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ON INVARIANTS OF FOLIATED SPHERE BUNDLES

SAM NARIMAN
WITH AN APPENDIX BY NILS PRIGGE

ABsTrRACT. Morita ([Mor84]) showed that for each power of the Euler class, there
are examples of flat $!-bundles for which the power of the Euler class does not
vanish.  Haefliger asked ([Hae78, Page 154]) if the same holds for flat
odd-dimensional sphere bundles. In this paper, for a manifold M with a free
torus action, we prove that certain M-bundles are cobordant to a flat M-bundle
and as a consequence, we answer Haefliger’s question. We show that the powers
of the Euler class and Pontryagin classes p; for i < n—1 are all non-trivial in
H*(BDiff2($2"~1);Q). In the appendix, Nils Prigge corrects a claim by Haefliger
([Hae78, Page 154]) about the vanishing of certain classes in the smooth group
cohomology of Diff, ($3).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Diff  ($") be the group of orientation-preserving smooth diffeomorphisms
of the sphere $". Haefliger ([Sch78, Page 242, problem 4]) asked whether, for
a given integer k > 1, there exists a manifold M and a representation 7t; (M) —
Diff, ($') such that the k-th power of the Euler class of the associated flat circle
bundle is non-trivial. For k = 1, Benzecri ([Ben55]) and Milnor ([Mil58]) con-
structed flat circle bundles over surfaces with non-trivial Euler classes. Morita
in [Mor84] answered Haefliger’s question affirmatively by proving a more gen-
eral theorem (see also [Nar16]). Let BDiff%($") denote the classifying space of
orientable flat $"-bundles (6 denotes the discrete topology on a given topological
group) and let Lg» denote the topological Lie algebra of smooth vector fields on
S". There is a natural map

®: H*(Lg1,50(2)) — H*(BDiffS($'); R),

where H*(Lg1,50(2)) is the relative continuous Lie algebra cohomology (see
[HaelO, Page 44]). The Lie algebra cohomology H*(Lg1,s0(2)) is isomorphic to
R[e,gv]/(e - gv = 0) where e is the Euler class and gv is also a degree 2 class known
as the Godbillon-Vey class. Morita ([Mor84, Theorem 1.1]) showed that this map
is injective.

Later Haefliger [Hae78] used rational homotopy theory models to study the
image of

H*(BSO(n+1);R) — H*(Lgn,s0(n+ 1)),

and he realized that for #n odd the image of the powers of the Euler class in
H*(Lgn,s0(n + 1)) are non-trivial. Hence, he posed a more general version of his
previous question ([Hae78, Page 154]).

Question 1.1 (Haefliger). Are there flat (2n+1)-sphere bundles with a non-zero power
of the Euler class?

We answer this question affirmatively and in fact, we also prove the
non-vanishing of the powers of the Pontryagin classes.

Theorem 1.2. All the monomials in e and p; for i < n—1 are non-trivial in
H*(BDiff%($2"-1); Q).
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Remark 1.3. Morita pointed out to the author that the involution on $"7! in-
duced by reflecting through a hyperplane, changes the sign of the Euler class but
it does not change the Pontryagin classes. Hence, the classes e and monomials
of Pontryagin classes are linearly independent when k is odd. However, the au-
thor does not know whether in general the monomials are linearly independent in
H*(BDiff%($2"1); Q).

The techniques that we use also work for volume-preserving diffeomorphisms
Diff,;($2"71). So these classes are also non-trivial in H*(BDiffﬁol(SZ”_l);Q).

Remark 1.4. There is a van Est type theorem ([Hael0, Page 43]) that implies that
H*(Lg3,50(4)) is isomorphic to the smooth group cohomology H, (Diff, ($°); R).
In higher dimensions, it is expected from Bott’s belief in [Bot77, Page 217] that
there is at least a map

HZ, (Diff, (5");R) — H*(Lgn,s0(1+1)).

Haefliger in [Hae78, Page 154] sketched his method to prove a claim that the ker-
nel of the map

H*(BSO(n+1);R) — H*(Lgn,s0(n+ 1)),
is generated by the monomials in Pontryagin classes py,...,p|,/2; whose degrees
are larger than 2n. So according to his claim, p% vanishes in H,,(Diff, ($%);R) and

as a consequence it would vanish also in H*(BDiff($?);R). But in the appendix
by Nils Prigge, we shall see that Haefliger’s vanishing works when 7 is even, and
using his method we shall see for n = 3, in fact, the class p% is not zero in the
smooth group cohomology of Diff, ($3) which is isomorphic to H*(Lg3,50(4)).

Let us recall how the Pontryagin classes are defined in H*(BDiff($2"~1); Q).
There is a natural map

1+ BDiff ($2"~1) — BDiff, ("),

that is induced by the identity homomorphism Diff ($2"~!) — Diff, ($%"!). The
homotopy fiber of 7 is denoted by BDiff, ($2"~1). Now by coning the sphere to
a disk and then restricting it to the interior of the disk, we obtain the following
maps

BDiff ($"!) — BHomeo, (D) — BHomeo, (R™).

There are topological Pontryagin classes for Euclidean fiber bundles that are
defined rationally in H*(BHomeo,(R");Q) (see [Wei2l]). Galatius and
Randal-Williams ([GRW23]) proved a remarkable result that the map

Qle,p1,p2,---1— H*(BHomeo, (R*"); Q),

is injective for 2n > 6. And they also proved that the map induced by pulling back
these classes to H*(BDiff . ($%"1); Q)

Qle,p1,pa,...] — H*(BDIff, ($*"1);Q),

is injective for 2n—1 > 9. But for flat odd-dimensional sphere bundles, they proved
that for 2n—1 > 5, the map

Qle,p1,p2,...] — H*(BDIff2 (5>, Z) ® Q,
is injective. However, their method does not say if the image of the composition
Qle,p1,pa,...] — H*(BDIff2($*"!); Z) ® Q — H*(BDiff} (S '), Q),

is non-trivial.
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Remark 1.5. In fact, since the groups H,(BDiff(M); Z) are not in general finitely
generated, the map

H*(BDiff® (M); Z) ® Q — H*(BDiffo (M); Q),
could have a large kernel (see [Nar17b, Theorem 0.9] and [Mor87, Theorem 8.1]).

