. Therefore,
by = —e1. Hence, det Ay = e3(—1 — 2€1a2) = £1; therefore,

e ao =0 or

® ay = —¢€.
By using 72 = —51XZ —rYZ — 31 XY, it is easy to get that

2a3bs — bg — Po = —s1(—€1bs + 2¢1a3) — 1 (agbg —e1as + €1b3) — f1(1 + 2¢1a2);

2bgzez — ro = —281€1€3 + r1€1€3;

20,3 — S9€3 = —S1€1 —T10a2.
By the second equation, we have that ry = ro. If 11 = ro = 0, by the second and third equations,
we have that bs = —s1€; and s; = so, respectively. It follows easily from the first equation that
B1 = Po for ag = 0 and B = —f for ag = —e;. This implies that (3) — (a) and (3) — (b) and (3)
with (s1,0, 81) = (82,0, 82) in the statement of the proposition. If 11 = ro = 1, then by the above
equations, we have that

2a3bs — b3 — B2 = —s1(—e1bs + 2e1a3) — azbs + e1a3 — e1bs — B1(1 + 2e1as);
2bzes — 1 = —2s1€1€3 + €1€3;
2a3 — S9€3 = —S§1€1 — Q2.
When ay = 0, then by the third equation we have that s; = ss. If s = s9 = 0, then by the
third equation we have ag = 0; therefore by the first and second equations we have
14 €e1€e3 . 1+ ere3
5 B2 = 5 B
Hence, 81 = (2. This implies that (3) with (0,1, 81) = (0,1, 82) in the statement of the proposition.
If s1 = so = 1, then by the second and third equations, we have that a3 = b3 = *Ele Using the
first equation, we have 8; = f2. This implies that (3) with (1,1, 51) = (1,1, 82) in the statement
of the proposition.
When as = —ey, then by the third equation we have that s1 # s2. If (s1,s2) = (1,0), then it
follows from the third equation that az = 0; therefore by the first and second equations we have

1— €1€3 - 1- €1€3
5 B2 = 5t b1
Hence, 81 = —B2. If (s1,52) = (0,1), then by the second and third equations, we have that

az = bg = % Using the first equation, we have 81 = —f2. This implies that (3) — (¢) in

the statement of the proposition. Consequently, if (a1,b1,¢1) = (e1,2€1,0) and ¢o = 0, then the
statement holds. Therefore (2-ii-b) is finished, and this establishes the statement (2) = (3).

Finally, we prove (3) = (1). If (s1,71, 81) = (82,72, 32), then the statement is trivial. Assume
(s1,71,B81) # (s2,72,B2). Recall that H; = S3 xp1 P(C; © C). Let f : Hy — H;j be the
diffeomorphism which is induced from the composition of the diffeomorphisms

$% x71 P(C1 & C) % S® xm P(C_1 & C) 5 $% xpn P(C, & C),

where ¢ is the diffeomorphism induced from the orientation reversing of the fibers and h is the
diffeomorphism induced from the tensor product of the tautological line bundle on v_; @ €. Then,
it is easy to check that the induced homomorphism f* is f*(X) =2 and f*(Y) = —x — y, where
H*(H,y) ~ Z[z,y]/(x?,y*> + zy). Then, we can easily check the following isomorphisms;

f*f(o,o,ﬁ) = f(o,o,—ﬁ)?
7 €01,0,8) = £1,0,—8);

[ €0,1,8) = &(=1,-1,—8)-
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Because of Lemma [2.2] we have

Yoty @ E(—1,-1,-8) = §(1,1,-8)>

where 7,4, is the line bundle over H; induced from z +y € H?(H;). This establishes that

P(&0,0,8)) = P(&0,0,-8));
P(&1,0,8) = P(§1,0,-5));
P(&0,1,8) = P(§1,1,-8))-

1R

1%

Consequently, using Theorem [3.1] and [£.2] we have Theorem [I.1]

5. Cohomological non-rigidity of 8-dimensional CP-tower

In this section, we classify all 2-stage CP-towers whose first stage is CP3. We first introduce
the following classification result of complex 2-dimensional vector bundles over CP? by Atiyah
and Rees [AtRe]. Let Vecta(CP?) be the set of complex 2-dimensional vector bundles over CP?
up to bundle isomorphisms.

THEOREM 5.1 (Atiyah-Rees). There exist an injective map ¢ : Vecta(CP3) — Zy @ ZDZ such
that ¢(&) = (a(§), c1(€), c2(€)), where c1(§) and c2(&) are the first and the second Chern classes of
&, and a(&) is a mod 2 element which is 0 when ¢1(§) is odd.

