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Abstract. The present article explores the relationship between positive sectional curvature and the geometric

and topological properties of Eschenburg 6-orbifolds. First, we prove that positive sectional curvature imposes

restrictions on the their singular sets, thereby confirming a conjecture posed by Florit and Ziller. Then we compute
the orbifold cohomology rings for those with a specific singular locus. This reveals a distinctive behavior in the

cohomology groups of positively curved Eschenburg orbifolds compared to their non-negatively curved counterparts.

Furthermore, we compute the orbifold cohomology rings of all Eschenburg orbifolds.

1. Introduction

Curvature conditions on Riemannian manifolds, and more recently on singular spaces, have been a central
interest in Riemannian geometry. This endeavor generally follows two main directions: finding examples and
identifying obstructions. The obstructions are often related to specific topological properties, raising questions
about the interplay between geometry and topology. Of particular importance are the topological implications of
assuming a lower curvature bound, such as positive and non-negative sectional curvature.

While the class of non-negatively curved compact manifolds contains many examples, including their products
and quotients of compact Lie groups, very few examples of positively curved ones are known. In fact, a full list
of known simply connected examples is given by homogeneous spaces, including the compact rank one symmetric
spaces, the Wallach flag manifolds and positively curved Aloff–Wallach spaces, see e.g. [WZ18], two infinite families
in dimensions 7 and 13, known as Eschenburg and Bazaikin spaces [Esc82, Baz96], respectively, and an additional
example in dimension 7 discovered more than a decade ago [Dea11, GVZ11] (see also [Zil14] for a survey).

This stands in a sharp contrast with the few known obstructions which distinguish these two classes, primarily
consisting of classic results on the fundamental groups such as Bonnet–Myers and Synge’s theorems. Important
conjectures like the Deformation Conjecture for simply connected manifolds and the Hopf Conjecture are wildly
open due to this phenomenon. The Deformation conjecture claims that a non-negatively curved metric can be
deformed to a positively curved one if one point has positive sectional curvature. Counterexamples to this for non-
simply connected manifolds are given in [Wil02]. The Hopf conjecture claims that compact rank two symmetric
spaces do not admit metrics with positive sectional curvature. Note that under symmetry assumptions, however,
additional obstructions have been found, e.g. [Wil03, Wil06] and more recently [KWW21, Nie22].

In the search for new examples of Riemannian manifolds admitting positive sectional curvature, exploring
quotients of Lie groups has constantly proven to be a promising approach. In fact, among the few known examples,
only one does not arise from this construction. All others are either homogeneous spaces or, more generally,
biquotients G � U , where G is a compact Lie group and U ⊆ G × G a closed subgroup which acts on G by
(u1, u2) ·g = u1gu

−1
2 . If the action is free then G�U is a manifold, and if the action is almost free, i.e. all isotropy

groups are finite, it is an orbifold. Recall that orbifolds are singular spaces which are locally modeled on quotients
of finite group actions on a Euclidean space.

The concept of biquotient actions was first introduced by Gromoll and Meyer in relation to exotic spheres [GM74]
and applied by Eschenburg and Bazaikin to construct manifolds with non-negative and positive sectional curvature
[Esc82, Baz96]. The Eschenburg and Bazaikin spaces, particularly their geometry and topology, have been the
focus of intensive study over the past few decades (see [AMP97, CEZ07, DJ23, Esc92, FZ09, Ker11, KS91]).
Moreover, they contain intriguing subfamilies, such as positively curved cohomogeneity one manifolds, which have
reappeared in certain classification results [GWZ08, Wul23], or the well-known Aloff–Wallach spaces.

The primary focus of this article is on a family of 6-dimensional biquotient orbifolds known as Eschenburg orb-
ifolds, introduced by Florit and Ziller in [FZ07]. They showed that the family of 7-dimensional Eschenburg spaces
are the total spaces of some orbifold fibrations over these spaces. In fact, apart from some of the compact rank
one symmetric spaces, all known compact positively curved manifolds are the total spaces of either a Riemannian
submersion or an orbifold fibration. This context raises the hope that studying positive curvature in a broader
category may lead to finding obstructions or even discovering new examples in the smooth category.
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2 D.WULLE AND M. ZAREI

The Eschenburg 6-orbifolds are defined as follows. For a, b, p, q ∈ Z3 with
∑

pi =
∑

qi,
∑

ai =
∑

bi define

Oa,b
p,q := SU(3) � Ta,b

p,q

by an almost free biquotient action of a 2-torus T 2 = {(z, w) ∈ C2 | z, w ∈ S1} as

(z, w) ∗A := zpwaA w̄bz̄q.