For flat $?"-bundles, we shall see that the Bott vanishing theorem implies the
following vanishing result.

Theorem 1.6. The monomials in Pontryagin classes p1,...,p, whose degrees are larger
than 4n vanish in H*(BDiffi(SZ”);Q).

Our method to prove our non-vanishing result, Theorem 1.2, is motivated by
the following question in foliation theory. Suppose for an n-dimensional manifold
M, we have a smooth fiber bundle M — Ej; — By whose fiber is M and the base is a
closed compact manifold. We want to see whether we can change the fiber bundle
"up to bordism" to put a flat structure on its total space meaning to put a codimen-
sion #n foliation on the total space that is transverse to the fibers. More precisely,
we want to find a bordism W whose boundary dW is the disjoint union Bgy]|B;
and a fiber bundle M — E — W over the bordism such that its restriction to B is
given by E; and its restriction to B; is a foliated bundle. We use the equivariant
version of Mather-Thurston’s theory ([Nar17b, Section 1.2.2] and [Nar17a, Section
5.1]) to answer this question in the following two cases.

Theorem 1.7. Let G be a finite-dimensional connected Lie group. Any principal G-
bundle over a closed manifold is cobordant via G-bundles to a foliated G-bundle (not
necessarily flat principal G-bundle).

We shall see that for the case G = SU, which is diffeomorphic to $3, this implies
that the powers of the Euler class and the first Pontryagin class should be non-
trivial in H*(BDiff? (SU,); Q).

Theorem 1.8. Suppose M is a manifold with a free torus T action. Let M — E LB
be a M-bundle over a closed manifold B that is classified by a map B — BT. Then this
M-bundle is cobordant to a foliated M-bundle.

We shall see this theorem implies the non-vanishing results in Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.9. Since the techniques also work for volume-preserving
diffeomorphisms, in Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8, we can arrange the foliated
bundle at the other end of the bordism to have volume-preserving holonomies.

In the appendix, Nils Prigge in particular proves that
H*(BSO(4); R) — H*(Lg3,50(4)),

is injective which corrects the claim by Haefliger (see Remark 1.4). In the course
of the proof, he found new relations between characteristic classes in the Gelfand
Fuks cohomology H*(Lg3,50(4)) which is isomorphic to the smooth group coho-
mology H,, (Diff, ($3); R). Morita observed that these relations combined with our
non-vanishing result give a new type of relations between secondary characteristic
classes and characteristic classes in H*(BDiffi(Sz‘);IR).

To describe such a relation, recall for a foliation F on M with a trivial normal
bundle, there are secondary classes in H*(M) coming from Gelfand-Fuks coho-
mology (see [Pit76]). For the universal flat trivial $3-bundle

7: $° x BDiff, ($3) — BDiff, ($3),
we have a codimension 3 foliation on the total space and there is a characteristic
class hyc, in H’ ($° x BDiff, ($%); R) (see the appendix for the definition of hyc5). If
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we integrate h,c, along the fiber, we obtain a class LT h, - c, in H*(BDiff, ($3); R).
There is a certain class %, in Hfm(Diff+(S3);lR) whose image in H4(BDiffi(S3);IR)
extends the class LT h,-c, to a class in H4(BDifff’r(S3);1R). We denote this extension
of fn h, - ¢; also by %,. Morita observed that Prigge’s calculation implies that

2 —
pl =€-Xy,

in H*(BDiffﬁz(Sz‘);IR). Since we showed that pf is nontrivial, the class %, is also
nontrivial. This relation is interesting because the secondary class h,c, is a con-
tinuously varying class (see [Hur85, Remark 2.9] where the notation is y,c;). So %,
is intrinsically a real-valued class but p; and e are defined over rational numbers.
We hope to pursue finding such relations for higher dimensional spheres.
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NSF CAREER Grant DMS-2239106 and Simons Foundation Collaboration Grant
(855209).

NP would like to thank Sam Nariman for offering to write this appendix and
asking about this very interesting question. This research was supported by the
Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation through grant no. 2019.0519.

2. EQUIVARIANT MATHER-THURSTON’S THEOREM

In this section, we recall from [Narl17b, Section 1.2.2] and [Narl17a, Section
5.1] the equivariant version of Mather-Thurston’s theorem as the main tool in this
paper.

Mather-Thurston’s theorem ([Mat73, Thu74]) is an h-principle theorem in fo-
liation theory that relates the homotopy type of the classifying space of Hae-
fliger space to the group homology of diffeomorphism groups. Since we are inter-
ested in orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms in this paper, we recall Mather-
Thurston’s theorem in this context. Let M be an orientable smooth manifold and
let Diff’, (M) denote the group of C" orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of M
with the C"-Whitney topology. If we drop the regularity r, we mean smooth dif-
feomorphisms. We decorate it with superscript o if we consider the same group
with the discrete topology. The identity homomorphism Diff’, (M)° — Diff’, (M)
induces a map

(2.1) 1 : BDIff’(M)° — BDiff’, (M).

