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Abstract
This paper addresses a question posed by Félix, Halperin and Thomas. We prove that the

Lusternik-Schnirelmann category of a relative Sullivan algebra is finite if such invariants of the base
algebra and fiber algebra are both finite. Furthermore, we provide a similar estimation for the

Toomer invariant.

1 Introduction

The Lusternik-Schnirelmann category (LS category), denoted as cat(X), of a topological space X, is
defined as the smallest non-negative integer m such that X can be covered by m + 1 contractible open
subsets. This concept was originally introduced in [6] with the aim of estimating the number of critical

points of smooth functions on a manifold.

While the definition is straightforward, computing the LS category is generally not easy. To estimate
it, several other invariants are introduced, such as the cone length, the Toomer invariant, and the cup
length. In rational homotopy theory, these invariants also have their rational versions, which are defined
as the smallest among all equivalent spaces. This equivalence is established by continuous maps that

induce isomorphisms on rational homologies.

Sullivan [7] employed commutative differential graded algebras (CDGA) as models to represent these
equivalence classes. Every equivalence class contains a special type of CDGAs, which are called the
Sullivan algebras, along with the Sullivan models of the corresponding spaces. For simply connected
spaces, the rational LS category and other rational invariants can be computed from the algebraic
structures of their Sullivan models. This approach extends to defining analogous invariants of quasi-

isomorphisms for all CDGAs.

Many fibrations can be represented by relative Sullivan algebras. Consider a fibration F — E — B.
If AZ and AZ ® AW are Sullivan models of B and F respectively, then AW is a Sullivan model of


http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.18939v1

F under certain conditions, for example, that F' and B are simply connected with either H*(F,Q) or
H*(B,Q) being of finite type. However, when these conditions are not met, the Sullivan model of F' can

differ significantly from AW.

It is easy to see that cat(F) < (cat(F) + 1)(cat(B) 4+ 1) — 1. Consequently, in their book [2], Félix,
Halperin and Thomas posed the question of whether the LS category of AZ ® AW can also be bounded
by those of AZ and AW. This paper will give a positive answer.

Theorem 1.1. Let AZ @ AW be a relative Sullivan algebra. Suppose that cat(AZ) = m and cat(AW) =
n, then cat(AZ @ AW) < (m+1)(n+2) —2. Moreover, if AZ @ AW itself is a minimal Sullivan algebra,
then cat(AZ @ AW) < (m+1)(n+1)—1.

The proof pertains to the module category mcat, initially introduced by Halperin and Lemaire [3],
which offers an analogy to the LS category for differential graded modules (DG modules). Hess’ theorem
[5] shows that the LS category and the module category of a minimal Sullivan algebra are same. So
Theorem [[Tlis a special case of Theorem 3.1l and Theorem B.2] which are statements concerning module

categories.

A minimal Sullivan algebra AV can be interpreted as a relative Sullivan algebra, where its base AV
is generated by degree-1 generators, and its fiber AV 2?2 is generated by the generators of higher degrees.
Thus, the corollary below follows from Theorem [[.1] addressing the first part of the question by Félix,

Halperin and Thomas.

Corollary 1.2. Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra. Then cat(AV') < oo if and only if both cat(AV?')
and cat(AV=2) are finite.

Using the same idea, we can also give an estimation for the Toomer invariant. Theorem [B.§] is its

generalization to module categories.

Theorem 1.3. Let AV = AZ @ AW be a relative Sullivan algebra. Suppose that enz(AV) = m and
eaw (AZ9W) =n for all ¢ > 0, then epxy (AV) < (m + 1)(n +2) — 2. If AV itself is a minimal Sullivan
algebra, then eay (AV) < (m+1)(n+1) — 1.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the basic definitions and former results.
Trying to make this paper self-contained, we provide proofs of certain consequences that are not covered
in [1] and [2]. The fact that DG modules form a model category is not directly used, although some
statements follow from it immediately. In Section 3, we prove the main Theorems: Theorem[3.1] Theorem
and Theorem [B.8 which lead to the conclusions outlined in Theorem [[LT] Corollary [[.21and Theorem
.ol
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2 Preliminary

2.1 Notations and Conventions

In this paper, Notations and conventions generally follow from [4], [I] and [2].

As in the introduction, we will abbreviate commutative differential graded algebra as CDGA, differ-

ential graded modules as DG modules, and Lusternik-Schnirelmann category as LS category.

The ground ring is assumed to be a field k of characteristic 0. CDGAs are assumed to be non-
negatively graded, while DG modules is allowed to be Z-graded. When referring to a morphism over
a CDGA A, we may simply use the terms A-module morphism or morphism. If the map is only a

morphism as graded modules, we will specify this.

We will use = to denote isomorphisms, ~ to denote quasi-isomorphisms, and ~ to denote homotopic

DG module morphisms. In this section, we will also provide the definition of the latter.

Let (AV,d) be a CDGA which is also a free graded algebra generated by a graded vector space V'
of non-negative degree. We call it a KS complex, short for Koszul-Sullivan complex, if it satisfies the

Sullivan condition, i.e. V is the union of an increasing family of subspaces
0=V(-)cv(O)cv@)c...cV(k) C...

such that dV (k) C AV(k —1). We will simply write it as AV when there is no ambiguity about the

differential.