By Theorem 511, any element in Vecty(CP?) can be denoted by Na,e1,e2)s Where (a,cr,c2) €
Zs & Z & Z such that & = 0 (mod 2) when ¢; = 1 (mod 2). The goal of this section is to classify
the topological types of P(7(a,c,,c,)) Up to diffeomorphisms.

Because P(7(q,c,,c,)) 18 diffeomorphic to P(nq,c,,c,) @ ) for any line bundle v over CP? by
Lemma 2.1} we may assume c¢; € {0,1}. Therefore, in order to classify all P(n,c,,c,)) up to
diffeomorphisms, it is enough to classify the following:

Mo (u) = P(n(0,0,u));
My (u) = P(n(1,0,u));
N(u) = P(no,1,u)

where u € Z. In the following three lemmas, we classify the cohomology rings of the above three
types of manifolds up to graded ring isomorphisms.

LEMMA 5.2. Two cohomology rings H*(My(u)) and H*(N(u')) are not isomorphic for any
u, u € 7.

PROOF. By the Borel-Hirzebruch formula (21), we have ring isomorphisms
H* (M, (u)) ~ Z[X,Y]/(X*, uX?+Y?), and
H*(N(u)) = Zlz,y]/ (2", u'a® + 2y +y°).
Assume that there is an isomorphism map f : H*(M,(u)) — H*(N(v')). Then we may put

f(X)=ax+by, and
f(Y) = ca+dy,

for some a, b, ¢, d € Z such that ad — bc = ¢ = +1. By taking the inverse of f, we also have

fY(z) = deX — beY, and

Y y) = —ceX + aeY.
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From the ring structures of H*(M,(u)) and H*(N(u')), we have f(uX? + Y?) = 0 and

F71(y* + zy + uv'2?) = 0. Therefore we have the following equations:
(5.1) u(a® —u'b?) + (¢ —u/d*) = 0;

(5:2) w(2ab — b?) + (2¢d — d?) = 0;

(5'3) A —adu—cd + abu + wd? = b2uu = 0;
(5.4) —2ac+ ¢b + ad — 2bdu’ = 0.

Because f~!(z%) = (dX — bY)* = 0, we also have
bd(d* — ub?) = 0.

Therefore bd = 0, or otherwise d? = ub®. We first assume bd = 0. Then, there are two cases: b =0
and d = 0. If b = 0, then |a| = |d| = 1. However, by using (2], we have 2¢d = 1. This gives a
contradiction. If d = 0, then |b| = |¢| = 1. By using (54, we have ¢(—2a + b) = 0, i.e., b = 2a by
|c| = 1. However, this contradicts to |b| = 1. Hence, bd # 0 and d? = ub?, i.e., |d| = \/|u|[b]. In
this case, because ad — bc = € = +1, we have |b| =1 and d® = u. Let b = ¢ = +1 and d = \J/ue",
where €’ = +1. Then, it follows from ad — bc = € that ¢ = —e€’ + a+/ue”’€’. Therefore, by using
(GID), we have the following equation:

u(a® —u'b?) + (¢ —u/d?)
= wu(a® —u')+ (—e + avue’é)? —v'u
= 2ua® — 2uu’ + 1 — 2a/uee" = 0.
However, this gives the equation 1 = 2(—ua® + uu’ + ay/uee”), which is a contradiction. Hence,
H* (M, (u)) 2 H*(N(w')) for all u, v’ € Z. O
LEMMA 5.3. The following two statements are equivalent.
(1) H*(My(u)) ~ H*(My (u')) where a, o € {0,1}.
2 u=uv€eZ
PROOF. Because (2) = (1) is trivial, it is enough to show (1) = (2). Assume there is an
isomorphism f : H*(My(u)) ~ H* (M, (u')) where
H* (Ma(u) ~ ZIX, Y]/(X*, uX? +Y?);
H* (Mo (u)) ~ Zlz,y]/(x*, /2% + 7).
We may use the same representation for f as in the proof of Lemmal5.2l Note that f(uX?+Y?) =0
and f~1(u'z% + y?) = 0. By using the representation of f, we have the following equations:

(5.5) ua® — uu'b? + ¢ —u'd* = 0;
(5.6) uab + ¢d = 0;

’ g2 17,2 2 _ .2, (-
(5.7) u'd® — uu'b® + ¢ — a*u = 0;
(5.8) u'bd + ac = 0.
By (X)) and (E7), we have
(5.9) = bruu;
5.10 ua® = u'd>.
(5.10)

Because X* = 0, we also have that

ab(a® — b*u') = 0.
We first assume ab # 0. Then

a? = b2/
by this equation. Together with (59) and (5I0), we have that

A2b% = vrun = v2a®u = b2d*u = a’d>.
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This implies that
(ad — be)(ad + be) = e(ad + be) = 0.