Thurston in fact studied BDiff’, (M) which is the homotopy fiber of the map 7.
This space classifies foliated trivial M-bundles. Consider a semi-simplicial model
BDiff, (M), where the set of k-simplicies is given by the set of foliations on the
trivial bundle AF x M — A* that are transverse to the fibers and whose holonomies
lie in Diff}, (M). The (fat) realization ||BDiff, (M), || is a model for BDiff’ (M).

Note that the simplicial group Sing, (Diff}, (M)) which is the singular complex
of the topological group Diff’ (M), acts levelwise on BDiff’, (M),. Milnor’s theo-
rem ([Mil57]) implies that the group ||Sing, (Diff’, (M))|| is homotopy equivalent
to Diff’, (M) and given that BDiff, (M) is the homotopy fiber of #, the homotopy
quotient

(2.2) IBDiff} (M),[1/||Sing, (Diff}, (M)
is weakly equivalent to BDiff}, (M)°.
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The space BDiff, (M) is the geometric part of Mather-Thurston’s theorem. To
recall the part that is more amenable to homotopy theoretic techniques, let SI}
denote the topological groupoid whose space of objects is R"” and space of mor-
phisms is given by germs of C” orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms between
two points in IR” with a sheaf topology (see [Hae71]). There is a natural map

v: BST] — BGL!(R),

induced by the derivative of germs. Let BI;] denote the homotopy fiber of the
map v. Let 7p;: M — BGL} (IR) be the map that classifies the tangent bundle and
7y,(v) be the bundle over M induced by the pullback of the map v via 7j;. Let
Sect(7y;(v)) be the space sections of 7j,(v). One can find a model for Sect(t,,(v))
on which Diff, (M) acts as follows. A v-tangential-structure on the n-dimensional
manifold M is a bundle map TM — v*y, where y, is the tautological vector
bundle over BGL (IR). We denote the space of v-tangential-structures on M by
Bun(TM, v*y,) and equip it with the compact-open topology. Note that Diff’, (M)
acts on Bun(TM, v*y,) by precomposing with the differential of diffeomorphisms.
In [Nar17b, Section 1.2.2], we showed the following version of Mather-Thurston’s
theorem.

Theorem 2.3 (Equivariant Mather-Thurston). There is a semi-simplicial map
BDiff’, (M), — Sing, (Bun(TM,v*y,)),

which is equivariant with respect to Sing,(Diff! (M))-action and it induces an acyclic
map between fat realization.

Remark 2.4. Mather and Thurston ([Mat73]) first proved that this map is a homol-
ogy isomorphism for compact manifolds and for compactly supported diffeomor-
phisms of open manifolds. Later McDuff proved ([McD80]) the non-compactly
supported case for open manifolds.

By Milnor’s theorem ([Mil58]) and the fact that the fat realization and geometric
realization of simplicial sets are weakly equivalent ([ERW19, Section 1.2]), the
natural map ||Sing, (Bun(TM, v*y,))|l — Bun(TM,v*y,) is a weak equivalence. So
after realization, we obtain a map

BDiff, (M) — Bun(TM, v*y,),

that induces an acyclic map and is equivariant with respect to the map
ISing, (Diff, (M))I| = Dff’,(M).

Corollary 2.5. The map 1 in 2.1, factors as follows

BDiff’ (M)° 25 Bun(TM, v*y,)/Diff’.(M) — BDiff".(M),

where the map B is an acyclic map.

McDulff also proved the volume-preserving case of Mather-Thurston’s theorem
([McD82, McD83a, McD83b], [Nar20, Section 2.2]). Suppose that M is a com-
pact manifold with a fixed volume form. Let IY°! denote the topological groupoid
whose space of objects is IR” and space of morphisms is given by germs of volume
preserving diffeomorphisms of R". Now let 6: BT*! — BSL,(R) and also let y,, be
the tautological vector bundle over BSL,,(IR). Similarly we can define BDiff, (M)
and Bun(TM,6*y,,). Then the equivariant version of McDuff’s theorem ([Nar20,
Section 2.2]) says that there is a semi-simplicial map

BDiff,, (M), — Sing,(Bun(TM, 0% y,)),

which is equivariant with respect to Sing, (Diff{ ,(M))-action and it induces an

acyclic map between fat realization to the connected component that it hits.



3. MAKING A BUNDLE FLAT UP TO BORDISM

In this section, we prove the main theorems 1.7 and 1.8 and then we show how
Theorem 1.8 implies Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We first translate the problem into finding a “homological”
section as follows. A principal G-bundle is classified by a map to the classifying
space BG. Forgetting the principal structure and just considering it as a G-smooth
fibration induces a map
a: BG — BDiff, (G).

Here we assume that the map « is induced by the inclusion G — Diff, (G) that is
given by left action of G on itself.

To obtain a foliated G-bundle, we need to lift the map a to BDiff’(G). This is
not always possible but we show that it is possible to lift a to the space
Bun(TG, v*y,)/Dift (G),

Bun(TG, v*,,)/Diff, (G)

(3.1) o ‘

BG —% . BDIff,(G).

Then, Corollary 2.5 would imply that we have a commutative diagram between
oriented bordism groups

QSO (BDIff?(G))

y

a,
Q°(BG) —— Q°(BDiff,(G)),

which in turn implies the bordism statement in Theorem 1.7.

