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SEQUENTIAL PARAMETRIZED TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY OF
SPHERE BUNDLES

MICHAEL FARBER AND AMIT KUMAR PAUL

ABSTRACT. Autonomous motion of a system (robot) is controlled by a motion planning
algorithm. A sequential parametrized motion planning algorithm [10] works under vari-
able external conditions and generates continuous motions of the system to attain the
prescribed sequence of states at prescribed moments of time. Topological complexity
of such algorithms characterises their structure and discontinuities. Information about
states of the system consistent with states of the external conditions is described by a
fibration p : E — B where the base B parametrises the external conditions and each
fibre p~'(b) is the configuration space of the system constrained by external conditions
b € B; more detail on this approach is given below. Our main goal in this paper is to
study the sequential topological complexity of sphere bundles £ : E = B; in other words
we study “parametrized families of spheres” and sequential parametrized motion planning
algorithms for such bundles. We use the Euler and Stiefel - Whitney characteristic classes
to obtain lower bounds on the topological complexity. We illustrate our results by many
explicit examples. Some related results for the special case r = 2 were described earlier

in [13].

1. INTRODUCTION

The motion planning problem of robotics [18], [19] leads naturally to the notion of topo-
logical complexity TC(X) initiated in [6]; TC(X) is a numerical invariant which charac-
terises behaviour of motion planning algorithms in a variety of different ways, in particular,
TC(X) is the minimal degree of instability of motion planning algorithms for systems hav-
ing the topological space X as their configuration space, see Theorem 14 in [7]. Important
further results and generalisations could be found in [I], [4], [14], [16].

A new “parametrized” approach to the motion planning problem was developed recently
in [2], [3]. Parametrized motion planning algorithms can function in complex situations
involving variable external conditions which are viewed as parameters and constitute part
of the input of the algorithm. The authors of [2], [3] analysed in full detail parametrised
topological complexity of the Fadell - Neuwirth bundle [5] which is equivalent to the motion
planning problem for many robots and obstacles in the Euclidean space. Further progress
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was achieved in [I2] where explicit parametrized motion planning algorithms of minimal
complexity were constructed.

M. Grant [I7] applied the notion of parametrized topological complexity to study group
epimorphisms. In paper [I7] he proved a number of interesting bounds and gave a new
computation of the parametrised topological complexity of the Fadell-Neuwirth fibration
in the planar case, originally computed in [3].

In a recent paper [13] the authors studied parametrized topological complexity of sphere
bundles TC[é cFE— B] associated to vector bundles ¢ : E — B. It was shown how the
properties of the Euler and Stiefel - Whitney characteristic classes can help to compute the
invariant TC[¢ : E — B]. The explicitly computed in [I3] examples show that parametrized
topological complexity TC[é (B — B can be arbitrarily large, unlike the usual topological
complexity of spheres which equals 1 or 2, depending on parity of the dimension. In the
other extreme, it was observed in [I13] that TC[¢ : E — B] = 1 if the vector bundle ¢ admits
complex structure.

A generalisation of the concept of parametrised topological complexity was initiated
and studied in [I0] where the notions of sequential parametrized motion planning and
sequential parametrized topological complexity were developed. The “sequential” approach
also allows variable external conditions but the algorithm generates the “schedule” for the
motion of the system to visit a prescribed sequence of states in a certain order at prescribed
moments of time. In the case of fixed external conditions the approach of [10] reduces to
the sequential approach initiated by Y. Rudyak [22]. The main result of [10] is the analysis
of the sequential parametrised topological complexity of the Fadell - Neuwirth bundle. The
case of constant obstacles was analysed earlier by J. Gonzalez and M. Grant [15]. In [I1]
the authors developed explicit sequential parametrized motion planning algorithms for the
motion of a number of robots in the presence of an arbitrary number of obstacles in RY.
The cases of dimension d being even or odd are essentially distinct.

In the present article we continue study of sequential parametrized topological com-
plexity with major focus on sphere bundles. The paper consists of the Introduction and
sections §§2| - [9

In §2| we recall the basic definitions and several general results including the dimensional
upper bound and the cohomological lower bound. In §3| we give a sharp upper bound for
the sequential parametrized topological complexity which will be used later in the paper.
This result is in the spirit of Theorem 2 and 3 from [§] and its proof follows similar lines.

In §4 we give upper bounds for sequential parametrized topological complexity of sphere
bundles. The main result of % is Proposition [11| which involves sectional category of the
associated Stiefel bundle ¢ : E — E. In the following §5| we consider several Corollaries.
While for an arbitrary vector bundle £ one has

TC[6: E— Bl >r—1,
we show that for a vector bundle £ admitting a complex structure one has the equality

(1) TC[E:E—Bl=r—1 forevery r=2,3,....
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This result raises an interesting question of whether equation characterises real vector
bundles possessing complex structures.

In section §6| we consider the cohomology algebra of the total space of a sphere bundle.
This problem was studied by W. Massey in [20]. For our purposes we need only the special
case when the bundle admits a continuous section. Our Theorem [I7 must be well-known
although we do not know a specific reference.

Theorem from section §7 can be considered to be the main technical result of the
paper. It gives an explicit expression for the cup-length of the kernel of the diagonal
map which appears in Proposition [p] and Theorem [J] culminating in Corollary In
we consider several special cases when the upper and lower bounds match and the final
answer can be given. We may mention Proposition [31] which allows to simplify the lower
bounds in the case when the original bundle £ has a nonzero section.

In the final section §9| we present an estimate using the Stiefel - Whitney characteristic
classes; we also compute a few examples.

2. SEQUENTIAL PARAMETRIZED TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY

In this section we review the notion of sequential parametrized topological complexity
introduced in [10], see also [2], [3], [11I]. This notion is motivated by the motion planning
problem of robotics. We consider an autonomous robot moving in varying external con-
ditions which are parametrized by a topological space B. An important special case is
when the external conditions are the positions of the obstacles; in this case the space B is
the appropriate configuration space. Mathematically, it is convenient to consider a general
situation when B is an arbitrary topological space. We formalise the problem by consid-
ering a Hurewicz fibration p : E — B where for a choice of external conditions b € B the
fibre X, = p~!(b) is the space of all configurations of the system consistent with external
conditions b. The total space E is the union of the fibres F = Upcp X} and its topology
reflects natural connectivity of the situation. We refer the reader to [12], [10], [1I] where
the motion planning problem of many autonomously moving objects in the presence of
multiple obstacles was studied.

Let p : E — B be a Hurewicz fibration. As usual, the symbol E! stands for the space
of all continuous paths « : I = [0,1] — E. We denote by E]Ig C ET the space of all paths
«: I — FE such that poa : I — B is constant. Such paths « : I — E represent motions of
the system under fixed external conditions. Fix r > 2 points 0 < t; <to < --- <t.- < 1in
I (“the time schedule”) and consider the evaluation map

(2) I, : B — EY, TL(a) = (at1),a(ts),. .., alt,)).
where for an integer r > 2 we denote
Ep ={(e1,---,er) € E"; pler) = -+ = pl(er) }.