Equivalently, Oa,b
p,q can be defined by an isometric biquotient circle action on the 7-dimensional Eschenburg orbifolds

E7
p,q = SU(3)�S1p,q (see Section 2 for details). We equip Oa,b

p,q with the submersion metric of a Cheeger deformation
of the bi-invariant metric on SU(3) along some U(2) subgroup. We call such metrics Eschenburg metrics (see
[Esc82]). With these metrics all of the orbifolds Oa,b

p,q are non-negatively curved and we refer to Section 3 for the
positive curvature condition.

By [FZ07, Theorem A], the singular set is contained in the union of 9 totally geodesic orbifold 2-spheres S2ij
arranged according to the following diagram [FZ07, Theorem A]:

Figure 1. The structure of the singular set
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Here (ij) denotes the permutation interchanging i and j and (ijk) the cyclic permutation i 7→ j 7→ k 7→ i. The
vertices ∗σ correspond to points in Oa,b

p,q and the edges S2ij correspond to orbifold 2-spheres connecting precisely
two vertices. We say that two vertices ∗σ and ∗τ have the same parity, if the permutations σ and τ have the
same parity. In general the singular set Σ of Oa,b

p,q is represented by a subgraph of (1). It can contain isolated

points ∗σ or the entire edge S2ij . Note that the inner points of an edge always have the same local groups. For
the vertices, there are three possibilities: First, they both have the same local groups as the inner points, i.e. the
edge is a “smooth sphere”. Second, exactly one vertex has a different local group than the interior, i.e. the edge is
a “teardrop”. Third, both vertices have different local groups than the interior, i.e. the edge is a “football”. We
give more details on the singular sets in Subsection 2.3.

The first result addresses the structure of the singular set of Eschenburg orbifolds with positive curvature, a
topic initially explored in [FZ07] and further examined in [Yer14b] and [Yer15]. Recall that there are only two
smooth manifolds within the family of Eschenburg 6-orbifolds: the Wallach flag manifold W 6

1 = SU(3)/T 2
max and

the twisted Wallach flag W 6
2 = SU(3) � T 2. This implies that, generically, we should expect a non-empty singular

set for Oa,b
p,q . In fact, various subgraphs of Figure 1 can occur (see [FZ07, p. 174] and [Yer14b, Theorem D]). Given

that W 6
1 , W

6
2 admit metrics with positive curvature, it raises the natural question of whether curvature conditions

impose restrictions on the singular set. This was also addressed in [FZ07] and based on their result on positively
curved cohomogeneity one Eschenburg 7-manifolds, the authors conjectured:

Conjecture 1. [FZ07] None of the positively curved Eschenburg 7-manifolds admit an isometric circle action for
which Oa,b

p,q has only one singular point.

Note that Conjecture 1 does not hold for non-negative curvature, or even almost positive curvature [FZ07, p.
172]. Theorem A provides more insights into the structure of the singular sets of positively curved Eschenburg
orbifolds, and consequently confirms the conjecture.

Theorem A. Let Oa,b
p,q be an effective positively curved Eschenburg orbifold with non-empty singular set Σ. Then

the following statements hold.

(1) Σ contains at least one vertex with odd and one vertex with even parity.
(2) If Σ contains exactly two vertices, then it also contains the sphere connecting them. Furthermore, the

sphere is smooth.
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Theorem A implies that Σ is either empty or consists of at least three points. We remark that this conclusion
is sharp: There are positively curved examples with exactly three singular points (see [Yer14b, Theorem 5.2.10]).
Moreover, there are Eschenburg 6-orbifolds with almost positive curvature and with exactly one or exactly two
singular points, Example 5.13.

From the proof of Part 2 of Theorem A, we present a full classification, up to equivalence, of the spaces where
the singular set is contained in one edge of graph (1). Corollary 4.8 includes all orbifolds with precisely one
singular point, while Corollary 4.10 covers all cases where the singular set consists of exactly one smooth sphere.
In the latter situation, a distinction between positive and non-negative sectional curvature is the existence of
cohomogeneity two actions. In particular, under the assumptions of Theorem A (2), the orbifold Oa,b

p,q admits
an Eschenburg metric with positive sectional curvature if and only if it admits a cohomogeneity two action by
SU(2) · S1 ⊂ SU(3). In general an Eschenburg orbifold only admits a cohomogeneity 4 torus action.

In the the second part of the article, we focus on the topology of Eschenburg orbifolds. We are especially
interested in the orbifold cohomology ring. In general, the definition is delicate, but in this special case it is given
by the equivariant cohomology of the Ta,b

p,q-action on SU(3):

H∗
O(Oa,b

p,q) = H∗
Ta,b

p,q
(SU(3)) := H∗(ETa,b

p,q ×Ta,b
p,q

SU(3)),

where ETa,b
p,q ×Ta,b

p,q
SU(3) is the Borel construction, see Section 5.1 for more details. In the light of Theorem A, it

is particularly interesting to study those examples where the singular set consists of a smooth sphere. Theorem B
demonstrate how positive curvature impacts the topology of these spaces through their cohomology groups.