Suppose that G is n-dimensional. Recall that the tangent bundle TG is trivial.
So Bun(TG, v*y,,) is homotopy equivalent to the space of maps Map(G,BIL,,). This
homotopy equivalence, however, is not Diff, (G)-equivariant. But note that the
trivialization GxIR" — TG is G-equivariant with respect to the natural action of G
from the left on G, on TG by acting as a subgroup of Diff(G) and the trivial action
on R”. Recall the trivialization sends (g,v) to (g, Dg(v)) where Dg is the differential
of the left action by g and it is easy to see that this map is G-equivariant. For
example, consider (h,w) in TG and g in G. Then g.(h,w) = (gh, Dg(w)). Note that
(h,w) comes from (h,D(h~!)(w)) under the isomorphism G x R" — TG. When g
acts on (h,D(h™')(w)) as an element in G x R", we obtain (gh, D(h~!)(w)) which
maps to (gh, Dg(w)) via the isomorphism G x R” — TG. Hence, this isomorphism
is G-equivariant. So the natural map

f: Map(G,ﬁ,,) — Bun(TG,v*y,,)
is equivariant with respect to G actions on both sides. Hence, we have a commut-

ing diagram

Map(G,BT,)/G — Bun(TG,v*y,)/Diff. (G)

| |

BG BDIff, (G),
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Note that the action of G on the mapping space has fixed points (constant maps)
so the left map to BG has a section. Therefore, the map a can be lifted to
Bun(TG, v*y, )/Diff, (G). O

Already Theorem 1.7 implies Theorem 1.2 for $° as follows. Note that G = $3
is a Lie group and also by Hatcher’s theorem BDiff, ($%) ~ BSO(4). So the action of
$3 on itself from the left induces the map a that on cohomology gives

a*: H*(BDiff, ($%); Q) = Q[e, p; ] — H*(BS%; Q) = Q|c,),

where ¢,p;,c; are the universal Euler class, the first Pontryagin class, and the sec-
ond Chern class respectively. So we have a*(e) = ¢, and a*(p;) = —2c,. Given the
diagram 3.1 that a* factors through the group H*(BDiffg(S3); Q), the powers of the
Euler class and the first Pontryagin class map non-trivially to H*(BDiffg(S3);Q).
Now using the same idea, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Suppose the dimension of M is n. For the free torus T = (S!)"
action on M, let Q be the quotient M/T and 7 be the natural map m: M — Q.
Note that the vertical tangent bundle T, M is trivial by differentiating the torus
action. So it is isomorphic to M x t where t is the Lie algebra of T. And there
is a natural isomorphism between TM and 1c*(T Q) ® €” where € is the trivial line
bundle over M and this isomorphism is T-equivariant with respect to the trivial
action on the vectors in the bundle 7" (T Q)®¢€’. In general, when we have a free G
action on M, the vertical tangent bundle T,; M of the quotient map is isomorphic
to the trivial bundle M xg where g is the Lie algebra of G. And this isomorphism is
G-equivariant with respect to the adjoint action on g. Therefore, for the free torus
action, we obtain T-equivariant isomorphism between T,, M and w*(TQ)®e€’.
Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.7, it is enough to show that the torus action
of the space of bundle maps Bun(TM, v*y,) has fixed points. We think of bundle
maps as the space of lifts of the classifying map 7);: M — BGL; (RR) of the tangent
bundle to BST,,. Note that the classifying map 7, factors as M = Q — BGL}(R).
On the other hand, the map v: BSI,, — BGL}(RR) is at least (n + 2)-connected
([Thu74, theorem 2]) and the dimension of Q is less than n. Therefore, by the
obstruction theory, the map Q — BGL} (R) lifts to BST;,. Hence, the composition

M — Q — BST,,

gives a bundle map in Bun(TM, v*y,). But since this map factors through Q, it is
fixed under T action. O

Remark 3.2. In the case of volume preserving diffeomorphisms, it is a conse-
quence of Moser’s trick ([Ban97, Corollary 1.5.4]) that the inclusion Diff (M) <
Diff, (M) is a homotopy equivalence. So the induced map on classifying spaces
BDiff,, (M) — BDiff, (M) is also a homotopy equivalence. Given McDuff’s version
of Mather-Thurston’s theorem for volume-preserving diffeomorphisms, we can do
the above argument to obtain foliations whose holonomies preserve the volume
form.

Let us now use Theorem 1.8 to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Consider the sphere $2"~! as the quotient U(n)/U(n — 1). We
have a standard free U(1)-action on $?"~! as follows

U(1) & U(1)" — U(n) — SO(2n) — Diff, ($2"1).

Recall that the Euler class and Pontryagin class for $>"*~!-bundles are defined by
taking the infinite cone of each fiber to obtain a topological R*"-bundle. So we
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have the following maps between classifying spaces
BU(1) & BU(1)" — BSO(2n) — BDiff, (52""!) — BHomeo, (R*").

Hence, the pull-back of the monomials in classes ¢, p; in H*(BHomeo, (R?"); Q) for
i <n-1to H*(BU(1);Q) are non-trivial multiples of powers of the first Chern class
c; € H*(BU(1); Q).

On the other hand, similar to the diagram 3.1, Theorem 1.8 gives the following
homotopy commutative diagram

Bun(TS$*",v*y,,_; )/Diff, ($"1)

e

BU(1) BDiff, ($%"71).

Therefore, we know that the map
H*(BDiff, ($*"!); Q) — H*(BU(1); Q),

factors through H*(BDiff($%"~1);Q) which implies that all the powers of the
classes e,p; for i <n—1 are non-trivial in H*(BDiffi(SZ”‘l);Q). O

Remark 3.4. This argument, in fact, proves a slightly more general result that all
elements in Q[e, py, ..., p,_1 ] that are not in the kernel of the map

H*(BSO(2n); Q) — H*(BU(1); Q),
are non-trivial in H*(BDiff ($2"~1); Q).

Remark 3.5. As we mentioned, Morita observed that the classes e and monomials
of Pontryagin classes are linearly independent when k is odd. It would be inter-
esting to determine whether

Qle,p1,,pu-1] — H'(BDIff5($*); Q),

is injective.