A section s : B, — ET of the fibration II, can be interpreted as a parametrized sequential
motion planning algorithm, i.e. it is a function which assigns to every sequence of points
(e1,€2,...,e) € Ej a continuous path a : I — E (“the motion of the system”) satisfying
a(t;) = e; for every i = 1,2,...,7 and such that the path po«a : I — B is constant. The
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latter condition means that the system moves under the constant external conditions (such
as positions of the obstacles).

II, is a Hurewicz fibration, see [3, Appendix]; the fibre of II, is (2X)"~! where X is the
fibre of p : E — B. Typically II,. does not admit continuous sections and hence the motion
planning algorithms are generally discontinuous.

The following definition gives a measure of the complexity of sequential parametrized
motion planning algorithms.

Definition 1. The r-th sequential parametrized topological complexity of the fibration p :
E — B, denoted TC,[p: E — B, is defined as the sectional category of the fibration II,,
i.e.

(3) TC,[p: E — B] := secat(Il,).

In more detail, TC.[p : E — B] is defined as the minimal integer k£ such that there
is a open cover {Uy, Ui,..., U} of Ej with the property that each open set U; admits
a continuous section s; : U; — E]I3 of II,. The following Lemma allows using arbitrary
partitions instead of open covers:

Lemma 2 (see Proposition 3.6 in [10]). Let p: E — B be a locally trivial fibration where
FE and B are metrisable separable ANRs. Then the r-th sequential parametrized topological
complexity TC,[p : E — B] equals the smallest integer k > 0 such that the space ET; admits
a partition

Ep =FyUF U.. UFy, Fiﬂszw fori # j,

and on each set I} there exists a continuous section s; : F; — Efg of the fibration 11,.

Alternative descriptions of sequential parametrized topological complexity. In
certain situations it is convenient to generalise the above definition of TC,[p : E — B
as follows. Let K be a path-connected finite CW-complex and let ki, ko, -+ , k. € K be
a collection of r pairwise distinct points of K, where r > 2. For a Hurewicz fibration
p : E — B, consider the space Eg of all continuous maps « : K — FE such that the
composition po«a : K — B is a constant map. We equip Eg with the compact-open
topology induced from the function space EX. Consider the evaluation map

k. E% - B5, 1IE(0) = (a(k), aks), - ,a(k,)) for ac EXE.
15 is a Hurewicz fibration by the result of the Appendix to [3].

Lemma 3. (See [10], Lemma 3.5) For any path-connected finite CW-complex K and a set
of pairwise distinct points ki,...,k. € K one has

secat(IIX) = TC,[p: E — B].

Proof. Let 0 < t1 < to < -+ < t,. < 1 be a given time schedule used in the definition
of the map II, = TI given by . Since K is path-connected we may find a continuous
map v : [ — K with v(¢;) = k; for all i« = 1,2,...,r. We obtain a continuous map
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E, : Eg — Eé acting by the formula F, (o) = aco~y. It is easy to see that the following
diagram commutes
F

HTX*;/H{«
Ep

Thus, any partial section s : U — EX of IIX defines a partial section F o s of IIL implying
TC,.[p: E — B] = secat(IT}) < secat(I1X).

To obtain the inverse inequality note that any locally finite CW-complex is metrisable.
Applying Tietze extension theorem we can find continuous functions 1, ..., : K — [0,1]
such that v;(k;) = 6;5, i.e. i(k;) equals 1 for j = i and it equals 0 for j # 4. The
function f = min{1,> . ;¢ - ¢;} : K — [0,1] has the property that f(k;) = t; for every
i=1,2,...,7. We obtain a continuous map I’ : Ef — EX where F'(3) = Bof, B € FL,
which appears in the commutative diagram

Ef Ej

Fl

Iz A

Ep

Ej

Ef

As above, this implies the opposite inequality secat(IIX) < secat(II!) and completes the
proof. O

Example 4. As an example consider the case when p : E — B is a principal bundle with
a connected topological group G as fibre. Then

TC.[p: E — B] =cat(G" 1) = TC,(G),
see [10], Proposition 3.3. In particular, for the Hopf bundle p : S3 — S? one has

TC.[p: 8% = 8% =cat((SH) 1) =r - 1.

The following result (see Proposition 6.3 from [10]) provides a lower bound for TC,[p :
E — Bj:
Proposition 5. For a fibration p : E — B, consider the diagonal map A : £ — Ej; where
A(e) = (e e, -+ ,e), and the induced by A homomorphism in cohomology
A*: H*(Eg;R) —» H*(E; R)
with coefficients in a ring R. If there exist cohomology classes
ug, -+ ,ug € ker[A* : H*(Ez; R) — H*(E; R)|
such that
upU---Uug #0 € H(ER; R),

then TC,[p: E — B] > k.
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The upper bound is given by Proposition 6.1 from [10] which states:

Proposition 6. Let p : E — B be a locally trivial fibration with fiber X, where E, B, X
are CW-complexes. Assume that the fiber X is k-connected, where k > 0. Then
r-dimX +dimB —k
kE+1 '

Example 7. Let { : £ — B be a rank ¢ > 2 vector bundle over a CW-complex B.
Consider the unit sphere bundle ¢ : £ — B. Its fibre is the sphere S9~! and the upper

bound gives

(4) TcT[p;E%B]g[

5) TCE:E—B < P(q_l”de_q*ﬂ S PMM]

q—1 q—1

In §3| below we give statements allowing sharper upper bounds in some cases.
We finish this section with a well-known statement which will be used later in this paper.

Lemma 8. Let p: E — B be a fibration where the base B is metrizable. Then there exists
a partition B = AgU A1 U---U A with k = secat|p : E — B] such that each set A; admits
a continuous section of p and, additionally,

(6) AiclJ 4
Jj=i
for every1=0,1,... k.

Proof. For k = secatlp : E — BJ, let Uy UU; U---U U = B be an open cover with
continuous sections s; : U; — E of p where i =0,1,... k.

For b € B we denote by u(b) the cardinality of the set {i ; b € U;}, i.e. u(b) €
{1,2,...,k + 1} is the number of sets U; containing the point b. If a sequence of points
b, € B with u(b,) = ¢ converges to a point by € B then clearly p(by) < i.

Denote

Ai={beB;ub)=k+1—-1i}, 0<i<k.
Clearly the sets {4;} are pairwise disjoint and B = AgUA; U- - - U A. To prove (6] assume
that by € A;. This means that by = limb,, where b, € A;, i.e. u(b,) =k +1—i. By the
remark above p(bg) < k+1—1i,ie. by € Aj where j > i.