For v € V with homogeneous degree, we denote its degree as |v|. The subspace of all v € V with
|v] = n will be written as V™. We also use A™V to represent the subspace of AV consisting of elements
with wordlength m, and use AV"™ to denote the graded algebra generated by V™. Note that the latter is
distinct from the subspace of AV concentrated in degree n, which is usually written as (AV)™. For the
subspace of V' spanned by elements with degree smaller than n, we use V<". Similar notations, such as
AS™V, AVZ" and so on, will also be employed.

When V0 is non-trivial, we assume that there is an augmentation € : V° — k. This augmentation,

which is necessary for Theorem 2.2 of [4], is only used to prove Theorem 218

We mainly focus on the case that V = VZ!. A KS complex generated by such V is referred to as a

Sullivan algebra.

A KS complex AV is termed minimal if it also satisfies dV™ C AV=". If AV is a Sullivan algebra,
this is equivalent to dV C AZ2V. It is a well-known result that given any connected CDGA A (i.e.
HO%(A) = k), there exists a quasi-isomorphism from a Sullivan algebra AV to A, which is called the
Sullivan model of A. Furthermore, AV can be chosen to be minimal up to isomorphism, and in this

case, it is called the minimal Sullivan model or minimal model of A.

Let B be a connected CDGA. The inclusion B — B ® AW is termed a A-extension if it is a CDGA



morphism satisfying the following condition. W is the union of an increasing family of subspaces
0=W(-=1)cWO) cwl)c...cW(k)C...

such that d(1®@ W (k)) C (k® B=')®@ AW (k—1). This A-extension induces a KS complex (AW, d) where
d is the k® AW component of d. The KS complex (AW, d) is referred to as the fiber of the A-extension,
and the CDGA B is called the base.

If in addition d(1 ® W™) C B® W=", the A-extension is referred to as Sullivan extension.

When W is concentrated in positive degrees, the A-extension is called a Sullivan extension, and
the CDGA B ® AW is termed a relative Sullivan algebra.

2.2 Semifree Resolutions

Definition 2.1. Let P be a DG module over a CDGA A. We call P semifree if it can be written as

the union of an increasing sequence
0=P(-1)cPO)cP(l)yc...cPk)C...

of sub A-modules, such that P(k)/P(k —1) ~ A® W (k) with dW (k) =0, i.e. P(k)/P(k—1)is a free
DG module over A.

As the ground ring is assumed to be a field, the exact sequence
0—Pk-1)— P(k) - P(k)/P(k—1)—=0

splits. So by induction P can be written as A ® V' where V = J, V(k) for an increasing sequence of
vector spaces V (k) such that dV (k) C A® V(k—1).

Definition 2.2. Let M be a DG module over a CDGA A. An A-semifree resolution is a semifree
A-module P together with a quasi-isomorphism P = M.

According to Proposition 6.6 of [I], every DG module has a semifree resolution. Actually, the quasi-

isomorphic of the semifree resolution can be made surjective.

Proposition 2.3. Let A be a CDGA. Every A-module M has a semifree resolution f : P — M such

that f is surjective.

Proof. Proposition 6.6 of [I] gives a semifree resolution f : P — M, and P(0) is identified as A ® V (0)
where V/(0) is the space of cocycles in M. So for each x € M, dx € V(0) and there exists a cocycle in
a € P such that f(«a) =dz. As f is a quasi-isomorphism, a = df for some 8 € P. Then d(z — f(5)) =
dzx — f(dB) = 0. Hence, z — f(B8) € V(0) C im f. It follows that = € im f. O



Definition 2.4. Two DG module morphisms f and ¢ from M to N over a CDGA A are called ho-
motopic, if f — g = df + 6d for some graded module morphism 6 : M — N over A. We will write

f~g
Proposition 2.5. Suppose A is a CDGA, and P is a semifree A-module, Let ¢ : P — N and f : M —
N be A-module morphisms with f being quasi-isomorphic.

(i) (Proposition 6.4(ii) of [1]) There is a unique homotopy class of morphisms ¢ : P — M such that
¢~ for.

(i) (Exercise 4 of Section 6 of [1]) If f is surjective, we can choose v such that ¢ = f o). Such ¢
1s called a lift of ¢ through f.

Proof. (i) The proof is provided in [].
(ii) Write P as the union of P(k) = A® V (k) with dV (k) C P(k —1). Suppose we have constructed
@ on P(k — 1) such that ¢ o f = ¢ when restricted to P(k — 1), we will extend it to P(k).

Choose a linearly independent set {v,} such that V (k) is the direct sum of V(k — 1) and the space
spanned by {v,}. By hypothesis ¢)(dv, ) is defined as a cocycle in M, and satisfies

f(h(dva)) = ¢(dva) = d(d(va)).

As f is a quasi-isomorphism, ¥(dv,) is a coboundary in M. Choose some m, € M such that dm, =
¥(dvg). Set P(vs) = mg. Then ¢ can be extended to P(k) as an A-module morphism.

By induction, we obtain a morphism ¢ defined on P satisfying ¢ = f o 9. o

2.3 Lusternik-Schnirelmann category

Definition 2.6. Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra. Its LS category cat(AV) is the least integer m
such that there is a minimal relative A-algebra AV @ AW with base AV, together with CDGA morphisms
F:AV 5 AVRQAW, g: AVR®AZ — AV and ¢ : AV ®AZ — AV/A>™V making the following diagram
commutative.