Hence, ad = —bc. However this gives a contradiction because ad — bc = 2ad = ¢ = +1. Con-
sequently, we have ab = 0. Since ad — bc = €, if a = 0 then |b] = |¢| = 1; therefore, we have
u =u = +1 by @3); if b = 0 then |a| = |d| = 1; therefore, we have u = «' by (BEI0). This
establishes the statement. O

LEMMA 5.4. The following two statements are equivalent.
(1) H*(N(u)) ~ H*(N (u'))
2)u=uv€eZ
PROOF. Because (2) = (1) is trivial, it is enough to show (1) = (2). Assume there is an
isomorphism f : H*(N(u)) ~ H*(N(u")) where
H*(N(u)) ~ Z[X,Y]/(X*, uX?+zy + Y?);
H*(N(u)) = Zlw,y)/ (2%, v'a? + 2y +y7).

Again, we use the same representation for f as in the proof of Lemma Because f(Y?2 +
XY +uX?) =0and f~(y? + zy + v/2?) = 0, we have that

(5.11) A — d*u' = —ua® 4 V*uu' — ac + bdu/';
(5.12) 2cd — d* = —2abu + b*u — ad — be + bd;
(5.13) A —a*u= —u/d* + b*uu' + cd — bau;
5.14 —2ac — a® = 2bdu’ + b*u' — ad — be — ab.
(

Because f(X*) =0 and f~!(z*) = 0, there are the following two cases:
(1) b=0;
(2) b+ 0and 4a®—6a’b+4ab®(1—u')+b%(2u' —1) = —4d3—6d?b—4db*(1—u)+b*(2u—1) = 0.
If b =0, then |a| = |d| = 1. Therefore, by (&I2), 2¢ =d —a,ie,c=0ifd=aor c = —aif
d = —a. Because ¢ — v = —u — ac by (G11), we have that u = u/'.
Assume b # 0. By the equation 4a® — 6ab + 4ab®(1 — ') +b3(2u’ — 1) = 0, we have b is even.
Substituting a = A + % for some A € Z to this equation (i.e., Tschirnhaus’s transformation), we
have the following equation:

4(A + 3)3 —6(A + g)2b+ 4(A + g)b2(1 —u/) + 0320 — 1)
3 2b b2 b3 2 b2 2 b3 / 3 1
= 4(A4°+3A §+3AZ+§)_6(A +Ab+z)b+4(Ab +5)(1—u)+b (2u' —1)

b3 363
= 4A® +6A% + 340 + 5 - 6A4%b — 6Ab* — -5+ 4AD? 4 20% — 4AV* U’ — 2% + 2b%u — b?
= 4A4% 4+ Ab* — 1AV
= A@UA? 4+ -b*u) =0
Therefore, there are the two cases: A = 0 or A # 0. We first assume A # 0. Then, by using the
equation 442 + b> — b%u’ = 0, we have v/ > 1. Now, there is the following commutative diagram:

HYXNu)=ZX &ZY =% ZX2@ZXY = H*N(u))

fi +f
HXNW)) =Ze o Zy "% 722 @ Zay = HA(N )
Because X and f are isomorphisms, so is ax + by in the diagram. Using the indicated generators
as bases, the determinant of the map fo X : H?(N(u)) — H*(N(u')) is equal to the determinant
of the map (az + by) o f : H*(N(u)) — H*(N(u')), which is equal to

(5.15) a’ —ab+b*u' = ¢ = 1.
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Because a € Z, the discriminant of this equation satisfies

b2 — 4(b%u —e1) = b3(1 — 4u') + 4e; >0

Because u’ > 1, we have that

4e
2 1

This gives a contradiction to b € Z. Therefore, we have A = 0, i.e., a = %. Because ad — bc =

e(= +1), we also have that a = ¢ = +1, b = 2¢ and d — 2¢ = e¢’. Hence, by (5IH), we have

—1+4+4u' =€, ie.,, v/ =0 and ¢; = —1. By applying a similar method to the one used to derive
GI5) for f~1(x), we have
(5.16) d? +db + b*u = e = £1.