Remark 3.6. One interesting example on which a torus does not act freely is the
higher dimensional analog of surfaces Wy = #,5" x 5" which is the connected
sum of g copies of $" x $". Galatius, Grigoriev, and Randal-Williams proved in
[GGRW17, Theorem 4.1 (ii)] that there exists an SO(n) x SO(n)-action Wg. They
used this action to detect the non-vanishing of certain MMM-classes ., for all
ie{l,2,...,n—1} and g > 1. As we observed in [Narl7a, Theorem 6.3], one can
use this action to show that the powers of the classes Kep; forallie{l,2,...,n—1}
and g > 1 are non-trivial in H*(BDif‘f‘S(Wg);Z). It would be interesting to see if the
classes x,,,’s are also non-trivial in H*(BDif‘f‘S(Wg);Q). For the case of n =1 where
Wé is a closed genus g surface, MMM-classes «,i+1 are denoted by «;. Kotschick
and Morita ([KMO05]) showed that K’f is non-trivial in sz(BDiffé(Wé);Q) for all
positive integer k provided that g > 3k. The class «x; is not known to be non-trivial

for flat surface bundles and by Bott vanishing ([Mor87, Theorem 8.1]) the classes
x; for i > 2 vanish in H*(BDiffO(Wé);Q).



4. EVEN DIMENSIONAL SPHERES AND THE BOTT VANISHING THEOREM

Here we use the Bott vanishing theorem to prove Theorem 1.6. First, let us
recall the Bott vanishing theorem [Bot70]. Let F be a foliation on closed manifold
E of codimension q. Then we have

Pont™ (v F) =0
where Pont>21(vF) is a ring generated by monomials of Pontryagin classes of the
normal bundle of F of degree larger than 24.
Recall from the introduction that to any smooth oriented sphere bundle $%" —
E - B, we assign Pontryagin classes p;(rr) € H*(B; Q) by taking infinite cone of the
fibers and consider the associated topological Euclidean fiber bundle. In order to
prove the vanishing theorem 1.6 for a flat smooth oriented $2"_bundle E = B, we

need to relate these Pontryagin classes in H*(B; Q) to the Pontryagin classes of the
normal bundle of the foliation on the total space in H*(E; Q).

Lemma 4.1. Let 7w: E — B be a smooth oriented $"-bundle and let c(t): C(E) — B be
a topological R™*!-bundle obtained by taking infinite cones on each fiber. Let T E be
the vertical tangent bundle of the fiber bundle 1 and let € be the trivial R-bundle over
E. Then we have an isomorphism of topological bundles

T,E®e=n"(C(E)),
as topological R™*-bundles.
Proof. In the proof of [Igu08, Corollary 1.4], Igusa showed that if p: L — X is
a smooth oriented sphere bundle over a compact manifold X and s: X — Lis a
section, then C(L) the infinite cone of L is isomorphic to s*(T,L) @ € as topological
Euclidean space fiber bundles.

Note that g: 7w*(E) — E has a canonical section that we denote by s. And
also 7*(C(E)) is isomorphic to C(rc*(E)). So by Igusa’s theorem, the fiber bundle
7*(C(E)) is isomorphic to s*(T,n*(E)) ® €. But s*(T,7*(E)) is isomorphic to TE.
Hence, his theorem implies that

T,E®e =n"(C(E)),
as topological R™*!-bundles. O

Now suppose that 7: E — B is a smooth oriented flat $>"-bundle. The vertical
tangent bundle T E is the normal of the foliation on E. By definition, the Pon-
tryagin classes p;(7) are defined to be the Pontryagin classes of the infinite cone
bundle C(E). On the other hand, by Lemma 4.1, we have

pi(TrE) = 7" (pi(C(E)).
So for any monomial P € Pont*(T, E) we have P(TE) = *(P(mn)). If we fiber inte-
grate e(TE)- P(TE) which is the MMM-class x.p, we obtain

7 (e(TrE) - P(TE)) = m(e(T E) - *(P(m))) = 2- P(m),

since m,(e(TE)) = x($*") = 2. By the Bott vanishing theorem, we know that
Pont>*"(TE) = 0. Hence, P(rr) = 0 if P is a monomial of Pontryagin classes
P1,--.,pn Whose degrees are larger than 4n.

ApPPENDIX A. HAEFLIGER'S MODEL, BY NILs PRIGGE
We use Haefliger’s method to study the kernel of the map
(Al) H*(BSO(I/I-F1);IR)*>H*(£SH,SO(H+1))

and correct a mistake in [Hae78] in the process. Haefliger’s main result [Hae78,
Thm 1’] identifies H*(Lgn,so(n + 1)) with the SO(n + 1)-equivariant cohomology
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of the following section space: Let F, be the restriction of the canonical U(n)-
bundle over BU(n) to the 2n-skeleton (with respect to the CW decomposition of
the complex Grassmannian by Schubert cells). Given a manifold M with an action
of a compact connected Lie group, the associated bundle Ej; := Fr*(M) xso(s) Fy
is a G-equivariant fiber bundle over M with fiber F,. Denote by I}, the space of
sections of this bundle which has a G-action given by conjugation. The complex of
continuous and G-basic Chevalley-Eilenberg cochains Ccg(Lyy,g) is a cdga model
for T/ G by [Hae78, Thm 1’] (see loc. cit. for the definitions).

Haefliger then uses tools from rational homotopy theory to determine a simple
model for I's:/SO(n + 1) which allows for a computation of the kernel of (A.1). We
give an alternative proof that confirms his computation for n even but corrects a
mistake for n odd which contradicts Theorem 1.2.

Theorem A.2. For even n the kernel of (A.1) consists of all polynomials in the Pon-
tryagin classes py,...,pn2 of degree > 2n. For n = 3 the map (A.1) is injective.