AV tav AV

N

AV @ AW

3k

AV/A>™YV




Here f needs to be the natural inclusion, ¢ needs to be quasi-isomorphic, and ¢ is the natural projection.

Remark 2.7. As mentioned in [2], the condition gf = iday can be weakened as that gf and iday are

homotopic as CDGA morphisms from Sullivan algebras.

Every connected CDGA has a unique minimal Sullivan model up to isomorphism. So its LS category

can be defined by the minimal Sullivan model.

Definition 2.8. Let A be a connected CDGA and AV be its minimal Sullivan model. Then cat(A) is
defined as cat(AV).

Definition 2.9. Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra and P be a AV-semifree module. The module
category of P, mcatay (P), is the least number m such that there is a semifree AV-module @ together
with DG module morphisms f: P — @, g: Q@ — P, and ¢ : Q — P/(A~™V - P) satisfying the following
conditions. ¢ is quasi-isomorphic, go f ~ idp, and ¢o f ~ q where ¢ : P — P/(A”™V - P) is the natural
projection. In other words, the following diagram is homotopy commutative.

idp

P P (2.1)

P/(A>™V - P)
We will simply write mcatay (P) as mcat(P) when there is no ambiguity.

As shown in the appendix of [3], the homotopy commutative diagram above can be made commu-
tative. This also follows from Proposition [Z.14] below, which will be frequently used to prove our main

Theorem.

The advantage of the definition by homotopy commutative is that P can be replaced by any quasi-
isomorphic AV-semifree modules. Applying Proposition[27] it is easy to see that all the quasi-isomorphic
semifree modules have the same module category. Thus, we can define the module category on general

DG modules by their semifree resolutions.

Definition 2.10. Let AV be its minimal Sullivan model, M be a AV-module and P be a AV-semifree
resolution of M. Then mcatpay (M) is defined as mcatpy (P).

Definition 2.11. Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra and P be a AV-semifree module. The Toomer
invariant, epy (P) or simply written as e(P) when there is no ambiguity, is the least integer m such
that the projection P — P/(A”™V - P) is injective on cohomology.

In particular, e(AV) is the least integer m such that the morphism H(AV) — H(AV/A>™V) induced

by the projection is injective.



For a general AV-module M, e(M) is also defined as the Toomer invariant of its semifree resolution.

Proposition 2.12 (Proposition 9.3 of [2]). Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra and M be a AV -
module. Then e(M) < mcat(M) < mcat(AV).

Theorem 2.13 (Hess, [5]; Theorem 9.4 of [2]). Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra. Then cat(AV) =
meatpy (AV).

Proposition 2.14. Let A be a CDGA and P= ARV be a semifree A-module.
(i) Suppose that f : P — @Q is an A-module morphism. Then it factors as f = p o F, where

p: @ =5 Q is a surjective quasi-isomorphism and F : P — @ is injective.
(i) Suppose in addition that there exist A-module morphisms g : @ — M and h : P — M such

that go f ~ h. Then there is an A-module quasi-isomorphism p : @ = Q, together with morphisms
F:P—)Cj andG:@—)MsuchthatpoF:f and Go F = h.

(#ii) With the hypothesis of (i), let I C A be an ideal and q : P — P/(I-P) be the projection. Suppose
that there exists an A-module morphism g : Q@ — P such that gf ~ idp, and a quasi-isomorphism
¢:Q = P/(I-P) such that g~ ¢o f and gf ~idp. Then Q, f, g, ¢ can be replaced by @, F:P— @,
G: @ — P, and ® : @ = P/(I - P) respectively, such that @ 18 quasi-isomorphic to Q, g = ® o F' and
GoF =idp.

P idp P
F /
. Q
%:
P/(I-P).

(iv) All the @ in the above statements can be assumed to be semifree.

Proof. (i) Set Q = P& Q& (A® sV), where (sV)™ = V"L, Then s: V — sV induces a graded module
morphism S : P — A® sV over A, i.e. S(a-v) = (—1)l"a® sv for a € A,v € V. The differential D
on @ is given as follows. Dz = dz for z € P, Do = da for o € Q, and D(sv) = v + f(v) — S(dv). A

straightforward calculation shows that D is well defined.

Set F': P — @ as the natural inclusion. Let p : @ — @ be f when restricted to P, be —idg when
restricted to @, and be 0 when restricted to A ® sV. For sv € SV we have

po D(sv) = f(v) —idg o f(v) = 0= D op(sv).

It follows that p is a surjective DG module morphism over A. We will show that it is a quasi-isomorphism.



Let x + a + > a; ® sv; be a cocycle in @ with z € Pa € Q,a; € A and sv; € sV. Suppose
plr+a+ a; ®sv;) = dB for some B € Q. Then f(r) —a=p(x+a+. a; @sv;) =dB. On the other
hand, D(z + a+ Y a; ® sv;) = 0 implies that

dv+ Y (-D)la; @0, =0, da+) (-1)*la; ® f(v ;Y da; @ v; — (—=1)1Ma; - S(dv;) =0

Write x as Y. b; @ w; for b; € A,w; € V. Then S(z) = 3°(~1)"%1b; ® sw;. Hence,

D(Sz) => bj@w;+ Y _ b;® f(w;)+ Y _[(—1)ldb; @ sw; — b - S(dw)]
x—i—f(Zb @ w;) + Y[ S(db; @ wy) — (~1)W1S(b; - duwy)]
z+ flz (Zd ; ® w; )
=z + f(z) - S(dx).
As dz = =Y (—=1)%la; ® v;, S(dx) = =3 a; ® sv;. Thus,
o+ a;@sv=[a— f(z)] + [z + f(z) — S(dz)] = D(—B + Sx).

