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ON SEQUENTIAL VERSIONS OF DISTRIBUTIONAL
TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY

EKANSH JAUHARI

ABSTRACT. We define a (non-decreasing) sequence {dTCy,(X)};,>2 of higher
versions of distributional topological complexity (dTC) of a spaT:o X intro-
duced by Dranishnikov and Jauhari [DJ]. This sequence generalizes dTC(X)
in the sense that dTC2(X) = dTC(X), and is a direct analog to the classical
sequence {TC(X)}m>2. We show that like TCpn and dTC, the sequential
versions dTC,, are also homotopy invariants. Also, dTC,,(X) relates with
the distributional LS-category (dcat) of products of X in the same way as
TCm (X) relates with the classical LS-category (cat) of products of X. On one
hand, we show that in general, dTC,, is a different concept than TC,, for each
m > 2. On the other hand, by finding sharp cohomological lower bounds to
dTC,, (X), we provide various examples of closed manifolds X for which the
sequences {TCp (X)}m>2 and {dTChm (X)}m>2 coincide.

1. INTRODUCTION

In robotics, an autonomously functioning mechanical system, such as a robot,
is typically required to move from a specified initial position to a specified desired
position inside a configuration space in the most optimal way possible. By optimal,
we mean with the least possible number of instabilities or discontinuities of motion.
This is a motion planning problem whose input is the positions and output is the
motion of the system between them. In many practical situations, to obtain a
more precise and controlled motion, such a system is additionally required to pass
through a fixed number of intermediate positions at some specified timestamps.
This adds more constraints to the motion planning problem.

This paper is motivated by the following sequential motion planning problem.
Given an autonomous mechanical system with configuration space X, a number
m > 2, and positions z1,Za, ..., Ty, in X, we want to construct a “nice” algorithm
to get from z; to z,, via the m — 2 intermediate positions zs, ..., z,,—1 attained
in that order for each ordered tuple (z1,z2,...,2m,) € X™. While studying this
problem for m = 2, M. Farber [Farl] introduced the notion of the topological com-
plezity of a space X, denoted TC(X), as the minimal degree of instability of motion
planning algorithms for systems whose configuration space is X. This notion was
generalized for each m > 2 in a natural way by Y. B. Rudyak [Ru] to the m'"
sequential topological complezity of the space, denoted TC,,(X).
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In a recent joint work with A. Dranishnikov [DJ], we considered this problem
for the case m = 2 for some advanced autonomous systems, such as robots like
Terminator 2, that can break into a finite number of pieces at the initial position
so that all the pieces travel independently to the desired final position where they
reassemble back into the system. For such systems, the notion of the distributional
topological complexity of a space X, denoted dTC(X ), was introduced in [DJ] as the
minimal number of pieces into which the system needs to break to be able to perform
a continuous motion between all possible pairs of positions in the configuration
space X. For such advanced systems, dTC seems to be an improvement of TC.
In this paper, we consider the generalized problem for m > 2 and introduce a
natural generalization of dTC, namely the m!" sequential distributional topological
complezity, denoted dTC,,, which, we think, offers a better solution to the above
sequential motion planning problem for some advanced autonomous systems.

1.A. Planning a sequential motion. Consider an advanced autonomous system
that is required to reach a position x; € X at a time ¢; € [0,1] for each 1 <i < m,
where t; < t;+1. The idea for the sequential motion of the system is as follows.

(1) At time t;, the system breaks into finitely many weighted pieces at the
initial position ;. All the pieces travel independently for time to — ¢1 to
reach position xo at time to.

(2) At time to and position x2, all the pieces reassemble back into the system.
Then, the system breaks again at zo2 into the same number of pieces having
the same weights. These pieces travel to reach x3 at time t3.

(3) The process continues like this, where the system breaks into the same
number of pieces having the same weights at time ¢; and position z;, the
pieces travel independently to reach x;4+1 at t;41, where they reassemble
into the system, and then the system breaks again in the same manner.

(4) Finally, the pieces reach the final position x,, at time t,, where they re-
assemble into the system at last.

We assume that our system above has weight 1, i.e., the sum of the non-negative
weights of the pieces involved is 1.

The “weights of the pieces” represent the percentage of the portion of the orig-
inal system in the corresponding pieces. For example, if the weights are 0.23,0.16,
and 0.61, then the system breaks into pieces whose capacities/weights are 23%, 16%,
and 61% of its original capacity/weight. In another sense, the “weight of a piece”
represents the probability that at a given instance, the system is moving/traveling
through that particular piece.

The input for our system is an ordered m-tuple of positions. Note that we
require our system to first analyze the m positions and then decide the weighted
pieces it needs for a continuous motion between those m positions in the given
order by the process of repetitive breaking and reassembling. This is different,
less chaotic, and better than letting the system decide its weighted pieces at each
individual ¢; to travel between x; and x;4; for each 1 <i <m — 1.

Let n > 1 be the maximum number of pieces that the system can break into
while traveling between all possible ordered m-tuples of positions in X. If no such n
exists, we conclude that the system is extremely complicated for practical purposes
and we say that its corresponding sequential distributional topological complexity
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is infinite. Such a case is hardly found in real-world situations and is therefore less
interesting, both from a physical as well as a theoretical point of view.

1.B. Continuous motion planning algorithm. Let T = (z1,...,2,;,) € X™ be
an ordered m-tuple. We define an n-distributed m-sequence of T to be an unordered
collection of n paths ¢; in X, with respective non-negative weights A;, such that

(1) the sum of the weights is 1, i.e., >27_; A; = 1, and
(2) for each 1 < j < n, we have ¢;(t;) = x; for all 1 <i <m.

Hence, the desired sequential motion planning algorithm is a continuous assign-
ment of each T € X™ to an n-distributed m-sequence of , which is an unordered
probability distribution. This is in contrast to Farber’s algorithm [Far2, Section 12]
for m = 2 whose output is an ordered probability distribution.

The continuous algorithm we seek for the above problem is a natural general-
ization of the one for m = 2 from [DJ] in the following sense. For a metric space
Z, let B(Z) denote the set of probability measures on Z and

B,.(Z) = {n € B(Z) | |supp(u)| < n}

denote the space of probability measures on Z supported by at most n points,
equipped with the Lévy—Prokhorov metric [Pr]. If 4 € B,,(Z), then

W= Z Az,

2€FCZ, |F|<n

where A\, > 0and Y A, =1, and supp(p) = {z € Z | A\, > 0}. Let Z = P(X) =
{f1f:]0,1] = X} be the path space of X with the compact-open topology, and
let

P@)={fePX)| f(t;)=z; forall 1 <i:<m}

for any T € X™. Then B, (P(Z)) is the space of all n-distributed m-sequences of
T. The desired m-navigation algorithm for an advanced system with configuration
space X is then a continuous map

Sm s X™ = B, (P(X))

such that s, (%) € B, (P (7)) for all T € X™.

We note that the breaking of the system into n pieces while traveling is like an
nth degree discontinuity of its motion. Since we are looking for the most optimal
algorithm, we want to minimize this number n. This gives us the notion of the m®"
sequential distributional topological complexity of a space X, denoted dTC,,(X).

1.C. About this paper. At this stage, we mention that typically, one takes
)

t; = “1 fran 1<i<m,
m—1

as in [Ru], [LS]. So, in this paper, we will take t; = (i — 1)/(m — 1) to get equally-
timed motions and we will prove all our results for these ¢;. Thus, the sequential
distributional topological complexity is discussed in this paper only in this sense.
However, we note that with minor modifications, suitable analogs of most of our
statements and results from Sections 3, 4, and 6 will also hold for any arbitrary
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t; € 10,1], satisfying ¢; < t;41 for all 1 <4 < m — 1, in case of a more general,
parametrized motion discussed, for example, in [CFW] and [FP].

In this paper, we are considering the normalized version of TC,, in the sense
that if X is a contractible space, then TC,,(X) = 0 for all m > 2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we set the ground for our paper
and recall the notion and characterization of the classical sequential topological
complexity, TC,,, for m > 2. In Section 3, we formally define sequential versions,
dTC,,, of distributional topological complexity for m > 2, prove their homotopy
invariance, generalize results for dTC to dTC,,, and compare these new numerical
invariants dTC,,(X) for a space X with TC,,(X) and dcat of X™~ ! and X™.
Section 4 is devoted to finding sharp lower bounds to dTC,,(X) in Alexander—
Spanier cohomology, using the cohomology of the symmetric products of X™, in a
way slightly different from the one used to bound dTC(X) from below in [DJ]. In
Section 5, we formally define the notion of the distributional sectional category of
a fibration, prove its homotopy invariance, and characterize dTC,, and dcat from
that perspective. In Section 6, we rigorously prove that dTC,,11(X) and dcat(X™)
agree for all path-connected CW H-spaces X for all m > 1. Finally, Section 7
involves explicit computations and estimates of dTC,, for various classes of closed
manifolds, thereby extending some known computations for dTC.