For a sequence o = (i3 < ig < -+ < i), where 0 < i; < iy < --- < i, < k, we denote
Us=UyNUzN---NU;, and |a] = p. For two such sequences we shall write o > 3 if 3 is
a subsequence of . We shall also introduce the notation

Uy=Ua— |J Us
181>
The set A; can be represented as the disjoint union

A4,= |J UL

|a|=k+1—1i
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Similar to the argument given above, one has U, C Ug<oU, é and therefore U, NU!, =  for

every pair o # o satisfying |a| = |o/|. Thus, the section s;, is defined and is continuous
on U}, where a = (i1 < iy < --- < ip). Moreover, the sections so, $1, ..., sk jointly define
as explained above continuous sections over the sets A;. O

3. SHARP UPPER BOUND FOR TC,[p: E — B].

The results of this section (Theorem |§| and Corollary sometimes allow to sharpen
the upper bound given by Proposition [6} this will be illustrated by examples in

Theorem 9. Let p : E — B be a locally trivial bundle with fibre X where the spaces
X, E, B are finite CW-complexes. Assume that X is k-connected, where k > 1, and the
fraction

dimFEy; r-dimX +dim B
= = m
k+1 E+1
1 an integer, where r > 2. Then:
(A) One has TC,[p: E — B] < m and the equality

(7) TCp: E— Bl=m

holds if and only if there exists a cohomology class 0 € H* 1 (E%; A), where A is a local
coefficient system over the space E', such that A*0 = 0 € H*'Y(E; A|lg) and the m-th
power

0" =0UOU---Uf #£0e HFFUm(ET. A&m)
is nonzero. Here A : E — E}; denotes the diagonal inclusion.

(B) If, additionally to the above assumptions, the base B is simply connected and the
homology group Hy+1(X;Z) is torsion free then the equality @ holds if and only if there
exist integral cohomology classes vy,va, ..., Uy € Hk“(ETB;Z) such that A*v; = 0 for
i =1,2,...,m and the cup-product

V1V .. U £ 0 € HEFD™ (BT 7)
18 nonzero.

Proof. To prove statement (A) we note that the inequality TC,[p : E — B] < m follows
from Proposition @ The existence of a class § € H*T1(E%; A) satisfying A*() = 0 and
0™ # 0 implies TC,[p : E — B] > m, by Proposition [5} We only need to prove the “only
if” part of the statement.

Indeed, assuming that TC,[p : E — B] = m we may apply Theorem 3 of A. Schwarz
[23] which implies that the fibrewise join II}™ of m copies of the fibration admits no
continuous sections. This fibrewise join II;™ has as its fibre the m-fold join

(8) For=F.xF.x---xF,
where F,. = (QX)"~! is the fibre of .

Since X is k-connected, the loop space QX is (k— 1)-connected and hence the fibre F),, ,
is c-connected where

c=mk—1)+2m—-1)=m(k+1) —2=dimE} — 2.
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Here we use the well-known fact that the join of a p-connected space and a g-connected
space is (p + ¢ + 2)-connected.
The first obstruction © for a section of IT;"" lies in the cohomology group

SRS Hm(k—H)(E%; {7r0+1(Fm,r)}>-

Here {m¢c41(Fm )} is the local system on E}; formed by the homotopy groups of the fibres.
By Hurewicz theorem one has an isomorphism of local systems

{ﬂ'c+1 (Fm,r)} =~ Hc+1(Fm,r)-

Here Hoq1(Fp, ) is the local system of homology groups Hi1(F,,») of the fibres of the
fibration I,

Note that © # 0 is nonzero since otherwise the fibration II;™ would admit a continuous
section as all higher order obstruction clearly vanish by dimensional reasons.

Using the Kiinneth formula (see Chapter 1, [23]) we can write an isomorphism of local
systems

Het1 (Fm,r) ~ Hi(F) @ Hig(F) @ -+ @ Hi(Fy)
where A = Hy(F,) is the local system of the homology groups of the fibres of the original
fibration (2)). By Theorem 1 from ([23]) one has
O=0U0U---Ul=0"#0
where
0 € B (B Hy(F))

is the first obstruction for a section of the fibration .

Note that A*(f) = 0 as the fibration has an obvious section over the diagonal (the
constant paths). This completes the proof of (A).

In the case (B) the base B is simply connected and hence the local coefficient system
A = Hi(F,) is trivial and the abelian group Hy(F) is free abelian, i.e. Hp(F,) = @ierA;
where each A; ~ Z. Therefore the tensor power Hy(F,)®™ is the direct sum

Hk(Fr)®m: @ Ay ®--®A;,,
01,eeyim €1
where each tensor product 4;; ® --- ® A;,, ~ Z. Since the class
© = 0™ € H™F(Ey; Hy(F,)®™)

is nonzero at least one of its images under the coefficient homomorphisms Hy(F; )™ —
Ai, ®---® A;, is nonzero. In that case, the product of the classes

e HMYEL A, s=1,2,...,m

is nonzero and clearly A*(v;, ) = 0. O

Uy

s

Corollary 10. Let p : E — B be a locally trivial bundle with fibre X where the spaces
X,E,B are finite CW-complexes. Assume that X is k-connected, where k > 1, and
Hi11(X;Z) is torsion free. Additionally, assume that the base B is simply connected and

r-dimX +dimB = (k+ 1)m
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for some integers r > 2 and m > 2. If the cup-length of the kernel
(9) ker[A* : H*(Eg;Z) — H*(E; Z)]
is less than m then TC,[p: E — B] < m.

Proof. This Corollary is a reformulation of the part (B) of Theorem @ We only need to
add that the kernel @ contains no classes of degree < k. This can be easily seen from the
spectral sequence of the fibration

m: Ep = E, m(e,...,e;) =eq,
for which the diagonal map A : ' — E% is a section. O

The results of this section will be applied later in this paper for computing the sequential
parametrized topological complexity of sphere bundles.

4. UPPER BOUNDS FOR THE SEQUENTIAL PARAMETRIZED TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY
OF SPHERE BUNDLES

Let £ : E — B be a locally trivial vector bundle of rank ¢ = rk(§) equipped with a metric
structure, i.e. with a continuous scalar product of each fibre. We shall denote E = E(§)
when dealing with several bundles at once.

Let f E — B denote the unit sphere bundle of &; the fibre of 5 is the sphere S971.
Our goal in this paper is to estimate the sequential parametrized topological complex1ty
TC,[¢: F — B.

To state our first result we need to introduce some notations. We shall denote by E
the space of pairs (e, e’) of unit vectors e, e’ € E such that £(e) = £(¢/) and e L €. In
other words, E is the total space of the bundle of Stiefel manifolds associated with &. Let
¢ : E — E denote the projection f(e e') = e. Clearly £: E — E is a bundle with fibre
812,

Proposition 11. One has
TCr[sz—>B} §secat[§r:E—>E]+r_1‘

Proof. Let Y =Y, denote the graph with a central vertex ki and the vertexes kso,..., k&,
each connected to k; by an edge as shown on Figure [I| Consider the map

(10) ¥ : BY — EYy

which acts as the evaluation of a map v : Y — X at the points ki, ..., k., i.e. IIY (¢) =
(Y(k1),v¥(k2),...,9¥(k-)). By Lemma [3| the sectional category of this map equals TC,[¢ :
E — B]. A partial section s of II maps a configuration of points (eq,...,e,) lying in a single
fibre (i.e. such that &(e;) = &(e2) = --- =&(ey)) toamap ¢ : Y — E with € 09 = const

and IIY (v)) = (e1,...,e.), i.e. ¥(k;) = e; for i = 1,...,r. In other words, to specify a
section we need to specify r — 1 paths

V2,735 -5V € (E)IB
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FiGURE 1. Graph Y,

leading from e; to each of the points eg, ..., e, correspondingly, i.e. 7;(0) = e; and ;(1) =
e; fori =2,3,...,7.