This proves that p injective is on cohomology.

For each cocycle a € @, —a is a cocycle in @ and p(—a) = a. So p surjective is on cohomology.

(ii) Construct p : Q = Q,and F: P — Q as in (i). Then po F = f. Since gf ~ h, there exists a
graded module morphism 6 : P — P over A such that gf — h = df + 0d. Set G(z) = h(z) for x € P,
G(a) = —g(a) for a € Q, and G(sv) = —0(v) for sv € sV. Then

GoS(a®v)=(-1)G(a® sv) = —(-1)a®(v) = —0(a @ v)
for any a € A. So Go S = —6 on P, and we have
GoD(sv) = G(v+ f(v) = S(dv)) = h(v) — gf (v) + 0(dv) = —d 0 O(v) = d o G(sv).
It follows that G is a DG module morphism over A. By construction clearly G o F' = h.

(iii) First apply (i) to construct F': P — Q This process is only depending on f. So we can apply
the remaining step in (i) twice on the homotopies ¢ ~ ¢ o f and idp ~ go f. Then we obtain two
morphisms  : C§—>P/(I-P) and G:@—>P such that g = ®o F and idp = Go F.

(iv) By Proposition 23] there exists a surjective semifree resolution p’ : Q' — @, and by Proposition
25(ii) there exists a lift F’ : P — C,j’ of f through p’ such that p’ o F/ = F. Then C,j,p, F,G,® can be
replaced by @/,pop/, F' Gop',®op respectively. Since F is injective, it follows that F” is also injective.
As both p and p’ are surjective, so is po p’. O

Corollary 2.15. Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra and P be a semifree AV -module. If mecat(P) =
m, then there is a AV -module Q, together with AV -module morphisms f : P — Q, g : Q@ — P, and
a quasi-isomorphism ¢ : Q — P/(A>™V - P) making the graph @1) commulative, i.e. ¢ o f is the
natural projection q : P — P/(A"™V - P) and go f =idp.



2.4 Module Categories over general KS complex

In [1, for a general Sullivan algebra AV, cat(AV) can also be defined following the format of Definition
Its can be shown that this definition matches the definition by its minimal model. Similarly, e(AV)
can be defined following the format of Definition 211l In this subsection, we will prove that the module
category and Toomer invariant of DG modules over non-minimal Sullivan algebras can also be defined

in a similar way. Such invariants will be used to prove the main theorems.

Definition 2.16. Let AV be a connected KS complex (not necessarily being Sullivan or minimal), and P
be a AV-module. mcatay (P) is defined as the least number m such that there is a semifree AV-module
Q together with DG module morphisms f: P = Q, g: Q — P, and ¢ : Q — P/(A>™V - P) making the
diagram (2)) commutative (or just homotopy commutative according to Proposition 2-T4]).

eav (P) is defined as the least number m such that the projection ¢ : P — P/(A”>™V - P) is injective

on cohomology.

For a general AV-module M, we also define mcatay (M) as the module category of its semifree
resolution, since it is independent of the choice of the resolution. Similarly, exy (M) is defined as the

Toomer invariant of its semifree resolution.

Remark 2.17. We may also give such definitions even if AV is not connected. In this case there
exists a cocycle v € V0. Then the cohomology classes of all v are non-trivial and ¢* : H*(AV) —
H*(AV/A>™V) can never be injective. So exy (AV) = meatpy (AV) = oo.

When AV is connected, it has a minimal model AZ. Let ¢ : AZ —» AV be the quasi-isomorphism.
The AV-semifree module P naturally has a AZ-module structure, defined as z -z := ¢(z) - x for z €
Z,x € P.

Theorem 2.18. With the hypotheses and notations above, mecatay (P) = meatyz(P).

Proof. We will use the fact that AV can be written as a tensor product of two KS complexes (AZ,d) ®
(AU @ dU),d), where AZ is its minimal model and A(U @ dU) is contractible (i.e. d : U — dU is an
isomorphism) [4, Theorem 2.2]. When AV is a Sullivan algebra, a proof can also be found in Theorem

14.9 of [I]. Without loss of generalization, we may assume that ¢ : AZ — AV is just the inclusion.

Observe that P is also AZ-semifree. Indeed, write it as AZ@A(U®dU)@W such that W is the union
of an increasing sequence of vector space satisfying dW (k) C AZQA(U @ dU)@W (k—1). As A(U®dU)
is a KS complex, we can give A(U @ dU) ® W a filtration ﬁ//(k) such that dW(k) CAZ® ﬁ//(k -1).
Namely, let W(—l) = 0 and inductively set W(k) as the subspace of elements whose image under d is in
AZ @ W (k —1). Then use induction on the filtrations of A(U & dU) and W to show AU & dU) @ W C

So when mecatay (P) = m, the commutative diagram (2] of AV-modules is also of of AZ-modules.