Theorem B. Let Oa,b
p,q be an effective Eschenburg orbifold with positive sectional curvature such that S2ij contains

the singular set Σ of Oa,b
p,q. Then S2ij is a smooth sphere with orbifold group Zk, and the even degree orbifold

cohomology groups stabilize with order k2.
More precisely, the cohomology groups are given by

Hi
O(Oa,b

p,q) =


0 for i odd

Z for i = 0

Z2 for i = 2, 4,

and

Hi
O(Oa,b

p,q) =

{
Z⊕ Zk for i = 6

Z2
k for i = 2m ≥ 8,

or Hi
O(Oa,b

p,q) =

{
Z⊕ Zgcd(2,k) for i = 6

Zgcd(2,k) ⊕ Z k2

gcd(2,k)

for i = 2m ≥ 8.

Notably, we obtain a distinctive behaviour of the cohomology groups of positively curved Eschenburg orbifolds,
where the singular set is contained in an edge of graph (1), as opposed to their non-negatively curved counterparts.
Namely, the stable even cohomology group is finite with square order. While this condition is not sufficient for
positive curvature, there are large classes of Eschenburg orbifolds with just non-negative sectional curvature
fulfilling the other assumptions of Theorem B, for which the conclusion fails, see Example 5.13. Finally, we note
that the order k of the local group of the singular set can be computed from the parameters.

After addressing the cohomology groups in certain specific examples, Theorem C presents the full structure of
the orbifold cohomology ring of any Eschenburg 6-orbifolds:

Theorem C. Let Oa,b
p,q be an effective Eschenburg orbifold, then

H∗
O(Oa,b

p,q) = Z[s, t]/⟨σi(s · p+ t · a)− σi(s · q + t · b) | i = 2, 3⟩,
where σi are the elementary symmetric polynomials in three variables. In particular,

σ2(T1, T2, T3) = T1T2 + T2T3 + T3T1,

σ3(T1, T2, T3) = T1T2T3.

The simplicity of the ring should not imply the misleading impression that deriving an explicit description of
the cohomology groups is straightforward. While it may be relatively easy to compute all cohomology groups for
given parameters a, b, p, q,∈ Z3, doing so for all Eschenburg orbifolds or infinite subfamilies at once appears to
be a challenging problem. However, as Theorem B demonstrates, in specific cases we were able to compute the
orbifold cohomology groups of large families.

Before we proceed to the strategy of the proofs, let us note that studying orbifolds for their own sake remains
an intriguing standalone problem. The geometry of orbifolds can often be investigated by naturally generalizing
concepts from smooth manifolds. We refer the reader to [CJ21, Chapters 3, 4] for a detailed account of some



4 D.WULLE AND M. ZAREI

generalizations of classical results on Riemannian manifolds, particularly in relation to positive curvature, and to
[GGK+24, KL14, Lan18, Sta05, Yer14a] for more interesting results on the geometry of orbifolds. While geometric
problems on orbifolds can often be addressed more directly, their algebraic topology is more delicate. To capture
their local structure, one can use the language of “groupoids”, which creates a bridge between differential geometry
and homotopy theory (see [ALR07]). From this perspective, it is interesting to study orbifold cohomology theories.
In particular, it is appealing to develop a a GKM theory that connects the “graph cohomology” to the orbifold
cohomology, see [GW22] for a treatment on the rational GKM theory for orbifolds. We point out that, in the
context of our article, graph (1) corresponds to the “GKM-graph” of a T 2-action on Oa,b

p,q .
We briefly explain the strategies of the proofs. The proof of Theorem A has two pillars: The first one is our

geometric interpretation of the positive curvature condition on the spaces Oa,b
p,q (Proposition 3.3) which links the

curvature properties of Oa,b
p,q to the intersection of certain triangles in the Euclidean plane arising from the param-

eters (see Figure 2). The second one is a collision detection method based on the Separating Axis Theorem 3.5,
which provides a method to determine whether the triangles intersect. The assumptions of Theorem A impose
restrictions on the parameters making the method feasible. The novelty in this approach is the interpretation of
the positive curvature condition as a problem in Euclidean geometry, allowing us to apply a large and well studied
toolbox to solve it. We remark that in computational geometry the method of collision detection is used to compu-
tationally determine whether two objects are intersecting (“colliding”) or not. In fact, it has various applications
in physical modelling, computer animation, engineering and game programming [LMCG97, LPK+21].

To prove Theorem C, we follow Eschenburg’s method [Esc92] to determine the cohomology of a biquotient G�U
using the spectral sequence corresponding to the bundle

G → EU ×U G → BU.