4.1. Sets A;. Applying Lemma 8] to the bundle ¢ : E — E we obtain a partition
(11) E=A)UA U---UA;, where k=secat[¢:E — E],

such that A; C Uj>;A; and there exist continuous sections s; : A; — E of the fibration f
for every i =0,1,..., k.

4.2. The set Fy. The set Fy C EE is defined as follows:

Fy={(e1,...,e;) € Epjes # —e1, e3 # —e1,...,e, # —e1}.

We can specify a continuous section of IIY over Iy by defining the paths 7o, ..., 7, where

(1 —t)es +te;
(1 —t)er + tej||’

(12) ’Yj(t):” J=23.....r

as explained above.

4.3. The sets F. For a nonempty subset J C {2,3,...,r} and for an index i = 0,1,...k,
we denote by F} C E7 the set of all configurations (eq,...,e,) € E% such that

(1) e1 € Aj;

(2) ej = —ey for all j € J;

(3) ej # —eyg forall j ¢ J.
Each set F} admits a continuous section of the fibration . Indeed, for j € J we can
define

7v;(t) = cos(mt) - e + sin(nt) - s;(e1), t€[0,1].
For j ¢ J we define 7;(t) by formula (12).
The closure of the set Ff] satisfies
(13) Fic |J F
J'DJ,i >0
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In particular we see that
FinFy, =0 if |J|4+i=[J|+i.
4.4. The sets GG;. Define

Go= || Fj, s=12.. k+r-1
|J|+i=s

The sections described above define jointly a continuous section of over each Gg.
Together with the set Fy = Gy defined earlier we obtain a partition

GoUGLU--UGrar_1
implying that TC,[¢ : E — E] < k4 r — 1. This completes the proof. O

5. COROLLARIES OF PROPOSITION [I]]
Corollary 12. Let £ : E — B be a vector bundle admitting a complex structure. Then
(14) TC[6:E—Bl=r—1 forall r=203,...
Proof. If the bundle £ admits a complex structure then
secat[¢ : E — E] = 0.

Indeed, the multiplication by /—1 defines a continuous section of the bundle ¢ : £ — F
which can be explicitly given by s(e) = (e,€’) where ¢’ = v/—1-e. Applying Proposition
gives TC,[¢ : E — B] <r — 1. On the other hand,

TC[6: E— B >TC (ST Y =r—1,

where ¢ = rk(§). Here we first used the well-known inequality relating the sequential
parametrized topological complexity with the sequential topological complexity of the fibre;
on the second step we used the known fact that the sequential topological complexity of
an odd dimensional sphere is r — 1. O

Remark 13. Clearly the value r — 1 is the lower bound for TCT[S . E— B for any vector
bundle £&. Moreover, TC, [f : E — B] > rif the rank ¢ = rk(¢) is odd. One may ask if there
exist vector bundles £ admitting no complex structure and such that TC, [{ :E— Bl=r—1
for all »? In other words we ask whether equation characterises the class of vector
bundles admitting a complex structure.

Next we mention the following inequality which can be compared with the inequality of
Lemma 5.9 from [13].

Proposition 14. Let the vector bundle £ : E(§) — B be the Whitney sum £ = & @ &s.
Then

secat[€ : E(£) — E(€)] < secat[) : E(&) — B] + secat[és : E(&) — B] + 1.
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Proof. Let us assume that § = § @ . We want to estimate above the sectional category
secat[é : E(§) — E(€)]. A vector e € E(£) can be represented as a sum

e=e +e, le)*+ e’ =1,

where e; € E(£1) and ez € E(&).
Denote by Gy C E(§) the set Qf unit vectors e = e; + e such thajc' e1 # 0 and eg # 0.
We define the section so : Go — E(§) by so(e) = ((e1,e2), (€], €5)) € E(£) where
/ €1 / €2
el =——-lea], ey =—""leil.
1 ‘61’ |2| 2 ‘€2| |1|
For o = 1,2, denote ko = secat[{, : E(¢,) — Bl and let B= U UUR U---UU be an
open cover with each set US* admitting a continuous section of the bundle o E(&,) — B.
Using Lemma 3.5 from [9] we may find an open cover

B=WouUWiU... Wy, where k=Fk+ ko,

such that each open set W admits a continuous section o3 : W; — E(&,) for both bundles
a=1and a=2. ‘
For j =0,1,...,k define the set F; = Fj1 U Fj2 C E(§) as follows

F* = &1 (W) C E(&) C E(), a=1,2.

We may define a continuous section s : Fj* — E (&) by the formula

(15) s3(e) = (e,07(&ale))), B#a, Be{l,2}.

1

5 and s? jointly define a continuous section s; : F; — E(f ) since obviously

Two sections s
FInF?=0.
Now we see that the sets
G07F0,F17"',Fk
cover E(€) and each of these sets admits a continuous section of € : E(¢) — E(£). This
gives the inequality
secat[¢ : E(€) = E(&)] < k+1.

This completes the proof. 0
Corollary 15. If £ =1 @ e where € is the trivial line bundle then
secat[€ : E(¢) — E(€)] < secat[) : E(n) — B] +1

and
TC,[€ : E — B] < secat[i : E(n) — B] +r.

Corollary 16. If a vector bundle § : E' — B admits two non-vanishing linearly independent
sections then secat[¢ : B — E] < 1 and TC,[§ : £ — B] < r. If additionally the rank
g =rk(§) is odd then TC,[¢ : E — B| =r.
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Proof. We apply Proposition with both bundles 51 : E(fl) — B and ég : E(fg) — B
having globally defined continuous sections. Proposition [14] gives secat[¢ : E(€) — E(£)] <
1 and finally by Proposition TCT[S c E() — B] < r. If ¢ = rk(§) is odd then
TC,(S97') = r and hence TC,[¢ : E(§) — B] > r. O

6. COHOMOLOGY ALGEBRA OF A SPHERE BUNDLE

In this section we describe the cohomology algebra of a sphere bundle admitting a
section. The result of this section repeats a part of the arguments of the proof of Theorem
4.1 from [13]. Cohomology algebras of more general sphere bundles were studied by W.
Massey in [20]. All cohomology groups in this section are with integer coefficients unless
the coefficients are indicated explicitly.