The projection ¢ factors as P -2 P/(A>™Z - P) 25 P/(A>™V - P). We will show that ¢, is a quasi-
isomorphism, so that P/(A>™V - P) in (21]) can be replaced by P/(A~>™Z - P). This proof does not use
the condition meatpy (P) = m, so g2 is a quasi-isomorphism for any m.

Equip P with a filtration by setting P(m) = A=™V - P, which is isomorphic to AZ"(Z&U &dU)@W.
This also gives filtrations on the quotient spaces P/(A>™Z - P) and P/(A>™V - P), which are preserved

by g2. The induced FEy pages of spectral sequences are
(A=™Z,0) @ (A(U @ dU),d) @ (W, d)

and

respectively. Here d : W (k) — W (k — 1) is induced by the differential on W.

Note that the projection A(U @ dU) — AU @ dU)/A> (U @ dU) is quasi-isomorphic for all i > 0,
as A”Y(U @ dU) has a trivial cohomology. Actually, since A(U @ dU) is contractible, for any cocycle
x € AU @ dU), there exist a constant ¢ € k and some y € A(U @ dU) such that z — ¢ = dy. As d does
not change the wordlength, x is equal to d acting on the part of y whose wordlength is greater than 3.
It follows that x is a coboundary in A>*(U @ dU) (and ¢ has to be 0).

Therefore, go induces a quasi-isomorphism between the Ey pages, then isomorphisms on higher E,
pages. As P(m + 1) = A>™V - P, the spectral sequence for P/(A>™V - P) collapses at the page Ep,41-
Then so is the the spectral sequence for P/(A>™Z - P). Thus, g2 induces an isomorphism between
cohomologies.

Lift ¢ : Q — P/(A>™V . P) through the surjective quasi-isomorphism go. We obtain a quasi-
isomorphism ® : Q — P/(A>™Z - P) such that gy 0 ® = ¢. Then ga0q; = ¢ = do f = gz o Po f, where
f: P — Q is the morphism in ([21]). By Proposition [2.8] (i) we have ¢; ~ ® o f, and by Proposition 214

we can assume q; = ® o f, i.e. the following diagram commutes.

f

/
B

-
1
1

=

P/(A>™Z - P) —2== P/(A>™V - P)

Therefore, we can replace P/(A™V - P), q, ¢ by P/(A>™Z - P), q1, ® respectively. Tt follows that
meataz(P) < m = mcatpy (P).

Conversely, suppose mcatpz(P) = m. We have a diagram of the form (2] of AZ-modules, where
P/(A>™V - P) is replaced by P/(A>™Z - P). Let AV ®az — acting on all the modules and morphisms.

10



Then we obtain the following commutative diagram of AV-modules.

AV ®@pz P i AV ®pz P

\/

AV @r7z Q

|

AV @z (P/(A”™Z - P))

Observe that AV @z P = (A(U & dU),d) ® (P,d) is AV-free and quasi-isomorphic to P. Besides,
AV @z (P/(A°™Z - P)) = (MU & dU) ® P)/(A°"Z - (AU & dU) ® P))
Same as the discussion about g2 above, we have a quasi-isomorphism
(AU @ dU) ® P)/(A>™Z - (A(U & dU) ® P)) — (A(U @ dU) ® P)/(A>™V - (AU & dU) ® P)).

Therefore,
meatpyy (P) = meatay (AU @ dU) ® P) < m = mcatpyz(P).

This proves that mcatpy (P) = meatpz(P).

Finally, as shown above, ¢o : P/(A>™Z - P) =+ P/(A>™V - P) is a quasi-isomorphism for all m. So
q1: P — P/(A>™Z - P) is injective on cohomology if and only if g2 0 g1 is. Thus, epy (P) = epz(P). O

Corollary 2.19. For any connected Sullivan algebra AV, mcatpay (AV) = cat(AV).
Proof. Let AZ be a minimal Sullivan model of AV, then

meatay (AV) = meataz(AV) = meatpz(AZ) = cat(AZ) = cat(AV).

3 Main Theorems

3.1 Estimate the Module Category

Theorem 3.1. Let AV = AZ ® AW be a relative Sullivan algebra. Suppose that P is a AV -semifree
module of the form AV QU , where U is a vector space of the form |JU (k) satisfying dU (k) C AZQU (k—
1). Then the subspace P = AZ ® U is a AZ-semifree module. If mcatyz(P) = m and cat(AW) = n,
then meatay (P) < (m+1)(n+2) — 2.

11



Proof. By hypothesis, there exists a AZ-semifree module @ quasi-isomorphic to P/(A>™Z - P) such that

the following diagram of AZ-modules commutes.

P

We use pr to denote the natural projection in this proof. Let AV ®j5z — acting on the modules and
morphisms of the above diagram. Observe that P = AV @5z P, and AV ®pz (P/(A>™Z - P)) =
P/(A>™Z - P). Set Ppi1 = AV ®pz Q, which is a AV-semifree module. Then we have the following

commutative diagram of AV-modules.

id

AN

Pm+1

]

P/(A>™Z - P)

P P

pr

Let PZP:24 denote the subspace (APZ @ A9W) - P = AZPZ @ AZ9W ® U of P. Note that PZP+29 is
not closed under differential unless ¢ = 0. So it is not a DG submodule in general.