Since the orbifold cohomology of G � U is defined to be the cohomology of EU ×U G, we obtain the result.
Finally, for proving Theorem B, we will use Proposition 5.6 to relate the cohomology of Oa,b

p,q to the cohomology
of its singular set Σ. Therefore, the proof can be reduced to determining the orbifold cohomology of Σ, which is
a smooth sphere by Theorem A. The smoothness simplifies the necessary computations, leading to the proof of
Theorem B.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 provides a brief summary of orbifolds in general, followed by
fundamental information about Eschenburg orbifolds. Section 3 examines the positive curvature condition on
Eschenburg 6-orbifolds from a geometric perspective and establishes the foundations for developing a strategy to
prove Theorem A. The proof of this theorem is presented in Section 4. Section 5 focuses on the cohomology of
Eschenburg orbifolds, beginning with an introduction to orbifold cohomology and Eschenburg’s method for com-
puting the cohomology of biquotients [Esc82]. This section concludes with the proofs of Theorem C and Theorem B.

Acknowledgements: We wish to thank Burkhard Wilking for his suggestion on a problem related to Eschenburg
6-orbifolds, which eventually led to the current project. We would like to thank Christoph Böhm for his suggestions
on improving the exposition of the manuscript. We are also grateful to Michael Wiemeler and Jan Nienhaus for
informative discussions and comments. Finally, we thank Achim Krause for his idea on the proof of Proposition
5.6, which resulted in a more elegant proof of Theorem B.

The first named author acknowledges support by the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation through Gus-
tav Holzegel’s Alexander von Humboldt Professorship endowed by the Federal Ministry of Education and Re-
search. The second named author acknowledges support from Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, Ger-
man Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy EXC 2044-390685587, Mathematics Münster:
Dynamics-Geometry-Structure, and from DFG grant ZA976/1-1 within the Priority Program SPP2026 ”Geometry
at Infinity”.

2. An overview of Eschenburg 6-orbifolds

In this section, we first provide a brief overview of some general aspects of orbifolds. Then, following [FZ07,
Yer14b, Yer15], we recall the basic facts about Eschenburg orbifolds, establish the notation, and set up the
framework for the remainder of this article.

2.1. Orbifolds. Classically, an n-dimensional smooth orbifold O is defined as a second-countable, Hausdorff
topological space |O|, known as the underlying topological space of O, locally described by charts (Ũ ,Γ, U, π),

where Ũ is an open subset of Rn, Γ is a finite group acting smoothly and effectively on Ũ , U is an open subset of
X, and π : Ũ → U is a homeomorphism, along with a compatibility condition on the charts (see [AF24, p. 2] for
more precise definition). Orbifolds are singular spaces, and their singular set is defined using the so-called local
groups:
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Definition 2.1. Let x ∈ |O| and (Ũ ,Γ, U, π) be any local chart around x = π(p). We define the local group at x
as

Γx = {g ∈ Γ : gp = p}.
This group is uniquely determined up to conjugacy in Γ.

Definition 2.2. For an orbifold O, its singular set is defined as

Σ(O) = {x ∈ |O| : Γx ̸= 1}.
We call R(O) = |O| \ Σ(O) the regular set of O.

Compact transformation groups provide a rich class of examples for orbifolds, which is particularly important
for this article.

Definition 2.3. A quotient orbifold O is an almost free action of a Lie group G on a smooth manifold M . Its
geometric realisation is given by |O| = M/G. Let π : M → M/G be the projection map. The singular set is the
set of all points x ∈ M/G where the isotropy group Gp is non-trivial for π(p) = x. For simplicity we often write
O = M/G, if the action is clear from the context. If the action is not effective, we call O = M/G an ineffective
quotient orbifold.

Remark 2.4.

(1) Every classical orbifold can be represented as the quotient of a smooth manifold by an effective almost
free action of a compact Lie group. In fact, the frame bundle Fr(O) of O is a smooth manifold with an
effective and almost free O(n)-action such that Fr(O)/O(n) ∼= O (see e.g. [ALR07, Theorem 1.23]). For
ineffective orbifolds, in general, we do not derive an equivalent description as O(n)-quotients of the frame
bundle.

(2) For brevity, we will sometimes drop the term quotient. Further, all orbifolds mentioned in this article are
quotient orbifolds.

(3) By definition all points in an ineffective orbifold are generically singular, since their local groups always
contain the ineffective kernel. Sometimes, it is convenient to define the singular set to be the set of points,
whose local groups are different from the ineffective kernel of the action.

(4) Any ineffective quotient orbifold O can be turned into an effective orbifold by dividing the ineffective
kernel of the group action. We denote the effective structure by Oeff .

(5) In general an (ineffective) orbifold is defined to be a proper étale Lie groupoid. We refer the interested
reader to [ALR07] for a detailed introduction to this topic. It is not known whether any orbifold given by
this groupoid description can be realised as a quotient orbifold.

With this remark we conclude this subsection about orbifolds and will return to some general aspects of orbifolds
in Section 5.