Theorem 17. Let n : E(n) — B be an oriented rank ¢ — 1 real vector bundle and let
& = n®e be the Whitney sum of n and the trivial line bundle €. The integral cohomology ring
H*(E(€)) of the unit sphere bundle E(€) is the quotient of the polynomial ring H*(B)[u],
where degu = q — 1, with respect to the principal ideal generated by the class

(16) u? —e(n) -,
where ¢(n) € H11(B) denotes the Euler class of .

Proof. Fix an orientation of ¢, i.e. select a section s : B — E(¢) C E(£). Together with
the orientation of 7 this determines an orientation of &.

Since the sphere bundle & : E(¢) — B has a section its Euler class vanishes, ¢(&) =
0 € HY(B). It admits a cohomological extension of the fibre, i.e. a cohomology class
u € HY(E(€)) such that its restriction onto every fibre is the fundamental class of the
fibre, determined by the orientation of £. The Leray - Hirsch theorem (see [24], chapter
5, §7) gives a graded group isomorphism H*(E(€)) ~ H*(B) ® H*(S971). In other words,
every cohomology class a € H*(E(¢)) has a unique representation in the form

(17) a=u+v-u,

where u,v € H*(B). Here we identify H*(B) with its image £*(H*(B)) ¢ H*(E(£)) under
the ring homomorphism &* : H*(B) — H*(E(£)), which is a monomorphism; the symbol
v-uin stands for the cup-product §*(v) U u. The class u is not unique, it can be
replaced by any class of the form ' = u + u where u € H9~'(B). We show below that
there exists a specific choice of the fundamental class u such that

(18) W =e(n) -u € HATD(E(Q)).

Note that in this formula one has e(n)-u = u-e(n): indeed, if ¢ is odd the classes commute
but for ¢ even the Euler class ¢(n) has order 2.

Denote by W C E (&) the set of vectors e such that their scalar product with the section
s(&(e)) is non-negative,

W = {e € E(¢); (e,s({(e))) > 0}.
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Similarly, we denote
W’ ={e € E(£); (e,5((e))) <0}
Each of the sets W, W’ is homeomorphic to the total space of the unit disc bundle of #;
the intersection
WNW' =W = E(n)

is the total space of the unit sphere bundle of 7.

Let W € H9"'(E(£)) be an arbitrary cohomological extension of the fibre. Denote by
o : B — E(€) the reflected section, i.e. o(b) = —s(b) for b € B. Then the class u = v’ — a,
where a = o*(1/) € H9~!(B), is a cohomological extension of the fibre satisfying o*(u) = 0.
We show below that such u satisfies .

The equation o*(u) = 0 implies u|y» = 0 and hence u can be lifted to a relative coho-
mology class

ie HI7YE@),W') ~ HI"Y(W,0W) ~ HI=Y(W/oW).
The long exact sequence
o HUTHE(©) 5 HTXW) > HUWE©, W) - HIU(E(E)

shows that the lift u is unique. Clearly, W/OW is the Thom space of the bundle n and
it € Hi=Y(W/OW) is the Thom class, see §9 of [21]. By the definition the class

(19) s*(u) = e(n) € HI™(B)
is the Euler class of the bundle 7. Then in the group H2~ D (W, W) we have
Ut = (uw) Ut = (§lw)"(e(n)) U
Viewing this as an equality in H2¢~)(E(£), W) and applying the restriction homomor-
phism H2@D(E(€), W) — H2D(E(¢)) gives (18). O

For future reference we state the following Corollary which is proven by the arguments
above.

Corollary 18. Under the conditions of Theorem [I7}

(A) There exists a unique choice of the cohomological extension of the fibre u € HI~1(E(¢))
such that

(20) s'(u) =e(n) and u®=e(y) -y,

where s : B — E(€) is the section determined by the orientation of the bundle .
(B) The homomorphism s* : H*(E(§)) — H*(B) is surjective and its kernel is the
principal ideal generated by the class u — ¢(n).

(C) The length of the longest nontrivial product of classes in the ideal
ker[s* : H*(E(¢)) — H*(B)]

equals h(e(n)) + 1 where h(e(n)) denotes the largest integer k such that the power
e(n)* € H*(B) is nonzero.
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Proof. (A) The left formula in follows from ([19). The uniqueness of such u is obvious;
it follows from the arguments of the proof of Theorem The right formula in is a
part of the statement of Theorem
To prove (B) consider a class a = u+v-u satisfying s*(a) = 0. Since s*(u) = u, s*(v) = v
and s*(u) = e(n) the equality s*(a) = 0 gives u = —v - ¢(n) and therefore a = v - (u—e(n)).
Finally to prove (C) we note that the powers of the class u—e(n) are given by the formula

(21) (u—e(m)* = (=e(m)"" - (u—e(n))

as follows by induction from (A). We see that k-th power is nonzero for k = h(e(n)) + 1
and it vanishes for k = h(e(n)) + 2. The remaining statements are obvious consequences of
statements (A) and (B). O

Here is a similar statement with Zs coefficients; note that we do not require the bundle
& to be orientable:

Theorem 19. Let ¢ : E(&) — B be a rank q — 1 vector bundle such that the unit sphere
bundle € : E(§) — B admits a continuous section s : B — E(§). Then:

(a) there exists a unique cohomological extension of the fibre w € HI™Y(E(€); Za) such

that
(22) s*(u) = we_1(€) and v =w,1(€) -

Here wg—1(§) € HYY(B;Zs) denotes the Stiefel - Whitney class of &; we identify
H*(B;Zs) with its image under the injective homomorphism & = H*(B;Zs) —
H*(E(€); Zs). .

(b) The cohomology algebra H*(E(&);Zs2) is the quotient of the polynomial extension
H*(B; Zs)[u] with respect to the ideal generated by u* + wy_1(€) - u.

(¢) The homomorphism s* : H*(E(€);Zy) — H*(B;Zy) is surjective and its kernel is
the principal ideal generated by the class u+ wqg—1(§).

(d) The length of the longest nontrivial product of classes in the ideal

ker[s* : H*(E(€); Zy) — H*(B;Z)]
equals h(wg—1(§)) + 1.
Proof. Asin the proof of Theorem (see also Corollary (C)) we may represent & = n@de
where € is the trivial line bundle and by repeating the arguments of the proof of Theorem

with Zs coefficients we obtain that the cup-length of the kernel of s* equals h(wqy—1(n))+1.
However wq_1(n) = wg—1(&) in view of the Cartan formula. O

7. LOWER BOUNDS FOR THE SEQUENTIAL PARAMETRIZED TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY

Let £ : E — B be an oriented rank ¢ > 2 vector bundle. Let § : E — B denote the unit
sphere bundle of £ and let
£:E—E
denote the associated Stiefel bundle. The total space E is the space of all pairs (e,e) €
E xp E of unit vectors lying in the same fibre and mutually orthogonal, e L ¢’; the
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projection is given by the formula & (e,€') = e. The fibre of the Stiefel bundle §:E— Eis
the sphere S972.