When the author finished writing this paper, he learned about the draft [KW],
which introduces the notions of analog LS-category (acat) and analog sequential
topological complexity (ATC,,) of topological spaces with a different motivation
and presents some interesting results, particularly for aspherical spaces. [KW] con-
jectured that their invariants (defined for compactly generated Hausdorff spaces)
coincide with the distributional invariants on metrizable spaces. In this paper, we
take a step in that direction and prove in Section 8 that the distributional invariants
give a sharp lower bound to the respective analog invariants on metrizable spaces.
In particular, dcat(X) < acat(X) and dTC,,(X) < ATC,,(X) for all m > 2. This is
especially relevant because, unlike the case of dcat and dTC,,, no non-trivial lower
bounds to acat and ATC,,, are known in general (even for finite CW complexes) at
the time this paper was written. Using our computations from this paper, we also
find the sequences {ATC,,(X)}>2 for some closed manifolds X.

2. PRELIMINARIES

All the topological spaces considered in this paper are path-connected metric
spaces. First, we prove an easy result that will be used in the subsequent sections.
For any X, m > 2, and a; € (1,00) such that a; > a;41 for all 1 <i<m — 2, let

T (X) = {(f1s-- s Jin) € (PCOY™ | £i(1) = fia (0) for all 1 < i <m— 1}

and 6, : T,,(X) — P(X) be defined as 0., (f1,..., fm) = f1 %+ * fm, where

fi(ast) 0<t< kb

fa (2m0) L<i<d
(fix-x fm) (t) = ; :

fruon (et} o <y <

fn (st s St
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2.1. Lemma. The map 0,, is continuous for each m > 2.

Proof. Let us take some f = (f1,..., fm) € T (X) and any sub-basis neighborhood
U C P(X) of 0,,(f). By definition of the compact-open topology, U = (K, W) =
{y € P(X) | v(K) c W} for some compact K C I and open W C X. Define sets
K= {alt | te KN [O, 1/&1]},

Km:{w ‘ teKﬂ[ 1 ,1}}7
1—am-1 Am—1

and for all 2 <i < m — 1 the sets

P CHCSTES Y PP A 1§

Aj—1 — a5 ai—1 G4

It is easy to see that the sets K; are compact for each 1 < i < m. Therefore,

=1

is open in Tp,,(X). For any (Fi,...,Fy) € Ty (X), by definition, F; € (K;, W) for
all 1 <i<mif and only if Fy x---x F},, € (K,W). Hence, V is a neighborhood of
fand 6, (V) C U. Thus, 6,, is continuous at f € T,,(X). O

Let us now recall the classical definitions of the Lusternik—Schnirelmann cate-
gory [Ja], [CLOT] and the sequential topological complexity [Farl], [Ru] of a space.

The Lusternik—Schnirelmann category (LS-category) of a space X, denoted
cat(X), is the minimal number n such that there is a covering {U;} of X by n +1
open sets each of which is contractible in X.

For given m > 2, the m** sequential topological complexity of a space X, denoted
TC,(X), is the minimal number n such that there is a covering {U;} of X™ by
n + 1 open sets over each of which there is a continuous map s; : U; — P(X) such
that for each T = (z1,...,2m) € U; C X™, 5;(T)(t;) =z, forall 1 < j < m.

We also recall the definition of distributional LS-category [DJ] of a space. Recall
that a space X is called k-contractible to a point g € X if there is a continuous
map H : X — Bi(P(X)) satisfying H(z) € Bi(P(x,x0)) for all z € X.

The distributional LS-category of a space X, denoted dcat(X), is the minimal
number n such that X is (n + 1)-contractible to some fixed basepoint zy € X.

2.A. Ganea—Schwarz’s approach to TC,,. Let p : F — B be a fibration. For
any n > 1, the iterated fiberwise join of n-copies of E along p, denoted *% E, is
defined as the space

*p B = {Xn: Ai€;
i=1

where each element is a formal ordered linear combination of elements such that all
terms where A\; = 0 are dropped. Similarly, the iterated fiberwise join of m-copies
of p, denoted *; p : ¥ £ — B, is defined as the fibration

*%p (Z Aﬁi) =D (61')

i=1

ezeE; ZAZZIa)\’L zovp(el)_p(ej)}7
i=1
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for any ¢ with \; > 0. Now, we recall the notion of the sectional category, also
known as the Schwarz genus, of a fibration.

The sectional category of a fibration p : E — B, denoted secat(p), is the minimal
number n such that the fibration *%J“lp : *%H FE — B admits a section.

Let us fix some m > 2. Given a space X, let 72X : P(X) — X™ be the fibration
defined by 7% () = (¢(t1), d(ta),...,d(tm)). Let us denote the space *%h! P(X)
by G, (X) and the fibration 45! m.X by T - Then the following theorem gives
the Ganea—Schwarz characterization of sequential topological complexity.

2.2. Theorem ([Sch]). For any X, TC,,(X) < n if and only if the fibration
Wﬁyn (Oman(X) = X

admits a section.

Hence, TC,,(X) = secat(r:X) for any space X.

2.B. Cohomological lower bounds of TC,,. The cup-length of a space X with
coefficients in a ring R (or alternatively, the cup-length of the cohomology ring
H*(X; R)) is the maximal length k of a non-zero cup product oy — -+ — a # 0
of cohomology classes «; of positive dimensions. Let A : X — X" be the diagonal
map that induces A* : H*(X™; R) — H*(X;R). The elements of Ker(A*) are
called the m'" zero-divisors of X. Then the cup-length of the ideal of the mt"
zero-divisors of X is a sharp lower bound of TC,,(X), see [Ru], [BGRT].

We note that this lower bound can be obtained from a more general result of
A. S. Schwarz [Sch].

3. SEQUENTIAL DISTRIBUTIONAL TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY

Given a metric space Z, we equip B, (Z) with the Lévy—Prokhorov metric [Pr]
(see also [DJ, Section 3.1]) as mentioned in the introduction. We focus on the case
Z = P(X) when X is a path-connected metric space.

We recall that for any T = (z1,...,2m) € X™, a k-distributed m-sequence of T
is an unordered collection of k£ weighted paths ¢; in X such that for each 1 < j < k,
¢;j(t;) = x; for all 1 < i < m, where the weights are non-negative and the sum of
the weights is 1. Here, we have t; = (i — 1)/(m — 1) for each 1.

3.1. Definition. A k-distributed m-navigation algorithm on a space X is a contin-
uous map

Sm : X™ — Bi(P(X))

that satisfies s,, (%) € Bi(P(T)) for all T € X™, in the notations of Section 1.B.

3.2. Definition. For a given m > 2, the m!" sequential distributional topological

complezity, or alternatively, the m!"* higher distributional topological complexity of
a space X, denoted dTC,,(X), is the minimal number n such that X admits an
(n + 1)-distributed m-navigation algorithm.

Each of the following results generalizes the respective statements for dTC
proved in [DJ, Section 3].

3.3. Proposition. For each m > 2, dTC,,, is a homotopy invariant.
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Proof. Let us fix some m > 2. Let f : X — Y be a homotopy domination with
a continuous right homotopy inverse g : ¥ — X. We only need to prove that
dTC,,(Y) < dTC,,(X). Since fg ~ 1y, there exists a homotopy h : ¥ — P(Y)
defined as h(y) = hy for each y € Y, where hy(0) = y and hy,(1) = fg(y). Let
dTCp,(X) =n and

Smt X™ = Bpi1(P(X))

be an (n + 1)-distributed m-navigation algorithm on X. Let f induce a continuous
map fu : Bpy1(P(X)) = Bpy1(P(Y)) due to the functoriality of B,+1. Then the
composition

fesm g™ Y™ = Bupa (P(Y))

maps each T € Y™ to an (n + 1)-distributed m-sequence of the ordered m-tuple

[ @) = {f9(y),. -, fa(ym)}. Let smg™(F) = > Ap¢. For each such path
¢ € supp(smg™ (7)), we write ¢ = {d1,..., dm—1}, where

bi(s) = ¢ (SmL__ll)

for each 1 < i <m — 1. So, ¢; is a path in X from ¢(y;) to g(yi+1). Using these
paths and the homotopy h, let us define

(;: (hyl f(bl Eyz) * (huz f¢2 EUS) *oeeex (hym—l 'f¢m—1 'Eym)7

where - denotes the usual concatenation of paths and x denotes concatenation
done using the map 6,,_1 from Lemma 2.1 with a; = 1/t;41 = (m — 1)/i for
all 1 <i <m —2. Then the continuous map o,, : Y™ — B, 11(P(Y)) defined by

owm@= > Mo
¢ € supp(smg™(¥))

is an (n + 1)-distributed m-navigation algorithm on Y. Therefore, we obtain the
inequality dTC,,(Y) <n =dTC,,(X). O

The following proposition is straightforward (see [DJ, Proposition 3.10] for a
proof in the special case m = 2).