2.2. Basic Properties of Eschenburg Orbifolds. We begin this subsection with the definition of Eschenburg
7-orbifolds. For z ∈ S1 = {z ∈ C | |z| = 1} and p = (p1, p2, p3) ∈ Z3, let zp := diag(zp1 , zp2 , zp3) ∈ U(3). Given
(p, q) ∈ Z3 × Z3 with

∑
pi =

∑
qi, the biquotient action of S1 on SU(3) is defined as

z ∗ g := zpgz̄q.

We denote the quotient space by E7
p,q = SU(3) � S1p,q. The action is free if and only if

gcd(p1 − qσ(1), p2 − qσ(2)) = 1 for any σ ∈ S3.

Hence in this case E7
p,q is a 7-dimensional manifold. If we relax this condition to be almost free, which is equivalent

to

gcd(p1 − qσ(1), p2 − qσ(2)) ̸= 0 for any σ ∈ S3,

then E7
p,q is an orbifold of dimension 7.

We remark that if the freeness of the action is not particularly important to us, we simply refer to E7
p,q as an

Eschenburg orbifold, regardless of whether the action is free or almost free.
Now for (a, b) ∈ Z3 × Z3, with

∑
ai =

∑
bi, consider the action of S1 on E7

p,q given by

z ∗ [g] := [zagz̄b].

This action is well-defined because the S1p,q-action on SU(3) commutes with the S1a,b-action. Alternatively, we can

define a biquotient Ta,b
p,q-action on SU(3) by

(z, w) ∗ g := zpwagz̄qw̄b.
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Note that the Ta,b
p,q-action on SU(3) is almost free if and only if the S1a,b-action on E7

p,q is almost free. By [FZ07,

Theorem A], the Ta,b
p,q-action on SU(3) is almost free if and only if

p− qσ and a− bσ are linearly independent, for all σ ∈ S3.

In this case, the resulting quotient space SU(3)�Ta,b
p,q is an orbifold. We call this orbifold an Eschenburg 6-orbifold

and denote it by Oa,b
p,q .

Before we proceed, we recall some operations that yield an equivalent Eschenburg orbifold. It is worth noting
that these operations are quite useful for simplifying the proofs of the main theorems by converting the torus
parameters into more tractable ones.

Proposition 2.5. [Yer14b, Proposition 5.3.2]

(1) Oa,b
p,q

∼= Oa′,b′

p′,q′ , whenever (p′, a′, q′, b′) equals the following parameters:

(a) (q, b, p, a)
(b) (p+ d̄, a+ c̄, q + d̄, b+ c̄), for d, c ∈ Z and d̄ = d · (1, 1, 1)
(c) (pσ, aσ, qτ , bτ ) for σ, τ ∈ S3

(d) For some A ∈ Gl(2,Z): (
p′

a′

)
= A ·

(
p
a

)
,

(
q′

b′

)
= A ·

(
q
b

)
.

(2) (Oa,b
p,q)

eff ∼= (Oa′,b′

p′,q′)
eff , if we additionally allow (µp, λa, µq, λb) for µ, λ ∈ Q\{0}

Remark 2.6. Let Oa,b
p,q be an ineffective Eschenburg orbifold. By Proposition 2.5, we can find parameters

p′, q′, a′, b′ such that (Oa,b
p,q)

eff ∼= Oa′,b′

p′,q′ (see [Yer14b, Corollary 5.3.3]). Note further that gcd(p1, . . . , q3) = 1 =

gcd(a1, . . . , b3), if T
a,b
p,q acts effectively on SU(3).

Recall that when two of the integers in p or in q of an Eschenburg orbifold E7
p,q are equal, then there exists

an SU(2) × T2 action on SU(3) commuting with the S1p,q action, resulting in a 2-dimensional quotient. In other

words, in this case, E7
p,q admits a cohomogeneity 2 action. Up to equivalence, the parameters are given by

p = (c, d, e) q = (c+ d+ e, 0, 0).

The action is free if and only if c, d, e are pairwise relatively prime [CEZ07, p. 5].
In the following remark we show that every Eschenburg 6-orbifold can be obtained as a quotient space of an

isometric almost free biquotient action of an S1 on a cohomogeneity 2 Eschenburg 7-orbifolds:

Remark 2.7. By Operations (1b) and (1d) one can find the following representation for Oa,b
p,q :

p = (c, d, e), q = (c+ d+ e, 0, 0) a = (a1, a2, a3), b = (0, b2, b3).(2.1)

More precisely, let g = gcd(q2 − q3, b2 − b3), and α = (q2 − q3)/g and β = (b3 − b2)/g. Then gcd(α, β) = 1 and
there exist r, s ∈ Z, such that rβ − sα = 1. We set

A =

(
β α
s r

)
.

By applying A to the parameters, we get q′2 = q′3. By Part (1b) we then obtain the parameters given in (2.1).