Denote the quotient space PZP:24/PZp+1.2d4 by pr24. Tt is a DG module over (AW, d), and is
isomorphic to the module (AP Z, 0)®(AZW®U, d), where dU (j) C U(j—1). Thus, P2 is AW -semifree.
Moreover, it is AW-free when P is a minimal AV-semifree module such that dU(j) C ATZ @ U(j — 1).

We use PP[47] denote the quotient ATW-module PP»=%/PP-="+1 Tt is isomorphic to @qgjgr ANPZ®
AW @ U as graded modules.

Then let 1,41 = PZ™T520 and define I, = Iy + P2F2m 1=k (42 =1 inductively for 0 < k < m.
As dpzpr=9 c pzrtlza-l 4 pzp2a [ = pP2m+L20 g closed under the differential. Then it is a

DG submodule.

Now suppose we have constructed AV-semifree modules Pyy1, Pito,. .., Pny1 for some k < m + 1,

such that for £ < ¢ < m + 1, there are surjective quasi-isomorphisms P; = P/I;, and morphisms

12



P11 — P;, P, — P;;1 make the following diagram commutative.

Py

I~
y

P/Iiy1 == P/I;

P

Here we put P,,+2 = P and I,,12 = 0. We will construct P and the corresponding morphisms.

First observe that any surjective quasi-isomorphism ]3k+1 — Py gives a lift Pyyo — ]5k+1 which

makes the following diagram commutative.

Prio Prio

P

|

P/Ik+2 LP/I]C+1

So we can replace Py41 by ﬁkJrl.

Next consider the subspace (PZF=(m=K)+2) L 1)/ 1. As
dPZk,Z(m—k)(n+2) C PZk,Z(m—k)(n+2) +P2k+1,2(m—k)(n+2)—l cC PZk,Z(m—k)(n-i—?) +Ik+1

and Z . P2k:2(m=k)(n+2) « [ this subspace is a DG submodule over AV where the AT Z-action is

trivial. So it is also a DG module over (AW, d), and is isomorphic to (A¥Z, 0) @ (AZ(m=R 21 o U, d) =
Pk, 2(m—k)(n+2)

By mcatyw (PF2m=F)(1+2)) < cqt(AW) = n, there exists a AW-semifree module @, quasi-isomorphic
to PkZ2(m=k)(n+2) J(A>nyy7 . pk.2(m=k)(n+2)) guch that the following diagram commutes.

Pk.>(m—k)(n+2) id Pk.>(m—k)(n+2)
PR2(m=k)(nt2) J(A>nj . ph2(m—k)(n+2))

13



Q1 can also be recognized as a AV-module where the Z-action is trivial. So we can construct surjective
AV-semifree resolutions F(P*=(m=k)(n+2)) =, pk,2(m=k)(n+2) anq p(phlm=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]) =,
Q. The latter notation follows from A>"W . Pk.2(m=k)(n+2) — pk.2(m=k)(n+2)+n+1 which implies that
F(PFlm=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]) 5 also a AV-semifree resolution of Pk [(m=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]  Then

we have lifts f and g which make the following diagram commutative.

F(Pk,z(m—k)(n-l-?)) _ i > F(Pk,[(m—k)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n]) _9_ F(Pk72(m—k)(”+2))

f|= lN /|~

Pk (m—k)(n+2) O Pk (m—k)(n+2)

L

Pk, [(m—k)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n]

Then (go f)op =poid=p. As p is a quasi-isomorphism, we have g o f ~ id by Proposition 27 (i).
Applying Proposition 214 (ii), we can replace F(P*:[(m=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]y by 4 larger module, and
make the replacements F, G of f, g satisfy G o F' = id. F and G also make the above commutative. So
without loss of generality we can assume that g o f = id.

On the other hand, P*-2(m=k)(n+2)+ntl — pk,2(m+1-k)(n+2)=1 >~ 1, /T; \,  So Pkl(m=Fk)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]
(PZk:2(m=k)(n+2) 1 1, 1)/T; can be recognized as a subspace of P/Iy. It is actually a AV-submodule
since differential and AV-action preserves this subspace. So we have the following commutative diagram
of AV-modules.

F(pPkzm-km+2)y . _ ko = Pyi1
f Pk, =(m—k)(n+2)C ¢ P/l
F(ka[(m_k)("+2)x(m_k)("+2)+"]) pr pr

S

Pk, [(m—k)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n]C

~

P/Iy
Here ¢ is the inclusion and h is a lift obtained by Proposition 2.5(ii). According to Proposition 2.T4(i)
h can be factored as a injective morphism H : F(Pk’Z(m_k)("*‘?)) — ﬁk-i—l and a surjective quasi-
isomorphism ]5k+1 = Pr41. Then Pyyq and h can be replaced by ﬁkJrl and H respectively. So without
loss of generality we assume that h is injective.

Let (F(PRlm=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]) 5 P 1)/ ~ denote the pushout of f and h, with (f(z),0) ~
(0, h(z)), i.e. (f(z),—h(z)) ~ 0 for x € F(P*2(m=k)(n+2)) Use ¢ and ¢ denote the following maps.