We determine a model for I'5:/SO(n + 1) from relative Sullivan models of
Egn/SO(n+1) — $"/SO(n +1)
and a model of the evaluation map
ev: ([gn x $")/SO(n+ 1) — Egn/SO(n + 1).

Let N € §” denote the north pole with isotropy group SO(n) c SO(n + 1) and

identify F,, with the fibre over N. Then the inclusion F, < Eg. is equivariant

with respect to the standard inclusion SO(n) € SO(n + 1) and thus induces a map

F,/SO(1) = Egn/SO(n + 1) which is a homotopy equivalence as $"/SO(n + 1) ~

BSO(n). Hence, it is sufficient to determine a relative Sullivan model for F, /SO(n).
A cdga model of F, is given by

(Olen.] L
wu, .—(W—>M®A(h1,...,hn>}d(hz>—cz)

by [Hae78] which has a trivial product structure by [GF70]. Hence, F, has the
rational homotopy type of a bouquet of spheres and we denote by L, a minimal
dg Lie model. For example, a straightforward computation of H (W Uj) proves

that
4 3 4 3
F3 ~g \/S7vs9v\/51°\/5“ vv;s:12 vsl4v\/sl5
so that L3 = (IL(yy,...,17),dr = 0). We denote the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex
by Cce(L,) = (Az;,d) where the generators z; correspond to a basis of (sL,)Y. For

n = 3, we denote the generators of low degrees corresponding to a dual basis of
sLi by xq,...,x;7 and by x; j the generators corresponding to a basis of sL%, where

Lk c L, denotes the grading by bracket length, so that
(A.3) Cce(L3) = (Az;,d) = (A(xy,...,x17, % j,...),d).

In the following, we compute a relative cdga model for F,/SO(n). We denote
B, := H*(BSO(n); Q) and let

A |Bualel(e?=pn) if n=0(2)
" B @A) d(s) =) ifn=1(2)

be a model for $"/SO(n + 1) ~ BSO(n) — BSO(n + 1) over B,,,1.
Lemma A.4. A relative cdga model of F,,/SO(n) is given by
(Bu® WU, d(hj) = ci = (-1)"?pj5).
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Proof. By definition, SO(n) acts freely on F,, and hence F,,/SO(n) ~ F,,/SO(n). The
projection F,/SO(n) — F,/U(n) = sk,,BU(n) is a U(n)/SO(n)-bundle and pulled
back from U(n)/SO(n) < BSO(n) — BU(n) via the inclusion of the 2n-skeleton.
Rationally, both BSO(#n) and BU(n) are products of Eilenberg-MacLane whose min-
imal models coincide with their cohomology rings. Hence, a relative Sullivan
model of i : BSO(n) — BU(n) is determined from the induced map on cohomol-
ogy and given by E, := (B, ® H'(BU(n) ® A(hy,..., h,),d(hy) = ¢ — (~1)*py15)
as i*(cx) = (- )k/zpk/z 1f k is even and zero if k is odd. A model for the pull-
back over the 2n-skeleton, i.e. F,/SO(n), is determined by a cdga model of the
inclusion sk,,BU(n) < BU(n) via base change by [FHTO01, Prop. 15.8]. Since the
inclusion is (2n + 1)-connected (as there are no cells of odd degree), a minimal
model of sk;,BU(n) has generators corresponding to the Chern classes and addi-
tional generators of degrees > 21+ 1 and therefore there is a quasi-isomorphism to
H*(sk,,BU(n)) by projection onto the Chern classes. It follows that the inclusion
of the 2n-skeleton is formal and thus a model of F,,/SO(n) is given by

Qlcy,...5c -
(fler,-- [ e ] fT]> 5= @iy En = (By® WU d(h) = ¢; = (<1)pipa),
I n
which is isomorphic to the model that Haefliger gives in [Hae78, Sect. 7]. O

Corollary A.5. The fibre bundle Egn — S" is fibrewise rationally equivalent to the
trivial fibration 115 : F,, x §" — S"

Proof. By construction, Egx is the pullback of F,/SO(n) — BSO(n) along the classi-
fying map of the tangent bundle 7y, : 5" — BSO(n) which is a formal map. Hence,
a relative Sullivan model of Egn — S$" is given by

H*($") @, (B, ® WU, d(h;) = ci = (-1)*pjs5 )

by Lemma A.4. This cdga is isomorphic to H*($") ® WU, as the total Pontrjagin
class of §" is trivial, which proves the claim. O

The computation of H*(I's:/SO(n + 1); Q) requires a relative Sullivan model of
F,/SO(n) which we only determine in low degrees for n = 3.

Lemma A.6. A relative Sullivan model of F3/SO(3) of the form (B3 ® Ccg(L3), D)
extending the differential on Ccg(L3) is given (in low degrees) by

D(x;) = —p} D(xg) =-p1x1  D(x7) =p1x3
(A7) D(xg) = p1x4 D(x10) =p1xs  D(x14) = p1x9
D(x15) = p1x11 D(x16) =p1x12 D(x17) = p1x13

D(x1,2) = x1x2 + p1%X6

and D(x;) = 0 for i = 1,3,4,5,9,11,12,13. Moreover, denoting by € : Ccg(L3) — Q
the augmentation, one can choose D so that x, is the only generator for which B3 ®
€(D(z;)) = 0.