2.3. On the singular set of Oa,b
p,q. In this subsection we give a description of the singular set Σ(Oa,b

p,q) of the
Eschenburg orbifold.

By [FZ07, Theorem A], the singular set Σ(Oa,b
p,q) is the union of at most nine orbifold 2-spheres and six points

which are arranged as depicted in Figure 1.
Let π : SU(3) → Oa,b

p,q be the quotient map. The orbifold 2-spheres S2ij from Figure (1) lifts to U(2)ij in SU(3)
under π, where

U(2)ij =

{
τi

(
A 0

0 detA

)
τj : A ∈ U(2)

}
(2.2)

with τr ∈ O(3) a linear map interchanging the r-th and the third vector of the canonical basis for r = 1, 2 and
τ3 = −I. Furthermore, the six points ∗σ lift to the tori Tσ given by

Tσ = sgn(σ)σ−1 diag(z, w, z̄w̄) with σ ∈ S3.

Any U(2)ij contains exactly two tori Tσ and Tσ′ with σ(i) = σ′(i) = j and every Tσ is contained in exactly three
U(2)ij . We say that two vertices ∗σ and ∗τ have the same parity, if the permutations σ and τ have the same parity.
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The action of Ta,b
p,q on U(2)ij is equivalent to the biquotient action

(z, w) ∗A = z(pi1
,pi2

)w(ai1
,ai2

)A w̄(bj1 ,bj2 )z̄(qj1 ,qj2 ) =

(
zpi1

−qj1wai1
−bj1a11 zpi1

−qj2wai1
−bj2a12

zpi2
−qj1wai2

−bj1a21 zpi2
−qj2wai2

−bj2a22

)
on U(2)33, where {i, i1, i2} = {j, j1, j2} = {1, 2, 3}. This action will appear in Section 5, where we compute the
orbifold cohomology groups of S2ij .

Note that the singular set of an Eschenburg orbifold Oa,b
p,q is possibly a subset of the graph shown in Figure (1).

To differentiate the entire graph from the actual singular set, we use the notation C(Oa,b
p,q) :=

⋃
i,j π(U(2)ij) for

the complete graph.
To understand the singular set of Oa,b

p,q , we need to examine the isotropy groups of U(2)ij and Tσ and the
ineffective kernel of the action. Let V,W ∈ Zn, then we define

g(V,W ) := gcd(v1, . . . , vn, w1, . . . , wn) and N(V,W ) := gcd {viwj − vjwi | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n}

Note that the action on SU(3) is given as follows:

zpwaAw̄bz̄q =

zp1−q1wa1−b1a11 zp1−q2wa1−b2a12 zp1−q3wa1−b3a13
zp2−q1wa1−b1a21 zp2−q2wa2−b2a22 zp2−q3wa2−b3a23
zp3−q1wa3−b1a31 zp3−q2wa3−b2a32 zp3−q3wa3−b3a33

 .

Since pi − qi = qi1 − pi2 + qi2 − pi1 for {i, i1, i2} = {1, 2, 3}, it is clear that (z, w) is in the kernel of the action if
and only if

zpi−qjwai−bj = 1 for all i ̸= j.

This means that the kernel of the action is given by the kernel of the map

ϕ : T 2 → T 6, (z, w) 7→ (zpi−qjwai−bj )i ̸=j ,

which is given by

{(α, β) ∈ R2 | deϕ((α, β)) ∈ Z6}/Z2,

We set P ∈ Z6 to have the components pi−qj and A ∈ Z6 to have ai−bj with i ̸= j and the same index ordering
for both. Then deϕ is a 6× 2–matrix with columns given by P and A. There exist B ∈ Gl2(Z) and C ∈ Gl6(Z),
such that C · deϕ ·B has the following diagonal form, which is also known as the Smith Normal Form of deϕ. The
first diagonal entry is given by the gcd of the 1-minors, that is g(P,A), and the second one, by N(P,A)/g(P,A),
since N(P,A) is the gcd of the 2-minors: 

g(P,A) 0
0 N(P,A)/g(P,A)
...

...
0 0


Hence the ineffective kernel is isomorphic to

Zg(P,A) ⊕ ZN(P,A)/g(P,A).

Similarly, we recover the isotropy groups at U(2)ij : For this, we set V = (pi1 − qj1 , pi1 − qj2 , pi2 − qj1 , pi2 − qj2)
and W = (ai1 − bj1 , ai1 − bj2 , ai2 − bj1 , ai2 − bj2). Let gij = g(V,W ) and Nij = N(V,W ), the isotropy group on
U(2)ij is given by

Γij = Zgij ⊕ ZNij/gij .