The orientation of the original bundle £ determines an orientation of the Stiefel bundle
§: E — E as follows. The bundle f*({ ) (which is induced by the map ¢ from & ) is oriented
by the orientation of £&. This bundle is the Whitney sum &* (&) = n @ e where

n={(e,e)ile] =1, &(e) =&(), e L€'}
and e is the trivial line bundle whose fibre over a unit vector e is the set of all real multiples
of e. Clearly, 7) = {. The line bundle € is canonically oriented by the section s(e) = (e, e)
where e € E. Hence we see that an orientation of ¢ determines an orientation of 1 and

of its unit sphere bundle & : E — E. Therefore, the Euler class ¢(§) € HI™'(E;Z) is
well-defined.

Theorem 20. In the notations introduced in @ consider the space E 5, where r > 2, and

the diagonal map A : E — E%, where A(e) = (e,e, ..., e) for e € E. Then the cup-length
of the kernel
(23) ker[A* : H*(E%;Z) — H*(E; 7))

equals h(e(€)) + 7 — 1.

Here the symbol h(e(£)) denotes the height of the Euler class ¢(£), ie. the smallest
integer k& > 0 such that the power ¢(€)¥*! = 0 € HVD¥(E) vanishes. In particular,
B(e(€)) = 0 if e(é) = 0.

The proof of Theorem 20| will occupy the rest of this section. We shall skip the coefficients
7Z from the notations. N ‘ o ‘

For any 1 < j < r consider the space B C B/ = Ex Ex---x E  (j times) consisting
of the j-tuples (eq,...,e;) of unit vectors lylng in the same ﬁbre ie. {(e1) =&(ex) =+ =
&(ej). For 1 <14 < j <r there is the projection 77 EJ — EB given by

Wi(el,...,ej) = (61762,...,&'),

i.e. the map 7713-' “forgets” all the components e, with i < k < j. Besides, for 1 <¢<j<r
there is the map a§ : Eg — E%, given by

aé(el,eg, coye) = (e1,62,...,€i-1,€i,€5,...,€),
i.e. the last vector e; is repeated j — ¢ times. Clearly, for ¢ < j one has 77? oot = 1Ef3’ ie.

J

a} is a section of /. Additionally, for i < j < k <r one has
mlonk =mf and ol o ok =0}

We have the following tower of fibrations and their sections

1 2 r—3 r—2 r—1
. g5 . 9 0'3 . 3 Op_o 9 Or_1 1 Oy
T T
(24) E £2, £, B ES R

2 3 T
Tl'l 71'2 7rT
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FEach map 7T§71 is a locally trivial bundle with fibre the sphere S9~!. The composition
(25) A=oc""roo"20...00) : E— E
coincides with the diagonal map A: E — E%,  A(e) = (e,e,...,e).

Theorem is applicable to each level of the tower ; we see that every homomorphism
(26) (Y HY(BY) —» HY(EYY, i=1,2,...,r—1
is a monomorphism and the cohomology algebra H* (Egrl) is the quotient of the polynomial

extension H*(F%)[u;] by the ideal generated by the polynomial

uf —e(m;) - w

The classes

w € HTYESY) and e(n;) € HIY(EY)
satisfy
(27> (0’24_1)*(111‘) = e(ni>7 Z = 172737"'77._ 1.

Here n; = E(n;) — E}é is the bundle of spheres of dimension ¢ — 2 over E%, it is defined
as the bundle of vectors orthogonal to the section o 41 (see Theorem . The total

space E(n;) consists of (i + 1)-tuples (ey,...,e;,ei11) where e; € E(€) are unit vectors
satisfying &(e1) = &(e2) = -+ = &(e;) = &(eit1) and e; L e;41. The map n; acts by
172'(61, ey €4y eH_l) :.(el, ce ,6i>.

Let the map h; : Ej; — E be given by hi(ei,ea,...,e;) =¢e; where i =1,2,3,...,r, and

let 77, denote the induced bundle over EY, i.e. 1) = h¥(€). Then clearly,

(28) n;i = (0,)"(nf) and therefore e(n;) = (07)" (e(7)).
Here ¢(n]) € H?'(E%,) stands for the Euler class of 7. We claim that
(29) A*(e(mp) =e(§) € HTY(E), i=1,2,3,...,r

Indeed, the composition
YY)

is the identity map and therefore A*(r)) = A*(h(§)) = £ which implies due to

functoriality of the Euler classes.
We shall denote

v; = (m41)" (W) € qul(EfB), where 1=1,2,...,7 — 1.
We claim that
(30) A*(0;) = e(£)

and

(31) 02 =e(n}) - v;.
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To show we note
A%(o;) = AY((mf41)" (W) = (0351)* () = (07)*((0711)" (wi))

(1) (e(m)) = (o) ((07)" (e(17))) = A (e(n;)) = e(€).

In this calculation we used , and .
To show we note that

(32) i = (m ) (e(m)) - wi € HTHER™)

(see Theorem |17). Applying the homomorphism (7}, ;)* to both sides of (32) and noting
that (7}, )" (u;) = v; and

()" () (e(mi)) (m7)* (e(m)) = ()" ((03)" (e(1)))
= (7)) ((01) (B} (e(€)))) = hi (e(8))

we obtain . On the last line of the above calculation we used the equality h;oolon! = h;.

Lemma 21. The kernel ker[A* : H*(El) — H*(E)| coincides with the ideal of the algebra
H*(E}) generated by the classes

(33) vy —e(m), o2 —e(ny), ...y Or1 —e(n)y).

Proof. Comparing formulae (29) and we see that all classes lie in the kernel of
A*. Hence the ideal generated by these classes is contained in the kernel of A* and we
only need to establish the opposite inclusion.

We denote Ay = (n})*(H*(E)) C H*(E%) and for i = 1,2,...,7 — 1 we denote by
A; € H*(F}) the subalgebra generated by Ay = (7])*(H*(E)) and the classes v; with
j <i. Equivalently, 4; = (W;H)*(H*(Egl)).

The class ¢(n;) lies in the subalgebra A;_;. Indeed, the map h; : EY — E can be
decomposed as h; = h;- o} where h;- : Eg — F is given by h}(el, ...,e;j) = ej. Thus, we
obtain

e(17) = b3 (e(€)) = (m))"((h))*(e(&)) € Aj-r.

We show by induction that (ker A*) N A; is contained in the ideal of the algebra A;
generated by the classes v; — e(n;-) with 7 < 4. Clearly, (ker A*) N Ay = 0 since the
composition A* o (7])* is the identity map H*(E) — H*(F). Next we shall assume that
(ker A*) N A;_1 is contained in the ideal of A;_; generated by the classes v; — e(n}) with

j <i—1. Any class x € (ker A*) N A; can be uniquely represented in the form
z=a+b-v;=[a+b-e(n)] +b-(v;—e(nf)

where a,b € A;—1. Then a +b-e(n}) € (ker A*) N A;_1, and our statement follows by
induction. 0

As a consequence of the above result we obtain:
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Corollary 22. The cup-length of the ideal coincides with the minimal number N
such that the product

(34) (o1 —e(m))™ - (02 —e(np))* -+ (01 —e(n_1))* " = 0 € H'(Ep)

vanishes for all integers aq, s ..., a,-—1 > 0 satisfying Zr_ll a; > N+ 1.