Proof. There exists a relative Sullivan model
D (B3®Ccp(L3), D) — (B3@ WU, d(h;) = ¢; — (-1)"2p;sa).

that extends the differential of Ccg(L3). Given a quasi-isomorphism ¢ : Ccg(L3) —
W Usj, one can find ® and D inductively (with respect to the filtration on the inde-
composables of Ccg(L3) given by degree) as follows: For z; € Ccg(L3), one can find
a; € B3;® WUj; and b; € B; ®A(Zj)|zj|<|z,| so that J(([)(x) +a;) = ©(d(x) + b;) and then
set D(z;) = ¢(z;) +a; and D(z;) = d(z;) + b;.
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Using the notation Ccg(L3) from (A.3), a possible choice for ¢ is given by

$(x1) = h3cq (x2) = hycy P(x3) =i}

$(x4) = hicicr $(xs) = h3cy $(x6) = h1hscy —c1hyhs
(A8) ¢(x7) = hyhyc] ¢(xg) = hihycicr  Pxg) = hzcs

d(x10) = hohzc,  P(x1y) = hyhae} $(x12) = hihseqcp

P(riz) =hihses  plag) =hohses  Plxis) = hihohsc]

$(x16) = hihahses  P(x17) = hihohses  @(x12) = —hihahsey

and where ¢ vanishes on all other generators. We arrive at (A.7) carrying out the
algorithm with this choice of ¢ and we record only the differential as we do not
need @ later on. For example, since zf(c[)(xz) —pihy) = pic; —pi(ca+p1) = CD(—pf)
we set D(x;,) = hycp —prhy and D(x,) = —p%

Lastly, if there is another generator with B3 ® €(D(z;)) = /\pl =0 e B3, then
there is an algebra automorphism of B3 ® Ccg(L3) defined by z; — z; + /\p1 x, and
which is the identity on the other generators, so that the differential obtained by
conjugation satisfies B; ® €(D(z;)) = 0. Hence, there exists a differential with the
property that only Bs ® €(D(x,)) = 0. O

Before we give the proof of the main theorem, we need the following technical
statement regarding relative Sullivan algebras.

Lemma A.9. Let W, : (BQAV,Dy) — (BAW, Dy ) be a map of relative Sullivan alge-
bras with B® = Q. Suppose 1, := W, ®g Q is homotopic to 1, : (AV,dy) — (AW, dy),
then \V; is homotopic relative B to a map \¥, so that WV, ®5 Q = ;.

Proof. There exists amap h: AV — AW of degree —1 so that ¢, — ) = dwh + hdy
by [FHTO1, Prop.12.8]. Denote by hg: B® AV — B® AW its B-linear extension
and define W, via its restriction by W, |y = W, |y + Dywhg+hgDy. Then W, is a map of
B-algebras and W, ®pQ = 1 +dwh+hdy = 1,. Moreover, define H : (BQAV,Dy) —
(B® AW, Dy ) ® A(t,dt) by

H(v) = Wi (v) + (¥o(v) - W ()t = (1) v)dt,
which is a chain map and a homotopy W; ~ ¥, relative B. O

As a last remark we observe that for a relative Sullivan algebra (B® AV, D), we
have that D(B® A=¥V) c B® A=*~1V and we can only decrease the product length
in AV if there are generators v € V with B e(D(v)) # 0 € B, where e : AV — Q
denotes the augmentation. The natural map H(B) — H(B® AV,D) only has a
kernel if there are such generators.

Proof of Theorem A.2. By Corollary A.5, Ig» ~g Map(S", F,,) which is n-connected
and has a Lie model H*($")® L,, by [Ber15, Thm 1.5]. In the following, we denote
H*(S") = A(s)/(s?). There exists a relative Sullivan model for Ig:./SO(n + 1) of the
form (B,,.1 ® Ccp(H*(S")®L,), D) that extends the differential of Ccp(H*($")®L,,).
The evaluation map (Is» x5")/SO(n+1) — Egn/SO(n+1) is over $"/SO(n+1) and
hence modeled by a map

(A.10) W:(A,®Cce(L,), D) — A, ®B,,, (By+1 ® Ccp(H(S") ®Ln)r5)
over A,, where

(i) A, is the relative Sullivan model of $"/SO(n + 1) over B,,,; defined above;

(ii) (A, ®Ccg(L,), D) is a relative Sullivan model for Eg:/SO(n+1) ~ F,/SO(n)
from Lemma A.4 (and an analogue of Corollary A.5 for general n) by base
change along B, S A,
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Since Egn is rationally equivalent to a trivial fibration, the evaluation map is equiv-
alent over BSO(n + 1) to ev x , : Map(S", F,)) x $" — F, x §". If we denote the
generators of Ccg(H(S")® L,) by {z;,2;} where |z;| = |z;| — n, then a model of the
evaluation map of mapping spaces is given by

(A.11) Y :Ccp(L,) = Ccp(H(S")Q®L,)®@H(S"), zi+—z®1+%;®s
by [Ber22, Thm 3.11]. Hence, we can assume by Lemma A.9 for n odd that
(A.12) W(z;)=1®z;+5®Z;+1®a;+s®b;

for some a;,b; € B} | ® A(z;,Z;). The same is true for even n but in order
to apply Lemma A9 we have to use a relative Sullivan model
A}, = (B,,1 ®Ale,y),d(v) = e? — p,/») instead of A,,. Using that the projection map
Aj, — A, is a quasi-isomorphism, one can see that we also obtain (A.12) in the
case n is even.

There is an algebra automorphism of B, ;1 ® Ccg(H*($")®L,,) defined by f(z;) =
z;+a; and f(Z;) = z; + b; so that (A, ® f 1) oW(z;) = 1 ®z +5s®2Z. Hence, we can
find a model for the evaluation map (A.10) by post-composition with f~! so that
W = A, ®  which determines the differential D

Diz;) = D(z;)—ez; nodd

" lW(D(z;))  neven
(A.13)
Bis) - {@(D(zi)) nodd

W,(D(z;)) neven

where O is a B,,,{-linear derivation of B,,; ®Ccr(H*($")QL,,) defined by O(z;) = z;,
and for n even and x € Ccg(L,) we denote W(x) = 1@ W (x) +s®@ ¥ (x) € A, ®p,,
Cce(H'(S")®Ly).