3.4. Proposition. For each m > 2, dTC,,(X) < TC,,(X).
3.5. Proposition. For each m > 2, dcat(X™™ 1) < dTC,,(X).

Proof. Let dTC,,(X) = n. Then there exists an (n + 1)-distributed m-navigation

algorithm on X, say
Sm  X™ = B (P(X)).

For a fixed basepoint zg € X, let J,,, : X™ ! < X™ be the map
J(l‘l, . ,l'm_l) = (l‘l, . ,l'm_l,xo).

Let ¥ = (21,...,Zm—1) and s, J(Z) = > Ap¢p. For each such ¢ € supp(smJ (7)),
we can write ¢ = (¢1,...,Pm—1), where

(s o (DY)

m—1
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for each 1 < i < m — 1. Then ¢/(0) = 7 and ¢/(1) = 7o = (w0,...,20) € X™ L.
So, the continuous map oy, : X™ 1 — B, 11(Po(X™ 1)) defined by

om(T) = > A &
¢ € supp(sm J(T))
is an (n + 1)-contraction of X™~! to 7. Hence, dcat(X™ 1) <n =dTC,(X). O
3.6. Proposition. For each m > 2, dTC,,(X) < dcat(X™).
Proof. Let dcat(X™) = n and let us have an (n + 1)-contraction
H: X™ = Bpa(Po(X™))

of X™ to its fixed basepoint (z9,...,2%). For some T = (x1,...,2m,) € X™, let

s m

H(T) = > A\po. Since ¢ € supp(H(T)) C Po(X™), we can consider
a; = proj; ¢ € P(X),

so that a;(0) = x; and a;(1) = 2? for all 1 <i < m. Here, proj, : X™ — X is the
projection map onto the i coordinate. Let us fix a path v; € P(X) from z¥ and
x?H for each 1 <3 <m — 1. Define

o~

= (a1 -7 Q) * (a2 -y2 -@3) % * (Qn—1"Vm—-1"Tm),

where % is the concatenation via the map 6,,_; with a; = 1/t;41 = (m — 1)/i for
all 1 < i <m —2. Then the continuous map o, : X™ — B, +1(P(X)) defined by

om(@ = Y Ao &
¢ € supp(H(z))

is an (n + 1)-distributed m-navigation algorithm on X. Therefore, we obtain
dTCp(X) < n = dcat(X™). O

The following statement justifies that {dTC,,(X)}>2 is a non-decreasing se-
quence for any fixed space X.

3.7. Proposition. For each m > 2, dTC,,,(X) < dTCpp1(X).

Proof. The inequality dTC,,(X) < dcat(X™) < dTC,41(X) follows directly from
Propositions 3.5 and 3.6. (|

We note that Proposition 3.7 can also be proven directly.

3.8. Proposition. For any m > 2, max{dTC,,(X),dTC,(Y)} < dTC,(X xY)
for any given spaces X and Y.

Proof. Let us fix some b € Y and define J™ : X™ — (X x Y)™ by
J™ (I17x27"'axm) = ((Ilab)v(CCva)v"'7(‘rm7b))'

Let us denote T = (z1,...,%m). Let dTC,,,(X xY) = n with an (n+ 1)-distributed
m-navigation algorithm

Sm (X X Y)™ = Bpi1(P(X x )
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on X xY. Let 8, J™(T) =D A If v: P(X xY) — P(X) is defined as

V(f) = proj, f,
then it induces a map v* : B,11(P(X X Y)) — Bp+1(P(X)) by functoriality of
Bp+1. Hence, 0,y = v s, J™ : X™ — B, 11(P(X)) defined as
om(T) = > Ag Projy ¢
¢ € supp(smJ™(T))

is an (n 4 1)-distributed m-navigation algorithm on X. This gives us the inequal-
ity dTC,,(X) < n = dTC,(X x Y). By similar arguments, the other inequality
dTCp(Y) <n=dTC,,(X xY) follows. O

3.9. Proposition. For anym >2 andn > 1, dTC,,(RP™) < om—=1_ 1.

Proof. Fix somen > 1 and let X = RP™. Recall that dTC(X) =dTCy(X) =1 due
to [DJ, Example 3.13] with a 2-distributed 2-navigation algorithm

H:X x X — By(P(X)).

Let us fix some m > 3. Given T = (x1,...,2Tmy) € X™, for each 1 <i <m —1, we
let
H (zi,xi1) = b; &} + b7 67,

where b} + b7 = 1, ¢1(0) = z; = ¢7(0), and ¢} (1) = 241 = ¢7(1). Consider

gyt xx g € PX),

where k; € L = {1,2} for each 1 < i < m — 1, and x denotes concatenation done
via the map 60,1 with a; = 1/tj41 = (m —1)/j for all 1 < j <m — 2. Then the
continuous map Sy, : X™ — Bom-1(P(X)) defined by

=PI SRS S S Y R P

ki€L ka€L km—1€L

is an (2™~ — 1)-distributed m-navigation algorithm on X. Hence, we obtain the
inequality dTC,,(RP") < 2m~1 —1. 0

The same technique gives the following crude upper bound for any space X.
3.10. Proposition. For any m > 2, dTC,,(X) < (dTC(X) +1)™~1 —1.

For m = 2 and X = RP", this upper bound is sharp in view of [DJ, Example
3.13] for each n > 1. Using Proposition 3.4, we obtain

dTCp (RP™) < TC,, (RP™) < cat((RP™)™) = mn.

For a fixed m > 2, this upper bound is linear in n. So, our bound from Proposi-
tion 3.9, which is independent of n, is significantly better when n is large. However,
using the analog invariants, we will improve this upper bound in Section 8.A.
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3.11. Remark. Let us fix some m > 3. Due to Proposition 3.9, we obtain for all
n> (2™t —1)/(m — 2) that

TC,(RP") —dTC,,,(RP™) > cat((RP™)™ ') — dTC,,(RP™)
>nm—1)— 2™ 1 —1)>n.
For m =2 and any n > 1, we get
TC(RP™) —dTC(RP™ ) > cat(RP") —dTC(RP™ ) > n.

Hence, the gap between TC,,(X) and dTC,,(X) can be arbitrarily large for each
m > 2. So, in particular, dTC,, is a different notion than TC,, for each m > 2 and
the inequality in Proposition 3.4 can be strict for all m > 2.

Since dTC,, is a homotopy invariant, for a discrete group I', we can define
dTCp, (') :=dTC,,(BT'), where BI' = K(T', 1) is a classifying space of the universal
cover of spaces having I" as their fundamental group. In view of Proposition 3.9, we
get dTC,,(Za) = dTC,,,(RP>) < 2™~1 —1. This upper bound will also be improved
using the analog invariants in Section 8.A.

3.12. Remark. We note that an analog of [FO, Theorem 2.1] does not hold in the
case of dTC,, for any m > 2, at least for groups with torsion. This is because for
I' = Z, since the subgroup K C Z5* (as defined in [FO, Theorem 2.1]) is finite,
cd(K) is infinite, where cd denotes the cohomological dimension [Br]. But on the
other hand, dTC,,(Z2) cannot exceed 2™~ — 1.

4. COHOMOLOGICAL LOWER BOUNDS

4.A. Symmetric products. For a space X and k > 1, its k** symmetric product
SP*(X) is defined as the orbit space of the action of the symmetric group Sy on
the product space X* by permutation of coordinates. In this section, we regard
each [r1,...,2;] € SP*(X) as a formal sum Y n;x;, where n; > 1 and > n; = k,
subject to the equivalence n1z + nox = (n1 + n2)z. So, n; denotes the number of
times x; appears in the unordered k-tuple [z1,...,z%]. Define §; : X — SP*(X)
as the diagonal inclusion x(z) = [z, z, ..., 2] = k.
The following result in singular cohomology will be very useful in Section 7.