1=

Clearly, here without loss of generality we may assume that each «; satisfies o; > 1
since any nonzero product as above with «; = 0 can be made longer and still nonzero by
multiplying it by the factor v; — e(n}). We denote

U= (o1 —e(n) - (02— e(mp)) - (01 —e(n)_y)) € HOVD(ER).
The class 4 satisfies
(35) ;- U4=0 forevery i=1,2,...,7r—1,
as follows from . Thus, Corollary [22| gives:

Corollary 23. The cup-length of the ideal equals r — 1 + M where M > 0 is the
minimal integer such that the product

r—1
(36) $-J] e =0 € H (Ep).
=1

vanishes for all (51,...,H,—1), satisfying 5; > 0 and Z::_ll Gi > M.

Next we find explicitly the classes e(r}) € HI~'(E%). One can write

r—1
(37) e(n)) = (7})* (i) + > _mijv;, where z; € HITY(E), ny € Z,
j=1

since every class in H q_l(Eg) has a unique representation in this form. Our goal below is
to determine the class x; and the integers n;;.

For j =1,2,3,...,r consider the subset Z; C (Ey)" C B where b € B is a fixed point
of the base and Z; = X; x Xy x --- x X, with X, = {62} (a fixed single point 62 € Eb)
for k€ {1,2,...,5—1,5+1,...,r} and the factor X; equals the whole Eb, ie. X = E,.
Clearly Z; is homeomorphic to the sphere of dimension ¢ — 1, which is oriented by the
orientation of the original bundle p : £ — B.

Consider the restriction of the bundle 7 onto the sphere Z;. By definition 7} = h}(€)
(see above); hence we obtain that the restriction 7, onto Z; is a trivial bundle for j # i and
1%| z, is the unit tangent bundle of the sphere Z;. We know that the evaluation of the Euler
class of the sphere on its fundamental class equals the Euler characteristic of the sphere
5971 ie. 0if g is even and 2 is ¢ is odd. Therefore we obtain:

Corollary 24. Evaluation of the Euler class ¢(n);) on the homology class [Z;] € Hy—1(E})
equals 0 if either ¢ is even or j # i. For ¢ odd the evaluation of the class ¢(n;) on the class
[Z;] equals 2.
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This implies:
Corollary 25. If ¢ is even then
(38) e(n)) = (x)*(e(§)) for every i=1,2,...,r—1.
Proof. Fori=1,2,...,r—1and j = 2,...,r one has

. 1, if j=1+1,

and besides, ((7})*z,[Z;]) = 0 for every 2 € H9"'(F) and j > 2. Thus, evaluating (3
on the class [Z;] we obtain using Corollary . 4 that n;; = 0 for all ¢ and j. The result now

follows from . O
Corollary 26. If ¢ is odd then

(39) e(n;) = 2 v; — (77)" (e(4))

forevery i =1,2,...,r — 1.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the previous Corollary. We evaluate on
the homology classes [Zs],...,[Zy] and using Corollary [24] we obtain that for ¢ odd the

coefficients n;; in are given by n;; = 24;;. Finally, using and ) the result ( .
follows.

Proof of Theorem[20, We start with the result of Corollary 23] and note that for ¢ even
using Corollary [25] one has

r—1
T elm) = - () (e(@T=12).
=1

This product vanishes if and only if e(fn)zgll Bi= 0, ie iff 3021 B > b(e(£)).
For ¢ odd the argument is similar but instead of Corollary we use Corollary
Taking into account we obtain

r—1
- T el = - () (e@==%)
i=1

and as above this product vanishes if and only if Z:;ll Bi > b(e(é)). O

Corollary 27. The sequential parametrized topological complexity of the unit sphere
bundle associated with an oriented vector bundle ¢ : E — B is bounded below by h(e(£)) +
r—1,ie.

(40) TC[€: E — Bl >h(e(f)) +r— 1.
Proof. This follows from Proposition [5| and Theorem O
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8. A FEW SPECIAL CASES
First we consider situations when the dimension of the base B is small.

Corollary 28. Let £ : E — B be arank g vector bundle where the base B is a CW-complex
of dimension

(41) dim B < (g~ 1) - h(e(€)).
Then for any » = 2,3,... one has
(42) TC[: E— Bl =h(e(f)) +r—1=secat[¢ : E — E] +r— 1.

Proof. Applying Lemma 2.1(c) from [I3] we see that our assumptions imply that h(e £)) =
secat[¢ : E — E]. Now Proposition |11| combined with Corollary give our claim (42). O

Corollary 29. Let £ : E — B be a rank ¢ > 2 vector bundle with the base B a CW-
complex. Assume that ¢ is odd and satisfies

(43) dimB <gq-—1.

Then TCT[E : F — B equals either 7 or 7 + 1. Moreover, if ¢ is odd and dimB < ¢ — 1
then TC,[{ : E — B] =r.

Proof. If ¢ is odd then the Euler class ¢(§) € H9~(F) is nonzero since its restriction onto
each fibre of the bundle £ : E — B is nonzero [as it equals the Euler characteristic of the
sphere S91]. Thus, in this case h(e(£)) > 1 and (43) implies and the equalities

(44) TC[€:E— Bl =bh(e(é))+r—1=secatl: E — E]+r—1

follow from Corollary

On the other hand, since dim £ = dim B + ¢ — 1 < 2(q — 1) we see that 1 < h(e(€)) < 2
and therefore implies that TC, [f ) B] equals either r or r + 1. The proof of the
last statement is based on the fact that under the indicated assumptions dim E < 2(¢ — 1)

and hence h(e(§)) = 1. O

Next we give an application of the sharp upper bound of Theorem [J] combined with
Theorem

Theorem 30. Let £ : E — B be an oriented rank q > 3 vector bundle. Suppose that B
is a simply connected finite CW-complex and its dimension dim B is divisible by ¢ — 1 and
satisfies

. dim B
(45) b(e(é) < ST
Then
(46) TCE: B B <r—14 905

q—1°
Note that the upper bound is by one better than .
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Proof. Theorem |§| part (B) is applicable. In our case k = ¢ —2 and m = r + dj}%lB. The

assumption can be written in the form h(e(€)) + 7 — 1 < m, which, by Theorem
means that the cup-length of the kernel @D is smaller than m. Now Corollary [10| applies

and gives TCT[é B — B] < m, which is equivalent to . O
Next we consider the special case when the original bundle ¢ admits a nonzero section:

Proposition 31. Assume that & = n @ e where n : E(n) — B is an oriented rank q — 1
vector bundle and € is the trivial oriented line bundle. Then: (a) if ¢ > 2 is even then

(47) b(e(€)) = ble(n));
(b) if ¢ >3 is odd and H*(B;Z) has no 2-torsion then

(18) be@) =2 | 252 1.