By [Yer14b, Theorem 5.3.7] or the same argument as above applied to V = (p1 − qσ(1), p2 − qσ(2)) and W =
(a1 − bσ(1), a2 − bσ(2)) the isotropy groups at the tori Tσ are given by

Γσ = Zgσ ⊕ ZNσ/gσ ,

where

gσ = gcd(p1 − qσ(1), p2 − qσ(2), a1 − bσ(1), a2 − bσ(2)).

and

Nσ = |(p1 − qσ(1))(a2 − bσ(2))− (p2 − qσ(2))(a1 − bσ(1))| for σ ∈ S3.(2.3)

By [FZ07, Remark 3.11], the action of Ta,b
p,q on SU(3) is almost free if and only if Nσ ̸= 0, for all σ ∈ S3.
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Remark 2.8. The isotropy groups are not affected by the operations of Proposition 2.5, except for (2), which
may result in an ineffective kernel and (1c), which permutes the isotropy groups (see the proof of Theorem A for
a precise statement in this case). The effectiveness of the action has an impact on the topological properties such
as the cohomology ring of Oa,b

p,q (see Section 5).

As we will see in Section 4, the equivalent representation (2.1) for Oa,b
p,q is crucial to the proof of Theorem A.

From (2.3) it easily follows that

Lemma 2.9. For the representation in (2.1), the orders of the isotropy groups at Tσ, up to sign, are given by

lId = −(d+ e)(a2 − b2)− da1(2.4)

l(23) = −(d+ e)(a2 − b3)− da1(2.5)

l(132) = ca2 + (c+ e)(a1 − b3)(2.6)

l(12) = ca2 + (c+ e)(a1 − b2)(2.7)

l(123) = c(a2 − b3)− d(a1 − b2)(2.8)

l(13) = c(a2 − b2)− d(a1 − b3).(2.9)

The following lemma, which identifies the structure of the singular set in certain special cases, plays a key role
in the proof of Theorem A. In fact, it generalizes [Yer14b, Lemma 5.3.11], and since the same proof applies, we
will omit one here.

Lemma 2.10. Let Oa,b
p,q be an Eschenburg orbifold. If with qi = qj and bi = bj or pi = pj and ai = aj for some

i, j = 1, 2, 3, i.e. Oa,b
p,q admits a cohomogeneity 2 action by some S1 · SU(2). Then the singular set only consists of

smooth totally geodesic 2-Spheres.

3. A Geometric Approach to the Positive Sectional Curvature Conditions on Oa,b
p,q

In this section we revisit the positive sectional curvature property for the Eschenburg 6-orbifolds Oa,b
p,q as stated

in [Yer14b]. In Subsection 3.1 we provide a simple geometric interpretation of this condition, which forms the
foundation for our strategy to prove Theorem A. This strategy is facilitated by some basic yet effective tools from
convex geometry, with the details of their application explained in Subsection 3.2.

3.1. Revisiting positive sectional curvature of Oa,b
p,q. We endow SU(3) with a Cheeger deformation of the

bi-invariant metric along one of the subgroups U(2)ii for i = 1, 2, 3 and equip E7
p,q and Oa,b

p,q with the corresponding

submersion metrics turning them into Riemannian orbifolds. On E7
p,q these metrics were originally found and

studied by Eschenburg in [Esc82] and provided a rich class of examples of non-negatively and positively curved
manifolds (see [Ker11, Sections 2, 3] for a detailed construction of Eschenburg’s metrics and their curvature
properties).

There exists an Eschenburg metric with positive sectional curvature on E7
p,q if and only if

q1, q2, q3 /∈ [min pj ,max pj ].

Note that switching the roles of p and q will induce an orbifold diffeomorphism between E7
p,q and E7

q,p. It might

happen that E7
p,q does not admit a positively curved Eschenburg metric, but E7

q,p does.

We now turn our attention to the Eschenburg 6-orbifolds Oa,b
p,q which admit an Eschenburg metric with positive

sectional curvature. In fact, every such orbifold is the base space of an orbifold fibration with a positively curved
Eschenburg 7-orbifold as a total space:

Theorem 3.1 ([Yer14b], Theorem 5.3.6). Oa,b
p,q admits an Eschenburg metric with positive sectional curvature

if and only if there exist parameters u, v, x, y ∈ Z3, such that E7
u,v admits an Eschenburg metric with positive

sectional curvature and Oa,b
p,q

∼= E7
u,v/S

1
x,y. Moreover, the Eschenburg metric on E7

u,v is induced by the same metric

on SU(3) as the metric of Oa,b
p,q.

Note, however, that if Oa,b
p,q admits a metric with positive curvature, it is possible that neither E7

p,q nor E7
a,b

admits positive curvature (see [Yer14b, Example 5.3.1.]). Therefore, given an Eschenburg orbifold Oa,b
p,q , it is not

practical to consider the orbifold fibrations from some 7-dimensional Eschenburg orbifolds over them to determine
whether they admit positive curvature. Instead this property can be checked using the following theorem:
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Proposition 3.2 ([Yer14b], Proposition 5.3.13). Equip Oa,b
p,q with a metric induced by a Cheeger deformation along

U(2)33. Then Oa,b
p,q is positively curved, if and only if for each t ∈ [0, 1] and each triple (η1, η2, η3) with

∑
i ηi = 1

we have both

(1− t)b1 + tb2 ̸=
∑

ηiai or (1− t)q1 + tq2 ̸=
∑

ηipi,

and

b3 ̸=
∑

ηiai or q3 ̸=
∑

ηipi.