¢ . F(Pk,[(m—k)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n]) i> Pk,[(m—k)(n-l—?),(m—k)(n+2)+n] _L> P/Ik

14



Y : Poy1 — P/l 25 P/

The morphism F(PF[(m=k)(n+2).(m=k)(nt2)+nly » Py — P/I., (a,b) ~ ¢(a) + (b) vanishes on
(f(z), —h(x)). So it induces a morphism (¢,) from (F(PF(m=k)(n+2),(m=k)(nt+2)4nl) » p 1)/ ~ to
P/I);. We claim that (¢,) is a quasi-isomorphism.

The proof of this claim is a dual version of Lemma 13.3 in [1I]. As h and ¢ : P»=(m=k)(n+2)  p

are injective, we have the following commutative diagram of short exact sequences.

0 — F(Pk=(m=k)(n+2)) h Priq cokerh ——0

T

0 > pk2(m=k)(n+2) _t o p/f 1 — > coker, — 0

By the five Lemma the induced morphism coker h — coker: is quasi-isomorphic.

Observe that the morphism y : F(PRl(m=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+nly _, (p(phlm=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]y
Pyy1)/ ~, a — (a,0) is injective with cokernel cokerh. Indeed, if (a1,0) ~ (asz,0), there exists some
x € F(Pk20m=k)(n+2)) such that f(z) = a1 — ap and —h(x) = 0. As h is injective, we have x = 0 and
a1 = as. So x is injective. Its image is identified with (F(P*[(m=F)(n+2).(m=k)(n+2)+n]) s im b))/ ~, then

the cokernel is identified with

(F(Pk,[(m—k)(n"rQ),(m_k)("+2)+"]) X Pk+l)/(F(Pk)[(m_k)(n+2)7(m_k)(n+2)+n]) X im h) = coker h.

On the other hand, coker: is also the cokernel of the other ¢ from P*[(m—F)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n] ¢,

P/I}. This follows from

coker = (P/Ijy1)/PF2(m=F(n+2)

(
2 (P/Igyr)/(PZR2M=R0H2) 4 L) [ Tiga)
> (P/I,)/(PZH= R0 1) /I

The composition (¢,1) o x is exactly ¢. So we have the following commutative diagram of short
exact sequences.
0—> F(Pk,[(m—k)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n]) X (F(Pk,[(m—k)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n]) % Pk+1)/ ~ —> cokerh —= 0

:1 ” !

0 PFil(m—k)(n+2),(m—k)(n+2)+n] L P/Iy cokert —— 0

Apply the five lemma again, we have that (¢,) is a quasi-isomorphism. So the claim is proved.

Now we construct a morphism from F(PRl(m=k)(n+2).(m=k)(n+2)+n])y s B — Poyy by (a,b) —

ho g(a) +b. Then the image of (f(z), —h(z)) where z € F(P*2(m=k(n+2))is h o go f(z) — h(z) =
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h(x) — h(z) = 0. So it induces a morphism from (F(PF[(m=Fk)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+nl) 5 p 1)/ ~ to Pyq.
By definition, this morphism sends (0,b) to b, so it is surjective. Construct a surjective AV-semifree
resolution Py, — (F(P*(m=k)(n+2),(n=k)(n+2)+nly 5 p 1)/ ~. Then we obtain a lift Py, — Py which

makes the following diagram commutative.

id
Pyy1 = P

(F(Pk,[(mfk)(n+2),(mfk)(n+2)+n]) X PkJrl)/ ~

:lw,w)
P/Ij1 2 P/I,

Therefore, we can construct P; ~ P/I; inductively and factor the identify map as P41 — P, — Piy1

for i <m 4+ 1. It leads to the following commutative diagram.

id

P P
\ /
pr PO
1|~
P/I,

Finally, since AZ(m+D(+2)=1y.p [, the projection P — P/Ij factors through P/(A>(m+1(n+2)=2y/.
P). Choose a surjective AV-semifree resolution Q —» P/(A>(m+1)(+2)=2y/. P) We have the following

commutative diagrams with lifts ¢ and .

P/(A>(m+1)(n+2)72v . P) l} P/IO

So we have no (Ao () = no&. Since n is a quasi-isomorphism, we have X o { ~ £ by Proposition
(i). Apply Proposition [Z14] (ii) again to replace @ by a larger module, we can make Ao ¢ = ¢. Then we
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obtain the following commutative diagram, which implies mcatay (P) < (m + 1)(n + 2) — 2.

P id P
\ /
A PO

P/(A>(m+1)(n+2)72v . P)

O

When AV itself is a minimal Sullivan algebra, we have dPZP»<¢ C P2P+2=¢=1  Ip this case
we can make I a little larger. Precisely, set I = Ii4+1 + pskS(m+l=k)(n+1)  Then the subspace
pzk2m=k)(n+1) 4+ 1 is closed under the differential. It follows that (PZP+2<9=1 4 [, . |)/I;,q is a
DG module over AW, and its submodule AW - [(PZP+2<9=1 1 [} . 1)/}, 1] is isomorphic to Iy, /Ip1.

Following the construction in Theorem Bl we can factor idp as
P — F(P/(AZ(m+)(+Dy . pYy 5 F(P/Iy) — P.
So we have the following estimation.

Theorem 3.2. With the hypothesis of Theorem [3.1, suppose in addition that AV itself is a minimal

Sullivan algebra. If meataz(P) =m and cat(AW) = n, then meatpy (P) < (m+1)(n+1) — 1.