4.1. Proposition ([DJ, Proposition 4.3]). For a finite simplicial complex X and any
k > 1, the induced homomorphism &} : H*(SP*(X); Q) — H*(X;Q) is surjective.

In this section, we regard X as the subspace of SP¥(X) under the diagonal
inclusion §; and use the term inclusion to refer to the map dy.

4.B. Lower bound for dTC,,.

4.2. Lemma. For any k > 1, SP*(P(X)) deforms to SP*(X).
Proof. Let ev : P(X) — X be defined as the evaluation fibration ev : ¢ — ¢(0).

Let f = SP*(ev) : SP*(P(X)) — SP*(X) be induced by ev due to functoriality
of the k' symmetric product SP¥. Define g : SP*(X) — SP*(P(X)) as

g[ala---vak] = [Cala'--acak]a
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where c,, denotes the constant path at a; € X. Clearly, fg = Lgpr(x). Finally,
define a map h : SP*(P(X)) x I — SP*(X) such that

h([¢1,. .- k], t) (s) = [¢1(s(1 = 1)), ..., dw(s(1 —1))]
for all s € [0,1]. Then h is a homotopy between 1gpx(p(x)) and gf. O

For fixed m > 2 and space X, the fibration m,, : P(X) — X™ defined in
Section 2.A induces by functoriality ¢, = SP™(n,,) : SP™(P(X)) — SP™(X™)
for each n > 1. Let 9, : X™ — SP™(X™) be the diagonal inclusion in the above
sense. Consider the following pullback diagram.

Dy —2—= SP™(P(X))

(4'3*) ani CnJ(

xm 2y gprl(xm)

Here, for ¢t; = (j — 1)/(m — 1), we have
Dn,m = {((Il, Ce. ,CCm) s [lea .. .,(bm]) | le(tj) = .Ij fOI‘ all 1 S j S m},

and o, is the canonical projection, the pullback of (, along 9,.

4.3. Lemma. IfdTC,,(X) < n, then there exist sets Ay, Aa, ..., A, that cover X™
and over each of which o, has a section.

Proof. Since dTC,,(X) < n, there exists an n-distributed m-navigation algorithm
Sm : X™ = B, (P(X))
on X™. For each 1 < i < n, define
A ={Z=(z1,...,2m) € X™ | |supp(sm(T))| = i}.
We define a continuous mapping H; : A; — SP™(P(X)) as
(@) = 2.
( ) ¢ € su%sm(i)) ! ¢

For each T € X™, see that (,H;(T) = n!T € SP™(X™). Hence, (,H; = 0,. So,
the following diagram commutes.

(4.b) Dyom —2— SP™(P(X))

J{U n J/Cn

Ay =2 SPr(X™)

Here, 7; : A; — Dy, 1, exists due to the universal property of pullback and we have
onTi = La,. So, we have found a section of ¢,, over each A;. O
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For a fixed m > 2, let A : X — X™ be the diagonal map and let the map
A, : SP™(X) — SP™(X™) be induced from A by functoriality of SP™. We use
an idea from [Farl, Theorem 7] and [Sh, Section 2] to prove the following result in
Alexander—Spanier cohomology [Sp].

4.4. Theorem. Suppose that af € H* (SP™(X™); R), 1 <i < n, for some ring R
and k; > 1, are cohomology classes such that A (o) = 0. Let o; be their images
under the induced homomorphism 0} such that a1 — ag — --- — an # 0. Then,

dTCp(X) > n.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram.

H*(SP™(P(X)); R)
(4.c) L‘J* ¢
H*(SP™(X); R) ¢—— H*(SP™(X™); R)

Due to Lemma 4.2, g* is an isomorphism. So, in particular, Ker(A*) C Ker({}).
Suppose that dTC,,(X) < n. Then from Lemma 4.3, there exists a cover {A4;} ,
of X™ such that o, has a section 7; over each 4,, i.e., 0,75 = 14,. Due to this and
Diagram 4.a, the following diagram commutes for each 1 <7 < n.

HY (A R) 7= H (D, 3 R)

T

(4.d) Taz, T“*

HS(SP™(X™); R) — H*(SP™(P(X)): R)

Clearly, 7707 = Lpk;(a,;r). Therefore, o) is injective. Since Aj(af) = 0, we get
¢ (af) =0, and thus,

a*((u(af)) = 0,(9,(a7)) = 0.
Now, because o is injective, 9% () = 0. From the long exact sequence of the pair
(SP™(X™), A;) in Alexander—Spanier cohomology,

o HM(SPM(X™), A R) 2 HY (SPM(X™): R) 25 HY (A R) — - -

there exists af € HF (SP™(X™), A;; R) such that jf(af) = af. Further, let
Or(af) =@; € Hk(X™, A;; R). For j and j' denoting the sums of maps j; and j/,
respectively, and k = > k;, we get the following commutative diagram.

Hk(Xm;R) <L HE (Xm,U?:l Ai§R)

() T o o

H* (SP™(X™); R) «Z— H* (SP™(X™), U, As; R)

The cup product af — --- — af in the bottom-right goes to the non-zero cup
product o — -+ — a, # 0 in the top-left. But in the process, it factors through
@) — - — a, € H*(X™,X™; R) = 0. This is a contradiction. Hence, we must
have dTC,,(X) > n. O
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We note that the reason we work in Alexander—Spanier cohomology in Theo-
rem 4.4 is that the sets A; defined in Lemma 4.3 need not be open or closed in
SP™(X™). So, (SP™(X™), A;) may not be a good pair in the sense of [Hal.

4.5. Remark. If X is a locally finite CW complex, then Theorem 4.4 for m = 2
is recovered from [DJ, Theorem 4.12] due to the fact that the Alexander—Spanier
cohomology groups coincide with the singular cohomology groups for locally finite
CW complexes [Sp], and the following commutative diagram.

H*(SP™(X?); R) = H* (SP™(X); R)

(4.) a;i l

H* (X*R) —2&—— H*(X;R)

Hence, A% (a}) = 0 implies that A*(a;) = 0, i.e., a; is a 2"¢ zero-divisor.
5. DISTRIBUTIONAL SECTIONAL CATEGORY
Let p: E — B be a Hurewicz fibration. For each n > 1, define a space
En(p) = | Bap™(2)) = {1 € Bu(E) | supp(p) C p~* (), x € B}

zeB

and a continuous map B, (p) : E,(p) — B such that
Bn(p)(1) =« whenever € B,(p~'(2)).

5.1. Proposition ([DJ, Proposition 5.1]). The mapping B, (p) : E,(p) — B is a
Hurewicz fibration.

5.2. Definition. Given a fibration p : E — B, its distributional Schwarz genus, or
alternatively, its distributional sectional category, denoted dsecat(p), is the minimal
number n such that B,41(p) : Fnt1(p) — B admits a section.

5.3. Proposition. dsecat is a homotopy invariant.

Proof. Given fibrations p: E — B and ¢ : Z — C and the following commutative
diagram where the horizontal maps are homotopy equivalences,

Z
f l
q

g
c

I

(5.a)

W=

I

/

g

we need to show that dsecat(p) = dsecat(q). For any k > 1, we first obtain fibrations
Bi(p) : Ex(p) = B and Bi(q) : Zr(q¢) — C by Proposition 5.1. The functoriality of
By gives a map fi : Bi(E) — Bi(Z) such that

£ (2 Ar) =D f ).

Let p =Y A\r € Be(p~!(x)) C Ex(p) for some z € B. So, supp(u) C p~*(x), which
means p(r) = x whenever A, > 0. Note that ¢(f(r)) = g(p(r)) = g(z) whenever
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A > 0. So, supp(£a()) C ¢~ (9(x)) and thus, f.(u) € Br(q~ (9(x))) © Zi(a).
Let F' denote the restriction of f. to Ey(p). Thus, F : Ex(p) — Zi(q) is defined.
Similarly, F’ : Z(q) — FEx(p) is obtained as the restriction of f. to Zp(q). If
w € B(p~(x)) C Ex(p) for some x € B, then

(Bk(q) F) (1) = g(z) = (9 Bx(p)) (1)-
Similarly, if ¥ € Br(q~(y)) C Zk(q) for some y € C, then

(Bi(p) F') (9) = ¢'(y) = (¢' B (q)) (9).