Substituting (B10) and (&I4) to (EI3) and (EI4), we have

A =uey —u'd? +ed = —u+ cd;

—2ac = €1 + 2bdu’ — ad — bc = —1 — (d + 2¢)€’.
By using the second equation above, we also have d = —¢’; therefore, by d — 2c = €€/, we have
=< =0or —¢€. If ¢ =0, then u = 0 by the first equation above; if ¢ = —¢’ then we also
have u = 0 by d = —¢ and the first equation above. This implies that u = v’ = 0 for the case

b #£0.
This establishes the statement. O

C =

Therefore, by Theorem (.1 and Lemma [5.4], we have the following corollary.

COROLLARY 5.5. The following three statements are equivalent.

(1) Two spaces N(u) and N(u') are diffeomorphic.
(2) Two cohomology rings H*(N(u)) and H*(N(u')) are isomorphic.
(3) u=u €Z.

On the other hand, for M, (u) we have the following Proposition.

PROPOSITION 5.6. Assume u(u + 1)/12 € Z. The following two statements are equivalent.

(1) Two spaces M, (u) and Mg(u') are diffeomorphic.
(2) (o,u) = (B,u') € Zy x Z.

In order to prove Proposition (5.6 we first compute the 6-dimensional homotopy group of
M, (u) in Proposition 5.8 Now M, (u) can be defined by the following pull-back diagram:

Ma(u) —— EU(2) XU (2) CP!

| |

cpd —" L BU(©2)

Let p: S” — CP? be the canonical S!-fibration and P(,..,) be the pull-back of M, (u) along
p. Namely, we have the following diagram:

(5.17) P(ba) Mo (u) EU(2) Xy CP*

o, |

sT—F ~cps—"" L BU®2)

Then, we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 5.7. For « > 3, m.(P(€au)) == T (Mo (u)).
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PROOF. Because P(,,.,) is the pull-back of M, (u), the homotopy exact sequences of P(£q.4,)
and M, (u) satisfy the following commutative diagram:

7e41(57) —— 1 (CPY) — 1 (P(Eay)) ——= 12 (§7) ——= 7.1 (CPY)

| | | | |

et 1(CP3) —— 7, (CP!) —— 7. (M4 (1)) — 7 (CP3) —— 7.1 (CP?)

From the homotopy exact sequence of the fibration S — S7 — CP3, we have 7,(S7) ~ 7, (CP?)
for « > 3. Therefore, by using the 5 lemma, we have the statement. O

Now we may prove the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 5.8. Assume u(u + 1)/12 € Z. The following two isomorphisms hold.

(1) m6(P(au)) = m6(Mao(u)) >~ Z1z if @ = u(u+1)/12 (mod 2)
(2) m6(P(p.0)) >~ m6(Mp(u)) ~ Zg if B # u(u+1)/12 (mod 2)

PrROOF. We first claim the 1st statement. If u(u+ 1)/12 € Z and o = u(u + 1)/12 (mod 2),
then it follows from [AtRe] that &, , is induced from the rank 2 complex vector bundle over CP*.
Namely, there is the following commutative diagram:

(5.18) Eavu — Ma0,u) o EU(2) xy(z C
sT—2 . cp3 cpt BU(2)

On the other hand, we have that m7(CP?*) ~ 77(S?) = {0}, by using the homotopy exact sequence
for the fibration S* — S — CP*. This implies that &, , is the trivial C2-bundle over S7.
Therefore,

P(é.u) = S™Tx CP!
when u(u+1)/12 € Z and a = u(u + 1)/12 (mod 2). Hence, we also have that
FG(MQ(U)) ~ 7T6(S7 X (CPI) ~ WG(CPI) ~ Zlg.

Next we claim the 2nd statement. Let pq, : CP? — BU(2) be a continuous map which
induces the above 1(q,0,4), and B8 be the element in Zy which is not equal to . Let z € cp?
and s = fi, 4(z) € BU(2) be base points. Take a disk neighborhood around z € CP3 and pinch
its boundary to a point, i.e., the boundary of D% ¢ CP? pinches to a point, then we obtain the
surjective map

p:CP3 = CP3v SS,
where CP3 v S5 may be regarded as the wedge sum with respect to the base points 2 € CP3 and

y € S°. Due to theorem of Atiyah-Rees [AtRe], we have 1)(3,0.u) Z 7)(a,0,u)- This implies that the
vector bundle 73,0, is induced from the following continuous map:

(5.19) g CP3—L > CP3v S 25 BU(2)
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where vy = fiqn V K for the generator k € mg(BU(2),s) ~ Z5[1 Hence, we have the following
commutative diagram.