A minimal Sullivan algebra AV can be interpreted as a relative Sullivan algebra AV @ AVZ2. So
cat(AV) is finite if both cat(AV!) and cat(AV=2) are. The converse statement follows from Proposition
9.6 and Theorem 9.3 of [2]. So we have obtained Corollary L2

Corollary 3.3. Let AV be a minimal Sullivan algebra. Then cat(AV) < oo if and only if both cat(AV?')
and cat(AV=2) are finite.

The following two simple examples show that this corollary can not be generalized to arbitrary

relative Sullivan algebras.

Example 3.4. Let Z spanned by z of degree 3, and W spanned by w of degree 2. Set dz = 0,dw = z.
Then cat(AZ @ AW) = 0 but cat(AW) = oco.

Although cat(AW) < cat(AZ @ AW) if AZ @ AW is a minimal Sullivan algebra [2] Theorem 9.3], it
is still possible that cat(AZ) = oo but cat(AZ @ AW) is finite.

Example 3.5. Let Z spanned by z of degree 2, and W spanned by w of degree 3. Set dz = 0, dw = z2.
Then AZ @ AW is minimal and its LS category is 1, but cat(AZ) = occ.
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For any fixed m and n, there are examples such that cat(AZ) = m, cat(AW) = n and cat(AZQAW) =
(m+1)(n+1) -1

Example 3.6 (Example 1 of Section 30(b), [1]). Let Z spanned by z,y, and W spanned by wu,wv,
where || = 2(n+ 1), |yl = 2m+1)(n+1)—1, u =2, v =2(n+1)—1. Set dx = du = 0,
dy = 2™+ and dv = u"*! — 2. Then cat(AZ) = m, and cat(AW) = n. AZ @ AW is quasi-isomorphic
to Au/(umTDHD) whose LS category is (m + 1)(n 4 1) — 1.

In this example AZ ® AW is not a minimal Sullivan algebra. So it remains open whether there are
better estimations for Theorem B3] and

3.2 Estimate the Toomer invariant

The idea of Theorem [3.I] can also be used to estimate the Toomer invarian of relative Sullivan algebras,

although the hypothesis is a little different. This proof is simpler, as we can apply the four lemma.

Lemma 3.7 (Four lemma). In the following commutative diagram of abelian groups, if n, A are injective

and & is surjective, then ( is injective.

A B C D
T T B
AN B (' — D

Theorem 3.8. Let AV = AZ @ AW be a relative Sullivan algebra, and P be a AV -semifree module.
Then P has a AZ-module structure and assume that enz(P) = m. Additionally, PP=9 is a AW -module.
If eaw (PP29) < n for any p and q, then epy(P) < (m + 1)(n + 2) — 2. Moreover, if AV itself is a
minimal Sullivan algebra, then exy (P) < (m+1)(n+1) — 1.

Proof. First observe that P is AZ-semifree, and all PPZ% are AW-semifree. So by the hypothesis that
eaz(P) = m, the projection P — P/(A™Z - P) is injective on cohomology. Then similar to the Proof of
Theorem 11 let I, = PZ"+t120 and I, = Iy + PZR2(mH1=k)0+2)=1 inductively for 0 < k < m,
or I, = Iy + PZR2(m=k)(+2) if AV is minimal.

By hypothesis all exp (PP29) < n. Thus, the projection
pk2(m=k)(n+2) _, pk.2(m=k)(n+2) j(A>rpyy . pk2(m=k)(n+2)y — phl(m=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)+n]
(respectively P*-2(m—k=1)(n+1) _y pk,[(m—k=1)(n+1),(m=k)(n+1)=1] when AV is minimal) is injective on

cohomology.

As discussed in the proof of Theorem B} P*[(m=k)(n+2),(m=k)(n+2)4n] o (p=k2(m=k)(n+2) 4 1} 1) /T,
can be recognized as a submodule of P/I},. Also P*=(m=F)(n+2) — (p=2k2(m=k)(n+2) L 1 )/T 1. So
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we have the following commutative diagram of short exact sequences.

0 Pk72(m—k)("+2) P/Ik-i-l e P/(sz’Z(m_k)(n-’Q) + Ik—i—l) —0
prl Prl :l
0 PRIm—k) (n+2), (m—F) (n+2)+7] P/I, P/(PZR2(m=R0H2) 4 [ 1) ——0

The left vertical morphism is injective on cohomology, and the right one is isomorphic. By the four
lemma, the middle one is also injective on cohomology. Therefore, we have obtained a sequence of
projections

P—P/l,1 — P/l — ...~ P/I - P/l

which are all injective on cohomologies. The composition of these projections can be factored as P —
P/(AZ(mH1=R)(n+2)=1y/ . Py 5 P/[, which implies that the projection P — P/(AZ(m+1(n+2)=1y7 . p)

is injective on cohomology. Therefore, exy (P) < (m + 1)(n + 2) — 2. A similar discussion shows that

eav(P) < (m+1)(n+1) —1if AV is minimal. O

In the case that P = AV, PP29 = (APZ,0) @ (AZ9W,d). So epaw (PP2%) < n if any only if
eaw (AZ9W) < n. Then Theorem [[3 follows.
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