So, we get the following commutative diagram.

Ex(p) Fﬁ Z1(q)

’

(5.b) 5 (,,Q lB’““’)

Bﬁ/(}
g

Let dsecat(p) = n — 1. Then by definition, there exists a section s : B — Ej,(p) of
B,.(p). Consider Fsg' : C — Z,(q). See that

Bn(q)Fsg’ = gBn(p)sg’ = gg' ~ lc.
So, F'sg’ is a homotopy section of B, (q). Since B, (q) is a fibration, the homotopy
section F'sg’ gives a section of B,,(q). So, dsecat(q) < n — 1 = dsecat(p). Similarly,

if dsecat(q) = m — 1 and s’ : C — Z,,(q) is a section of B,,(g), then F’s'g helps
obtain a section of B,,(p). This gives dsecat(p) < m — 1 = dsecat(q). O

Let h : A — B be any continuous map. It has a fibrational substitute, say
pr : E — B. Since any two fibrational substitutes of a given continuous map are
fiberwise homotopy equivalent, using Proposition 5.3, we can define

dsecat(h) := dsecat (pp,) .

5.4. Remark. We can also define the distributional sectional category of group
homomorphisms between discrete groups. Let ¢ : I' — A be such a homomor-
phism. This gives a continuous map B¢ : BI' — BA that induces ¢ at the level of
fundamental groups. We define dsecat(¢) := dsecat(Bd).

5.A. For dTC,,. For m > 2, upon taking p = X, E = P(X), and B = X™,

m
and observing that an (n + 1)-distributed m-navigation algorithm on X produces

a section of the fibration B, y1(mX) and vice-versa, we get the following Ganea—
Schwarz-type characterization of dTC,,.

5.5. Proposition. Form > 2, dTC,,(X) <n if and only if the fibration
Boii(miy) : P(X)pga(m) = X™
admits a section.
Therefore, for any space X and m > 2, we conclude that
dTC,,(X) = dsecat (7, ) .

5.6. Remark. This realization provides an alternate proof of the homotopy invari-
ance of dTC,, (see Proposition 3.3) in light of Proposition 5.3.

If AX : X — X™ denotes the diagonal map, then since ;X is the fibrational
substitute of AX . we have dTC,,(X) = dsecat(A%).
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5.B. For dcat. A Ganea-Schwarz-type characterization of dcat(X) was provided
in [DJ, Proposition 5.3]. For any given m > 1, we now obtain a slightly different
characterization of dcat(X™) as follows. Let £&X : P(X) — X™ be the fibration

&x0)=(0(5) 0 (2) o (") o)

From this, we can form the fibration B,,41(¢X) 1 P(X)n11(£5) — X™. For some
fixed basepoint z¢ € X, let

Poy1(X) = {Z Ao € Buir(P(X)) ‘ %(0) = 2o when Ay > o} .

If Api1(X) = P(X)ps1(65) N Pry1(X), then we let the map Cpy1(£Y) denote
the restriction of the fibration B,,11(£Y) to the subspace A, 11(X). The following
statement generalizes [DJ, Proposition 5.3].

5.7. Proposition. For m > 1, dcat(X™) < n if and only if the map
Cot1 (&)  Ans1(X) — X
admits a section.

Proof. Let dcat(X™) < n. Then for a fixed basepoint Ty = (29,...,29) € X™,
there exists an (n + 1)-contraction

H: X" — BnJrl(Po(Xm))
of X™ to Tp. For T = (z1,...,2m) € X™, let H(T) =Y A\p¢. Let
Bi = proj; ¢ € P(X),
where ¢(t) = ¢(1 —t). Let v; € P(X) be a path from 2¥ to 2?,, for each i. Define
(5:[31*(31 v B2) % (By 2 Bs) ke x (Bt Ym-1"Bm)

where  is the concatenation via the map 6, in Lemma 2.1 with a; = i/m for all

1 <4 <m —1. Note that a(O) = 2, which we shall regard as the basepoint of X.
Finally, define K : X™ — B, 11(P(X)) as

K(T) = > Ao b
¢ € supp(H(T))

By definition, the range of K is contained in A, 1(X). Clearly, we have that
Cn1 (&) K = Lxm. Therefore, K is a section of Cp,41(£ ). For the converse, let

b X™ o A (X)

be a section of C,,41(£2X ), with a chosen basepoint zg € X. Let ¢(Z) = > A3¢. For
each such path ¢ € supp(¥)(Z)), we can define ¢’ = (¢1, P2, . . ., Pm ), where

Bils) = & (@)

m
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for each 1 < i < m. Then ¢'(0) = T and ¢'(1) = (xo,...,20) € X™. So, the
continuous map oy, : X™ — By41(Po(X™)) defined by

wm@= 3

¢ € supp(¥(7))
is an (n + 1)-contraction of X™ to (xq,...,x0). Hence, dcat(X™) < n. O
Therefore, for any space X and m > 1, it follows that
dcat(X™) = dsecat (&) .

For a fixed 2y € X, let Py(X) denote the space of paths that end at zo, and
let pg : Po(X) — X be the fibration that evaluates each path at ¢ = 0. Then, in
particular for m = 1, we have dcat(X) = dsecat(£;) = dsecat(py ).

5.8. Remark. This gives an alternate proof of the homotopy invariance of dcat
obtained in [DJ, Proposition 3.2].

Also, for the inclusion map tx : zg < X, we have dcat(X) = dsecat(tx). This
is in analogy with the fact that cat(X) = secat(tx), see [Ja], [CLOT].

5.C. A lower bound for dsecat. Let p : E — B be a continuous map and for
a fixed n > 1, let p, : SP™(E) — SP™(B) be induced by the functor SP™.
As in Section 4.A, we let 6, : B — SP™(B) be the diagonal inclusion. In light
of Schwarz’s cohomological lower bound [Sch] for secat(p), and motivated by the
analogy between the definitions of dsecat(p) and secat(p), we propose the following
generalization of Theorem 4.4 and [DJ, Theorem 4.7].

5.9. Conjecture. Suppose af € H*(SP™(B); R), 1 <i <n, for some ring R and
k; > 1, are cohomology classes such that pl(af) = 0. If oy are their images under
the induced homomorphism &) such that g — -+ — ay, # 0, then dsecat(p) > n.

6. FOR H-SPACES

6.1. Definition. A CW complex X is called a H-space if there exists a basepoint
e € X, called an identity of X, and a continuous map v : X x X — X, called a
product on X, such that v(z,e) =z = v(e,x) for all x € X.

For classical sequential topological complexity and LS-category, when a CW
complex X is a H-space, then TC,,11(X) = cat(X™) holds for all m > 1 [LS]. For
dTC and dcat, when X is a topological group, then dTC(X) = dcat(X) [DJ].

Here, using ideas from [LS, Theorem 1], we obtain the following generalization.

6.2. Theorem. If X is a H-space, then dTCp,41(X) = dcat(X™) for all m > 1.

Proof. Since X is a H-space, we have an identity element e € X and a product
v:X x X — X as above. Following the proof of [LS, Theorem 1], we obtain a
continuous map D : X x X — X such that proj, e D ~ proj,, where e is the product
in [X x X, X] induced by v and proj; : X x X — X are the projections onto the
it" coordinate. We define a continuous map f,, : X! — X™ as

fm (21,22, ...y 2m) = (D (z,21), D (z,22),...,D(x,2m)).
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Let dcat(X ™) = n. In the notations of Section 5.B, consider the following pullback.

Qm I -An+1 (X)

(G.a) QmJ/ lcnﬂ(gffb)
Xm+1 Sm xXm

Here, we regard e € X as the basepoint of X to form P,41(X), and thus A, 4+1(X).
By definition, the subset Q,, C X™*! x A, 11(X) is

O = {((x,xl,...,xm),ZA¢¢) ‘(b(())—e,(b(%) = D (z,1;) for a111gigm},

and ¢, is the projection onto X™*!. For each y € X and ¢ € P(X), we define a
path v(y,v) € P(X) such that v(y,v)(t) = v(y,¥(t)) for all t € I. Let us define a
continuous mapping 0., : @, — Bpt1(P(X)) as

O ((:E,;vl,...,xm),Z)\¢¢) = Z)\¢V(:v,¢).