In particular, we see that for ¢ > 3 odd the height h(e(&)) is always odd.

Proof. Below all cohomology groups are understood with integer coefficients. We apply
Theorem [17] to the bundle ¢ : E(€) — B to conclude that H*(E(£)) is the quotient of the
polynomial extension H*(B)[u] with respect to the principal ideal generated by the class
u — ¢(n). We shall identify the cohomology of the base H*(B) with its image in H*(E(¢))
under the monomorphism §* The class u is a cohomological extension of the fibre, i.e. its
restriction to each fibre is the fundamental class of the fibre. By Leray - Hirsch theorem,

the Euler class ¢(€) € HI~'(E(£)) has a unique representation in the form

(49> e(g) - a’+b'u7
where a € H7~'(B) and b € Z. The restriction of the class ¢(¢) to each fibre of the bundle
£: E — B equals x(S971) times the fundamental class of the fibre. Hence, we obtain that
in b =0, if ¢ is even, and b = 2 if ¢ is odd.

Let s : B — E(€) be the section determined by the trivial summand e. Geometrically it
is obvious that

s*(€) =,
Therefore, using functoriality of the Euler class, we have s*(e(£)) = e(n). On the other
hand, we know that s*(u) = ¢(n), see Corollary Applying s* to both sides of equation
and noting that s*(a) = a we find that

e(€) = e(n), if ¢ is even,
—e(n) +2-u, if ¢isodd.

From this, clearly follows for ¢ even.
Consider now the case when ¢ > 3 is odd. Using and the equality u? = ¢(n) - u (see

Corollary , we find that ¢(£)? = ¢(n)? and therefore we get

(€ = () and () = —e(n)*" !+ 2e(n)*" -

(50)
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for any integer n > 0. Using our assumption about the absence of 2-torsion in integral
cohomology of B, we obtain from these equations that

sy J ble(n)), if h(e(n)) isodd,
b(e(f))—{ hle(n)) +1, if b(e(n)) is even.

This is equivalent to our claim . ]

Example 32. Consider the canonical complex line bundle n : E(n) — CP" over the com-
plex projective space. Viewing 7 as a rank 2 real vector bundle we may apply Proposition
(31 to the bundle

E=nde
Here ¢ = 3 is odd and h(e(n)) = n. By Proposition [31| we obtain

he(€)) =2 [n/2] +1.
Applying Corollary 27| we obtain TC,[¢ : E(¢) — CP"] > 2|n/2] 4 r. On the other hand
the inequality gives TC,[¢ : E(¢) — CP"] < n + r. We see that the lower and upper
bounds agree if n is even.
If n is odd iqquality is satisfied and we can apply Theorem Inequality
then gives TC,[¢ : E() — CP"] < n +r — 1. Thus, we obtain:

Corollary 33. For the vector bundle ¢ of Example [32) one has

n+r, if n is even,

(51) TC,[£: B(§) » CP"] = { n+r—1, if nis odd.

Example 34. For comparison with the previous example consider the vector bundle
=Bl -e=nNPePed - -Pe

over CP", where £ = 0,1,2,.... Here n is the canonical complex line bundle over CP"
The previous example corresponds to the case £ = 1. The rank of & equals g =2+ /. If £
is even then &, admits a complex structure and hence TCr[é : E — B] = r—1, according to
Corollary If £ is odd and £ > 1 then & admits 2 linear independent sections and hence
by Corollary 16| we obtain TC, [5 B B] = r. Thus we see that only the case £ = 1 leads
to high topological complexity as described in Corollary

9. LOWER BOUNDS USING STIEFEL - WHITNEY CHARACTERISTIC CLASSES

In this section we state an analogue of Theorem [20] in which instead of the Euler class
feature the Stiefel - Whitney classes. Compared to Theorem [20] this result has two advan-
tages: firstly, it involves characteristic classes of the original vector bundle £ : E — B and,
secondly, it does not require the bundle £ to be orientable. The case » = 2 appears in the
paper [12].

Theorem 35. Let £ : E — B be a locally trivial vector bundle of rank q > 2. Consider
the associated sphere bundle § : E — B, the space E and the diagonal map A : E — Ep.
Then the cup-length of the kernel

(52) ker[A* : H*(E'; Zy) — H*(E;Zy))
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equals

b(wg—1(&)|wge(§)) +7 — 1.
Here wy—1(€) € HT1(B;Zs) and wy(€) € HY(B;Zs) denote the Stiefel - Whitney classes
of € and the symbol h(wy—1(§)|wq(€)) denotes the smallest integer k > 0 such that the
power wy—1(&)FT! lies in the ideal of the algebra H*(B;Zs) generated by the class wy(E).
In particular, using Proposition[5, one obtains the inequality

(53) TCT[S B — B] > h(wg—1(§)[wg(§)) +r — 1.
Proof. Repeating the arguments of the proof of Theorem [20| with Z coefficients and noting

that the reduction mod 2 of the Euler class ¢(€) equals the Stiefel - Whitney (SW) class
wg—1(€), one obtains that the cup-length of the kernel equals h(wg—1(£)) +r — 1.

Finally we show that

(54) (wq-1(€)) = h(wg—1(§)lwe(€))-

To prove (54) we note that the bundle £* (&) over E induced by the map € : E — B from ¢
has the form « @ € where € is the trivial line bundle and the fibre of « over a point e € E
is e, i.e. the space of vectors of E orthogonal to e. Clearly, one has & = ¢ for the unit
sphere bundles and using the standard properties of the SW-classes we obtain

(55) we-1(8) = € (wg-1(€)).

From the spectral sequence of fibration 5 : E — B we see that the kernel of the ho-
momorphism £* 1 H*(B;Zz) — H*(E;Zs) is the principal ideal generated by the class
wq(&) € HI(E;Zy). Thus, taking into account we obtain that a power w,_1(£)* van-
ishes if and only if the power w,_1(£)* lies in the ideal of H*(B;Zy) generated by wg(€).

This proves . (|

Example 36. For an integer ¢ = 1,2,... consider the bundle & = ¢n @ € over RP",
where 7 is the canonical line bundle over RP" and ¢ is the trivial line bundle. The rank
of this bundle equals ¢ = £ + 1 and the total Stiefel - Whitney class is (1 4+ a)’ where
a € HY(RP";Zsy) is the generator. Thus we have w,—1(&) = of and wy(&) = 0. The
relative height b(wq—1(&e)|we(&e)) is the smallest & > 0 such that ¢(k+1) > n+1, i.e.

bl = | =0 = |2 -

Using we obtain

.. i 17
TC,[& : E(&) » RP"] > | ” Jg o2,
On the other hand, using we get
. . i 17
TC,[¢ : B(&) — RP"] < ”"g fro1.

These two inequalities determine the value TC,[¢, : F(&) — RP"] with indeterminacy 1.
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