We now prove the claim for 1 even. Observe that 0 = B,,.; ® €(D(Z;)) € B, for
all z;. Hence, only D(z;) can have a summand in B,,; ® 1. As F,, is 2n-connected,
|z;| > 2n and hence (A.1) is injective in degrees * < 2n. An elementary argument
that we give a Corollary A.17 then shows that (A.1) is the zero map in degrees
> 2n.

We now prove that (A.1) is injective for n = 3. Again, it follows from (A.13) that
for n odd 0 = B,,,; ® €(D(2;)) € B,,,; for all z;. By Lemma A.6, we see that the only
generator of CCE(H*(S3) ® L3) with non-trivial contribution B4 ® €(D(z;)) € By is
given by D(x,) = —p1 —exX,. Hence, given an element f = f(py,e) € By in the kernel
of (A.1),i.e. D(x) = f for some x € B4® Ccp(H*(S)®L3), then x = —f/p1 xp +y for
some y € By ®CCE(H*(S3)®L3) with D(y) = —ef/pf -%, and which has no summand
which is in the B4-span of x,.

By inspection of (A.13), we see that there are two ways how D(p) can have a
summand in the By-span of %,. First, if z; is a generator of Ccg(L;) with D(z;) =
)\p’l‘xz +zfor A 20 € Q, then D(z;) = /\p’ff2+®(z). But this implies that 0 = D?(z;) =
—/\p’frz + D(z) which contradicts Lemma A.6 and thus isn’t possible.

The only other option is to use x; as the only generator with By ® e(B(xz)) =0,
i.e. observe that D(x,%;) = —plfz - ex2 Hence, if pllf/p1 then y = ef/plxzfz +y
where y’ contains no summand in the B4 span of x,%, so that D(y’) = ezf/p1 x5. Wi
can iterate this argument again if f/ p1 is again divisible by pl. But finally we ob—
tain an element y with no summand in B4®A(x;, %, ) satisfying 5(3}) = i(ef/p%)kxk
This again is only possible if there is a generator of Ccp(L3) with D(z;) = /\plfxz +z
which we have concluded above cannot exist by Lemma A.6.
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Hence, there exists no v € B4 ® Ccp(H*($%) ® L3) so that D(y) = —ef/pf - X, and
therefore (A.1) is injective O

Remark A.14. The argument in the proof shows more generally that the map ¢ :
Rle, p1,%2)/(p} + exy) — H*(T53/SO(4); R) = H*(Lg3;50(4)) is injective which is an
interesting observation in itself.

Remark A.15. We have recorded in Lemma A.6 the computation of the differential
in low degrees even though we didn’t need it in the end for the proof of Theorem
A.2. It is interesting because one can compute from it H*(Lg3,50(4)) in low de-
grees and also easily confirm that ¢ : IR[e,pl,fz]/(p% + ex,) — H*(Ig3/SO(4); R) is
injective in degrees < 8. In particular, it follows that p? # 0 which already contra-
dicts Haefliger’s statement (see Remark 1.4) and was the main motivation for this
appendix.

We finish with a completely elementary proof that for n even all polynomials
in the Pontryagin classes of degree > 2n vanish in H*(I'sn/SO(n + 1)).

Lemma A.16. Any polynomial in the Pontryagin classes py,...,p /2 of degree > 2n
vanishes in H*((Ign x $")/SO(n + 1)).

Proof. We have seen that F,,/SO(n) — Egu/SO(n+1). Since SO(n) acts freely on F,,
the homotopy quotient is equivalent to F,/SO(n) which admits a map to F,/U(n) =
sk,,,BU(n) with cohomology ring H*(sk,,BU(n)) = Qlcy,...,c,)/(f, |f| > 2n). Be-
cause the Pontryagin classes are pulled back from BU(#n), every polynomial in the
Pontryagin classes of degree > 2n vanishes in F,,/SO(n) ~ Egu/SO(n + 1).

The evaluation map Iy x M — Ej is equivariant (with respect to the diagonal
action on the domain) and induces a map on homotopy quotients. As polynomials
in the Pontryagin classes of degree > 2n vanish H*(Eg:/SO(n + 1)), so do their
images in H*((I's» x $")/SO(n + 1)). O

Corollary A.17. Let n be even, then the kernel of (A.1) contains the ideal generated by
the monomials in Pontryagin classes py,...,py,/, whose degrees are larger than 2n.

Proof. The projection 1ty : (Isn x $")/SO(n + 1) — Ign/SO(n + 1) is a fibration with
fiber $" which satisfies the assumption of the Leray-Hirsch theorem as the Euler
class in $"/SO(n+1) ~ BSO(n) pulls back to a class which restricts to a generator of
H"(S"). Hence, 7 induces an injection on cohomology. As the Pontryagin classes
are pulled back along 71, polynomials in the Pontryagin classes of degree > 2n
vanish already in I'su/SO(n + 1). O

Remark A.18. The idea of the proof of Theorem A.2 as presented here is contained
in [Hae78], although we couldn’t find an argument in Haefliger’s papers for the
simple model of the evaluation map that is crucial for determining the relative
Sullivan model of Iy;/G. The proof of Theorem A.2 above provides this argument.
However, this appendix does not rely on Haefliger’s work and instead uses more
recent results about mapping spaces and evaluation maps.

Haefliger offers no detailed computation for the kernel of (A.1), and following
the steps outlined in [Hae78, Sect. 7] for n = 3 leads to a contradiction to his result
on page 154, so we do not know the origin of the mistake in [Hae78].
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