Thus, applying the fibration B,,41(mm+1) from Section 5.A, we get the following:

Bri1(Tm+s1) Om ((x, Xlyeens Tm), Z )\¢,¢) = (z,v(z,D (z,21)),...,v (2, D (z,2))).
Now, as in [LS, Page 5], let us define maps p; : X™ " — X asp;(ai,...,amy1) = as,
and py; : X™ — X2 as pri(ay,...,ams1) = (a1,ai+1). Then
v(z,D(x,x;)) = (proj, @ D) p1i(z,x1,.. ., Tm)
and proj, pi1,; = Pi4+1. Since proj; ® D =~ proj,, we get
Bpi1(Tmi1) Om = (p1, (proj; @ D) p1,1; ..., (proj; D) p1.m) gm

=~ (p1,Projs P1,1,- - -, PrOja P1,m) Gm = (P1,P2, - - Pmt1) Gm = Gm-

S0, Bri1(Tmi1)Om =~ gm. Since dcat(X™) = n, there exists a section of C,, 1 (&),
say H : X™ — A,4+1(X), due to Proposition 5.7. Then we get the following
commutative diagram.

H fm

Xm+1

(G'b) Qm — A1 (X)

qu J{C'nJrl (51)7(7)

Xm+1 fm xXm

Here, s : X™ ! — @Q,, exists due to the universal property of the pullback and we
have 1 ym+1 = gms. Therefore,

Lxm+1r = gms = (But1(Tmt1) Om) 8 = Bui1(Tm+1) (Oms) .

Hence, ©,,s is a homotopy section of B, t1(mm41). But since Bpy1(mmt1) is a
fibration because of Proposition 5.1, O,,s gives a section of B, 11(mmyt1). So, by
Proposition 5.5, we get the inequality dTCy,41(X) < n = dcat(X™). The reverse
inequality dcat(X™) < dTC,4+1(X) follows from Proposition 3.5. O
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6.3. Remark. In view of Proposition 6.2, the lower bound of dTC,, in Proposi-
tion 3.5 is sharp for all m > 2.

6.4. Corollary. If G is a topological group, in particular a Lie group, then for all
m > 1, we have dTCp,41(G) = dcat(G™).

6.5. Example. For k = 1,3, and 7, we obtain dTC,,(S*) = dcat((S*)™ 1) =m —1
from Theorem 6.2 and [DJ, Proposition 6.7].

6.6. Example. For the n-torus 7", due to Theorem 6.2 and [DJ, Proposition 6.7],
dTC,,(T™) = dcat((S1)"™=V) = n(m —1).

Like in the case of [LS, Corollary 3.5] for classical invariants, it follows from
Theorem 6.2 that

dTCpn (X*) = deat(X*m=D) = dTCryy (X™7Y)
if X is a H-space. Thus, dTC(T?) = 2 =dTC3(S') and dTC4(T?) = 6 = dTC3(T?).
7. ESTIMATES AND COMPUTATIONS

Recall that Alexander—Spanier cohomology coincides with singular cohomology
on locally finite CW complexes [Sp]. Hence, for all the spaces discussed in this sec-
tion, Theorem 4.4 will hold in singular cohomology as well. So, from now onwards,
we will work only with the singular cohomology groups.

7.A. dTC,, of surfaces.

7.1. Proposition. If X is a closed orientable manifold, or if X is a closed non-
orientable surface of genus > 1, then dTCpp,(X) > m — 1 for all m > 2.

Proof. Let X € {M", Ny |n>1,g > 2}, where M™ is a closed orientable manifold
of dimension n and N, is a closed non-orientable surface of genus g. For m = 2,
the statement is obvious because X is not contractible. Let us fix some m > 3. Let

J— n X =M"forsomen>1
|1 :X =N, forany g >2

Clearly, H(X;Q) # 0. So, there exists some v € H%(X;Q) such that v # 0. Due
to Proposition 4.1, there exists w € H*(SP™~VY(X);Q) such that 9%,_,(w) = v,
where 91 1 X — S’P(m_l)!(X) is the diagonal embedding. For 1 < i < m,
let proj; : X™ — X be the projection onto the i*" coordinate. By functoriality,
we get r; = SPMm=D'(proj,) : SPm=DY(X™) — SP"=DYX). For brevity, let
Y = SPm-DY(X) and Z = SP(™~1D'(X™). Then for each i, the following diagram

commutes.

Y g Aty
(7.&) 8,,”,11\ o _ 11\ Tavnfl
proj; X A X

Here, 0, : X™ — Z is the diagonal embedding, A is the diagonal map, and
A1 = SPM~DYA). For each fixed 1 < i < m — 1, proj; and proj,, induce the
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map ¢; : H4(X;Q) ® HY(X;Q) — H*X™;Q), and similarly, r; and r,, induce
Y H(Y;Q) @ HY(Y;Q) — HYZ;Q) defined, respectively, as

¢i(x @ y) = proj; (x) — proj,(y) and  Yi(a®b) =17 (a) —rp,(b).

Let us denote ¢;(v @ v) by «; and ¢;(w @ w) by af. Then due to Diagram 7.a, we
have the following commutative diagram for each 1 <7 < m — 1.

w P w + af

: w—w=0

i ’ Arnfl
HYY;Q) e HY(Y;Q) —— HYZ;Q) —— H(Y;Q)
(7b) a:n,—leB a:n—ll (azil)*l a:n—ll
HY(X;Q) @ HY(X;Q) —— HY(X™ Q) — HY(X;Q)

w W w

VDU oy b v—v=20

On the top-right, w — w = 0 because the top (resp. bottom) row when restricted
to either of the components H¥(Y;Q) (resp. H%(X;Q)) is an isomorphism. Due
to [Ru, Proposition 3.5], we have

a1~ -~ Q1 # 0.

Hence, taking k; = d for all 1 < i < m — 1, we have o € H* (SP(Mm~DY(X™); Q)
as in the statement of Theorem 4.4. Therefore, dTC,,(X) > m — 1. O

7.2. Remark. In general, for any finite CW complex X for which H%(X;Q) # 0
for some d > 1, the above technique can be used to conclude dTC,,(X) > m — 1.

The following simple consequence generalizes Example 6.5.

7.3. Corollary. For any k> 1 and m > 2, dTC,,(S?*~1) =m — 1.
Proof. From [Ru, Section 4], TC,,(S?**~1) =m — 1. So, we obtain
m—1<dTC, (8?7 1) < TC(S* N =m—1
due to Propositions 7.1 and 3.4. (|

7.4. Remark. In view of Corollary 7.3, the lower bounds obtained in Theorem 4.4
and Proposition 7.1 are sharp for all m > 2. Also, the inequality in Proposition 3.6
can be strict for each m > 2: this is due to Corollary 7.3 and [DJ, Proposition 6.7].
Furthermore, the inequality in Proposition 3.7 can be strict, and {dTC,,(X)}m>2
can be a strictly increasing linear sequence.

The following statement for closed orientable surfaces ¥, of genus g > 2 gener-
alizes [DJ, Proposition 6.9] for all m, g > 2.

7.5. Proposition. For any m,g > 2, dTC,,(X,) = 2m.
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Proof. Let us fix some m,g > 2. Let a;,b; € H'(Z,;Q) be the generators for
1 < i < g such that a;b; = a;a; = bb; _Ofori;éjandaf:b?:(). Due to
Proposition 4.1, there exist af,bf € H'(SP®™'(Z,); Q) such that 95, (a}) = a;
and Ogm(bf) = b;. We take the projections proj; and let 7; = SPZ™)(proj,).
For brevity, take X = %,, ¥ = SP?™!($,) and Z = SPZ™' (L), For each
2 < i < m, let us define the maps ¢; : H'(X;Q) ® H'(X;Q) — Hl(Xm;Q) and
o, : H(Y;Q) e HY(Y;Q) — HY(Z;Q) as follows.

¢i(c ®d) = proji(c) —proj;(d) ~and  @i(u®v) = ry(u) -7 (v).

For each 2 < i < m, let a; = ¢;(a1 ®a1) and B; = ¢;(b1 Db1), and v1 = ¢a(az D az)
and v2 = ¢a(be @ b2). Similarly, let of = ®;(aT & a}) and BF = D,(b7 @ b7),
and 7 = Pa(al @ a3) and v5 = Po(bs @ b5). For each i, we have the following
commutative diagram.