(5.20) P(pu) — Mp(u) EU(2) xy(2) CP!

. |

S7 P . cp3

CP3v S8

From the CP!-fibrations CP' — P(£g.,) — ST and CP' — EU(2) xy(2) CP' = BT? — BU(2)
in the above diagram (5.20), there is the following commutative diagram.

mr(S7) ~ Z m6(CP") 76 (P(¢p,u)) — m6(S7) = {0}

! 5 | |

7T7(BU(2)) ~ Z12 #WG(CPI) ﬁﬂ'ﬁ(BTQ) = {0} ﬁWG(BU(2)) ~ Z2

This diagram shows that the following exact sequence:
(5.21) 7~ m7(ST) = mr(BU(2)) (= Zi2) — m6(P(E,4)) — {0}

In this diagram, the left homomorphism is induced from i := g, op: S” — BU(2), say fiy : Z —
Z12. We claim fix(1) = [6]12 € Z12. Because the diagram (520) is commutative, we may regard
that i := pg,op: ST — BU(2) can be defined by passing through the map v, : CP3v.S® — BU(2),
ie., i = vy 0 pop. Because vy = fig, V K, we also have

= (fta,u VK)o pop= (fiauopop)V(kopop).
By the argument when we proved the 1st statement, we see that pn,, © p o p induces the trivial

bundle over S7, i.e., fta,u © p o p is homotopic to the trivial map. This also implies that there is
the following decomposition up to homotopy:

ST L cp? L cepiv st 5 8¢ 5 BU(2),
where 7 is the collapsing map of CP3 to a point. Therefore, we have the following decomposition
for the induced map

ﬁ# : 7T7(S7) E} 7T7(SG) ~ Zg i 7T7(BU(2)) ~ Zlg,
where the 1st map is induced from the surjective map W = 7 o p o p. Because ¥ is non trivial
map, W4 (1) = [1]2 (the generator of m7(S%) ~ Zy). Moreover, because k € ms(BU(2)) ~ Zs is the
generator, i.e., non-trivial map, we have rkx([1]2) = [6]12 € Z12. This shows that fx(1) = [6]12;
therefore, ﬁ#(?‘(7(s7)) = {[0]12, [6]12} C Zo.
Consequently, by the exact sequence (5.21]), we have that

76(P(€,u)) = m7(BU(2))/fige (m7(S7)) = Za2/{[0]12, [6]12} =~ Zs.
By Lemma 5.7 we have the statement. O

REMARK 5.9. For example, the relation u(u + 1)/12 € Z is true for the case when u = 0 and
u = 3. In these cases, by using Proposition 5.8 we have
) Z12 fora=0
m(0t ) = { 2 o=
and

Z fora=0
mota() = { 7% o 0=}

1This construction induces the free m(BU (2)) ~ m5(U(2)) ~ Z3 action on KSp(CP3) ~ Zy & Z (sec [AtRe)).
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On the other hand, the case when u = 1 does not satisfy the relation u(u + 1)/12 € Z. Tt
follows from the cohomology ring of the flag manifold of type C (see e.g. [Bo] or [FIM]) that the
flag manifold Sp(2)/T? is one of this case, i.e., My(1) or M;(1). However, by using the homotopy
exact sequence for the fibration 72 — Sp(2) — Sp(2)/T? and the computation in [MiTo], we
have that

6(Sp(2)/T?) = m6(Sp(2)) = 0.
Therefore, Proposition 5.8 is not true for the case when u(u + 1)/12 & Z.
Let us prove Proposition (.6

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.6l By using Theorem [B1 (2) = (1) is trivial. We prove (1) =
(2). Assume My(u) = Mg(v'). If u # o, then H*(My(u)) ¢ H*(Mg(v')) by Lemma [5.3]
Therefore, we have u = «’. By Proposition 5.8, My(u) 2 M;(u). This implies that the statement
(1) = (2) in Proposition 5.6l This establishes Proposition (.6 O

Consequently, by Lemma [5.3] and Proposition 5.6l we have the following corollary:

COROLLARY 5.10. The set of 8-dimensional CP-towers does not satisfy the cohomological
rigidity.

Note that if we restrict the class of 8-dimensional CP-towers to the 8-dimensional generalized
Bott manifolds with height 2, then cohomological rigidity holds by [CMS10].
Using Corollary 5.5 and Proposition [5.6] we also have Theorem
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