H'(Y;Q)® H'(Y;Q) —— H'(Z;Q) 2> H'(Y;Q)
(7.c) o5, @ agml o l oz l
HI(X Q)@HI(X Q) — Hl(Xm Q) SN HI(X Q)

We note that (93" )*(af) = «; and (952)*(B8F) = Bi for all 2 < i < m, and
(6%)*(7;) = y; for j =1,2. Also, we have

A" () =a1—ar =0=0b1—by = A"(B;), A"(m1) =a2—az =0=0by—by = A%(72),

and g — - — oy —fr— = B = #0

due to the proof of [GGGHMR, Proposition 3.2]. Hence, by arguments similar to
those used in Proposition 7.1, we conclude that o, 3}, 7; € Ker(A3,,) for2 <i <m
and j = 1,2. Thus, the 2m cohomology classes are as in Theorem 4.4. Therefore,
we have dTC,,(2,) > 2m. But TC,,(2,) = 2m by [GGGHMR, Proposition 3.2].
Hence, dTC,, (X, ) = 2m follows from Proposition 3.4. O

7.B. dTC,, of spheres and their products.
7.6. Proposition. For any k> 1 and m > 2, dTCm(SQk) =m

Proof. Let u € H?*(S%;Q) such that u # 0. By Proposition 4.1, there exists
w € H*(SP™(S*);Q) such that 97 (w) = u. For each 1 < i < m, we let
r; = SP™(proj;) for the projection maps proj;. For X = S?¥ define a map

¢ éH%(X;@ — H*(X™ Q)
i=1
using the homomorphisms proj; as
d(a1 B DB ap) @ proj; (a;) — projr, (am) .
Again, we let Y = SP™(X) and Z = SP™(X™). Similarly, define a map

v P H*Y;Q - H*Z;Q)
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using the homomorphisms r} as

m—1

G @ B bw) = ED i (b)) — 5 (b

=1

Let a=¢(u®---@ud(m—1)u) and a* =p(wd--- P wd (m — 1)w). Then we
get the following commutative diagram.

(7.d)
D" we (m—Dw a* (m—1w—(m—-—1Nw=0
DL, HH(Y;Q) — HH(2,Q) —2—— H(Y;Q)
o, 2. | o | .|
D, H(X5Q) —2— HH(X™:Q) —2—— H*(X;Q)
@ﬁ;lu@(m—l)u= a (m—1u—(m—-1Du=0

Clearly, (")*(a*) = a.. Due to the computations done in [Ru, Section 4], o™ # 0.
Therefore, taking k; = 2k and o = o* for all 1 < i < m in the statement of
Theorem 4.4, we get dTC,,(S?*) > m. But TC,,(S?*) = m due to [Ru, Section 4].
Hence, dTC,,(5%F) = m follows from Proposition 3.4. O

For cases g = 0,1, since Y9 = S? and ¥; = T2, we have from Proposition 7.6
and Example 6.6, respectively, that dTC,,(X¢) = m and dTC,,(21) = 2(m — 1).

7.7. Remark. In view of Proposition 7.6 and [DJ, Proposition 6.7], the upper
bound of dTC,,, in Proposition 3.6 is sharp for all m > 2. Also, the inequalities in
Propositions 3.5 and 7.1 can be strict for all m > 2.

Example 6.6 is recovered from the following more general result which, in par-
ticular, extends [DJ, Proposition 6.8] to finite products of spheres.

7.8. Proposition. For anym > 2 andn > 1,

dTC,, (H S’“J‘) =n(m—1)+1,,
j=1

where 1y, is the number of k; that are even.

Proof. For n = 1, this holds due to Corollary 7.3 and Proposition 7.6. Here, we
prove this result for n = 2. Let us fix some m > 2 and take X = Sk1 % Sk2 For
j = 1,2, define a map m; : X — Ski as the projection onto the j** coordinate,
A Ski <y (Skﬂ')m as the diagonal embedding, and for each 1 < t < m, define
a map p{ . (Skym — S5 as the projection onto the t** copy of S*i. For each t,
define ry = p; x p? : X™ = (Sk1)m x (Sk2)m 5 Gk x §k2 = X Let

m : kj is even m  :kj; is even
d] = . a.nd ej = .
m—1 :k;isodd 2 :kj;isodd
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Let d = dy +dy. Define d: X — Y and 9,, : X™ — Z as the diagonal embeddings,
where Y = SP¥(X) and Z = SP¥(X™). Define R/ = SP¥(r!): Z — Y. For
each j = 1,2 and all 1 < t < m, let (projl)* : H¥i (S%;Q) — H¥ ((S*)™;Q) be
the maps induced by the projections proj{ : (ki)™ — S*i. For each fixed j = 1,2,
we define homomorphisms

¢! - P HY (S;Q) — HY ((S*)™; Q)
t=1
forall 1 <i <d; as

+—1 (Projy — (proj?,)* (am) :kj is even
(@at>—{@ H(projt)” (ar) = (prof,)” (am)

(proj])* (a1) — (proj},)* (az) . k; is odd

So, if k; is even, then the m number of homomorphisms (bf are all the same as the
homomorphism ¢ from Proposition 7.6. Choose u; € H*i (S%; Q) such that u; # 0.
Then, it follows from Diagrams 7.b and 7.d (depending on the parity of k;) that

(7.e) (A}Wb{) <8é91 u; @ (e — 1)%‘) =(e;—Duj—(ej —1u; =0

for each ¢ and j. In the same spirit, for each j = 1,2, we define homomorphisms

ol EBH’“ (X;Q) = H" (X™ Q)

t=1
forall 1 <i<d; as

@b _ @t L (be) — 7, (b)) : Ky s even
t T (b)) — 5, (b2) : kj is odd
Finally, we for each fixed j = 1, 2, we define homomorphisms
69 HY(Y;Q) = HY(Z:Q)
forall 1 <i<d; as
@Zt - PRy (20) — R, (2m) Ky is even
R (z1) — Ry, (22) 1 k; is odd

Let n = SP¥#(A; x Ag) :Y — Z. Then for any fixed j € {1,2}, the following
diagram commutes for each 1 < i < d;.

S HN(Y;Q) — Y HN(2,0) — T HR(Y;Q)

e x| o]

¥

@) @, Hh (X)) — s mR (X)) S g (X Q)
o x; 7y ;
ot ]

Ly HY(8%;,Q) —— HYN((S%)™Q) —— HY(S%;Q)
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Let y; = ﬂ';(uj) € H* (X;Q). Foreach 1 < p <d; and 1 < q < dy, let us write

er—1 ea—1
- wé <@ y1 @ (e1 — 1)y1> and (3, = ¢§ <@ Y2 @ (g — 1)y2> ,
t=1 t=1

We note that if ky is even, then oy = as = -+ = a,,, and if ks is even, then
b1 = B2 ="+ = fm. It follows from the proof of [BGRT, Theorem 3.10] that
= gy = P B, 0.

Also, in view of Equation 7.e and Diagram 7.f, we have for each p and ¢ that
(7.8) (A1 x Ag)"(ap) = 0= (A1 x Az)"(Bg).

Due to Proposition 4.1, there exist some y; € H*i(Y;Q) such that 9* (Y) = yj-
Foreach1 <p<d; and 1 < g < ds, let

611 62—1
<E|9y1 ® (1 — 1)y ) and ﬂ;—\Pi(@y;@(ez—l)y;)-

t=1
Then, 9y, () = a; and 0y, (8;) = B4 by Diagram 7.f. The top (resp. middle and
bottom) row when restricted on the left to either of the components H*(Y;Q)
(resp. H* (X;Q) and H*i(S*i;Q)) is an isomorphism. Thus, using Equation 7.g,
we get

n*(ap) = (e1 = )yi — (e1 = Dyi =0 = (e2 = Dyz — (e2 = )ys = n"(5y)

foralll <p<d; and 1< q < ds. We note that A; x As : X — X™ is the diagonal
map. Hence, the inequality dTC,,(S* x S¥2) > d = 2(m — 1) + I, follows from
Theorem 4.4, where I € {0,1,2} depending on the parity of k1 and ks.

In general, for any n > 3, the same technique can be used to get the inequality

dTC,, <H Sk ) —1) + I,

But due to [BGRT, Corollary 3.12], TC, (I}, Ski) = n(m — 1) + l,,. Therefore,
dTCn(IT-, Ski) = n(m — 1) + 1, follows from Proposition 3.4. O

For cases g = 0,1, this gives dTC,, (3 x [}, Ski) = m(n+1) —n+1, and
dTC (21 x [T)—; 8%) = (m = 1)(n +2) + L.

7.9. Remark. Due to Proposition 7.8, the inequality in Proposition 3.8 can be
strict for all m > 2 for non-contractible spaces X and Y.

The techniques used in the proofs of Propositions 7.8 and 7.5 can be used more
generally to obtain the following.

7.10. Proposition. For any m,g > 2 andn > 1,

dTC,, (2 XHSk>—mn+2)—n+ln,

where 1, is the number of k; that are even.
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Proof. Take A = ¥, and B = H ', S*%. From Proposition 7.5, there are 2m

number of cohomology classes, say o; € H'(A™;Q), that vanish under the mapping
A}t HY(A™ Q) — H'(A; Q). From Proposition 7.8, there are d = n(m — 1) + 1,
cohomology classes, say S, € H*(B™;Q), that vanish under the appropriate maps
A5 H*(B™;Q) — H*(B;Q). In the proof of Proposition 7.8 for the product
of two spheres, we replace the roles of the spheres S* and S*2 with A and B,
respectively, and define X = A x B. Then from a direct analog of Diagram 7.f for
A and B, we get images af € H'(X™;Q) and 8; € H*(X™; Q) such that

(A1 x Az)* () = 0= (A1 x A2)*(Bg).
Then using Proposition 4.1, we get af* € H'(Z;Q) and B;* € H*(Z; Q) satisfying
n"(e;™) =0=n"(8;")

such that 0% (a}*) = of and 0, (B;*) = ff forall 1 <i<2mand 1 <k <d. We
recall that here, Z = SPCm+d(X™) 9, : X™ — Z is the diagonal embedding,
Ay :A— A™and Ay : B — B™ are diagonal maps, and n = SPC™HDY (A} x A,).
From the proof of [BGRT, Theorem 3.10], we deduce that

O ead, — B B0,

Hence, of*, 8* € H*(Z;Q) are 2m + d number of cohomology classes satisfying
the conditions of Theorem 4.4. Therefore, dTC,,(X) > 2m+d =m(n+2) —n+1,.
Note that X™ is a normal space, TC,,(A) = 2m by [GGGHMR, Proposition 3.2],
and TC,,(B) = n(m — 1) + 1, by [BGRT, Corollary 3.12]. So,

m(n+2)—n+l, <dTC,(X) < TCu(X) < TCh(A)+TCp(B) = m(n+2)—n+l,,
where the third inequality is due to [BGRT, Proposition 3.11]. O

For classical TC,,, the above set of inequalities immediately implies that

<Z xHSk>mn+2)—n—|—l

7.11. Remark. The sequences {dTC,,(X)}m>2 and {TCp,(X)}m>2 coincide for
each of the following classes of closed manifolds X: spheres, finite products of
spheres, closed orientable surfaces 4, and products of ¥, with finite products of
spheres. In particular, the upper bound of dTC,, in Proposition 3.4 is sharp for all
these spaces.

8. THE ANALOG INVARIANTS

For a metric space (X,d) and n > 1, let us consider the following quotient map
from [KW, Definition 2.1]:

|i| Azl

Let T7 be the quotient topology on P, (X). For any fibration p : X — B, define
Pn(p) == {p € Pn(X) | |p(supp(p))| = 1}. See that as sets, P, (X) = B,(X)

(X' x AT )~ =Py (X).

'|:=

i=1
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and P,(p) = Xn(p). Let us choose some p = A,z € B,(X) and fix it. Let
d = min{d(z,y) | z,y € supp(u),z # y}. Then for ¢ < §/2, the collection of the
sets

€ €
U(p, €) = Zsuy < Z sy—)\m<ﬁ
yEB(x,€)

defines a local basis at p in the topology induced by the Lévy-Prokhorov metric
on B,(X), [DJ]. These sets are also considered in [KW, Construction 8.3], and it
follows from the proof of the first part of Lemma 8.4 in [KW] that the sets U(u, €) are
open in the quotient topology on P,,(X). We denote the Lévy—Prokhorov topology
by T2. Hence, T5 C T7. This can also be shown by proving that the projection

|_| (X' x A7) = (Bu(X), T2)

is continuous. In any case, the identity map Z' : (P,(X),T1) — (Bn(X),T2) is
continuous and thus, so is its restriction Z : (P, (p),T1) = (Xn(p), T2).

8.A. Comparison between the invariants. For a fibration p : £ — B, its
analog sectional category, denoted asecat(p), is the minimal number n such that the

continuous map ¢ 41(p) : (Pn+1(p), T1) — B, defined as @,11(p) : p+— p(supp(p)),
admits a section, see [KW, Definition 5.1].

8.1. Lemma. For any fibration p : E — B, dsecat(p) < asecat(p).
Proof. Let asecat(p) = n — 1. So, there exists a section of ¢, (p), say
k:B = (Pn(p), T1).

Consider " =Tk : B — (E,(p),T2). Since Z is continuous, so is #’. It is clear that
©n(p) = Bn(p)Z. Next, see that

1p = Spn(p) k= Bn(p)zﬁ = Bn(p) K
So, ' is a section of By, (p) : (En(p),T1) — B. Thus, dsecat(p) < n — 1. O

Since dsecat, asecat, and secat are all homotopy invariants, we have for any
continuous map f : X — Y the inequalities

(8.a) dsecat(f) < asecat(f) < secat(f),

where the last inequality is because of [KW, Corollary 5.5].
8.2. Corollary. dcat(X) < acat(X) and dTC,,(X) < ATC,,,(X) for all m > 2.

Proof. For the evaluation fibrations pg : Py(X) — X and 72X : P(X) — X™,
we have dcat(X) = dsecat(pg) and dTC,,(X) = dsecat(r;r) from Section 5, and
acat(X) = asecat(py) and ATC,,(X) = asecat(mX) from [KW, Definition 6.1].
Thus, the required inequalities follow directly from Lemma 8.1. (|

8.3. Example. Corollary 8.2 and [KW, Corollary 6.6] together imply that
dTC,,(RP") < ATC,,(RP™) <2m+1

for all n > 1, thereby significantly improving our bound from Proposition 3.9.
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We note that for the cases m = 3,4, the upper bounds dTC3(RP™) < 3 and
dTC4(RP™) < 7 obtained in Proposition 3.9 are still better than the respective
upper bounds dTC5(RP™) < 7 and dTC4(RP™) < 9 obtained in Example 8.3.

8.4. Example. For a finite group I', we get
(8.b) dTC,,(T") =dTC,,(BT) < ATC,,,(BT) =|I'| - 1

due to Corollary 8.2 and [KW, Corollary 7.3]. Thus, taking I' = Zy, we conclude
dTC,, (RP*) = 1, which is another major improvement to our calculation.

Equation 8.b may provide more examples of spaces X for which the inequality
in Proposition 3.4 will be strict for some m > 2.

8.B. Completing some computations for acat and ATC,,. With the help of
our computations from Sections 6 and 7, and [DJ, Section 6], we complete some
computations of [KW] using Corollary 8.2.

8.5. Remark. For a torsion-free discrete group I, ATC,,,(BT") < ¢d(I'™) holds for
all m > 2, [KW, Corollary 7.7]. For closed orientable surfaces ¥, with ¢ > 1,
this gives ATC,,(Xy) < 2m. However, this is obvious in light of Equation 8.a
and doesn’t help much in finding the exact value ATC,, unless one gets into the
technicalities of [KW, Theorem 7.9] for cases g > 2. Also, for the n-torus T™, the
above inequality yields ATC,,,(T™) < mm. This upper bound is poorer than the
bound n(m — 1) implied by Equation 8.a. Hence, it is also not helpful.

For non-aspherical spaces X, such as spheres S™ for n > 2 and their products,
there is no general recipe as such for computing acat(X) or ATC,,(X).

We now show in the following two examples that the exact values of sequential
analog topological complexities can be determined easily for various closed mani-
folds, most of which are not aspherical.

8.6. Example. If X is a sphere, a finite product of spheres, a closed orientable
surface X4, or a product of ¥, with a finite product of spheres, then in view of
Remark 7.11, Equation 8.a, and Corollary 8.2, we have

TCn(X) = dTCp(X) < ATC, (X) < TCp(X).

8.7. Example. Similarly, if X is a closed surface, a sphere, a finite product of
spheres, or CP™, then due to [DJ, Propositions 6.1, 6.4, 6.6, and 6.7], we have

cat(X) = dcat(X) < acat(X) < cat(X).

8.8. Remark. We note that if I' is a torsion-free discrete group, then due to
[KW, Theorem 7.4], acat(I') = cd(I") holds. Hence, acat(T") = cat(T™) = n
and acat(X,) = cat(X,) = 2 for g > 1 are obtained directly from that.

In light of the above examples, all the lower bounds in Corollary 8.2 are sharp.
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