In the same way as for the Eschenburg 7-orbifolds, it is possible that the Eschenburg metric on Oa,b
p,q does not

have positive sectional curvature, but the Eschenburg metric on the equivalent orbifold Ob,a
q,p does.

After reviewing the known results regarding the positive curvature conditions on Oa,b
p,q , we now offer a geometric

reformulation that is elegant in its simplicity.
To be more precise, we introduce the following points in the Euclidean plane:

Pi =

(
pi
ai

)
and Qi =

(
qi
bi

)
for i = 1, 2, 3.

Note that
∑

Pi =
∑

Qi, since
∑

pi =
∑

qi and
∑

ai =
∑

bi. Since permuting the parameters of Oa,b
p,q is an

equivalent change, Oa,b
p,q has an Eschenburg metric with positive curvature if and only if there is a permutation

σ ∈ S3, such that Oa,bσ
p,qσ has positive curvature with an Eschenburg metric coming from a Cheeger deformation

along U(2)33. From this we get the following reformulation of Proposition 3.2:

Proposition 3.3. Oa,b
p,q admits an Eschenburg metric with positive sectional curvature if and only if there exists

a permutation σ, such that for each t ∈ [0, 1] and each η1, η2, η3 ≥ 0 with
∑

ηi = 1 we have both

(1− t) ·Qσ(1) + t ·Qσ(2) ̸=
∑
i

ηiPi(3.1)

and

Qσ(3) ̸=
∑
i

ηiPi.(3.2)

We will now explain the geometric interpretation of Proposition 3.3: We denote the triangles in the Euclidean
plane spanned by the points Pi, respectively Qi, by ∆P , respectively ∆Q, and a line segment between two points
X,Y ∈ R2 by L(X,Y ). Then Oa,b

p,q admits an Eschenburg metric with positive sectional curvature if and only
if there exists σ ∈ S3 such that L(Qσ(1), Qσ(2)) ∪ {Qσ(3)} does not intersect the triangle ∆P . We illustrate
this condition in Figure 2: In the first case the corresponding orbifold cannot have an Eschenburg metric with
positive sectional curvature since any edge of one of the triangles ∆Q and ∆P intersects the other triangle. In the
second case, the corresponding Eschenburg orbifold admits a metric with positive sectional curvature, since the
line segment connecting Q1 and Q2 does not intersect the triangle ∆P . Note that since

∑
Pi =

∑
Qi, the triangles

∆P and ∆Q have the same centroid c. Therefore, it can easily be shown (see Lemma 3.8) that the midpoint of Q1

and Q2 is contained in ∆P , if Q3 ∈ ∆P . Hence, Condition 3.2 is not necessary.

Remark 3.4.

(1) The positive curvature condition for a 7-dimensional Eschenburg orbifold E7
p,q = SU(3) � S1p,q with a

Cheeger deformation along U(2)33 is as follows: For all t ∈ [0, 1]

(1− t)q1 + tq2, q3 /∈ [min pi,max pi]

Since [min pi,max pi] is given by the set of convex combinations of p1, p2, p3, this is analogous to Proposi-
tion 3.3.

(2) Operations (2), (1b) and (1d) of Proposition 2.5 do not affect the positive curvature condition since (2) is
a scaling and (1b) a translation of the Pi and Qi. Operation (1d) corresponds to a linear change of the
coordinate system and hence cannot affect the condition. Operation (1a) affects the positive curvature
condition in the sense that the roles of Pi and Qi are interchanged.

(3) Note that {P1, P2, P3} ∩ {Q1, Q2, Q2} = ∅, since otherwise one of Nσ = 0. To see this, assume without
loss of generality, that P1 = Q1. Therefore we have p1 = q1, a1 = b1 and hence

NId = |(p1 − q1)(a2 − b2)− (a1 − b1)(p2 − q2)| = 0.

This violates the assumption that the action is almost free.
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Figure 2. Sectional curvatures and triangles

(1) No positive sectional curvature (2) Positive sectional curvature

c

P1

P3

P2

Q1

Q2

Q3

c

P1

P3

P2 Q3

Q1

Q2

L(Q1, Q2)

3.2. Separating Axis Theorem and positive curvature. In this subsection, we recall some elementary facts
from convex geometry and prove some lemmata which will play an important role in developing a strategy to
prove Theorem A (see [Sch14] for more details).

For u ∈ Rn \ {0} and α ∈ R define the hyperplane Hu,α as

Hu,α := {x ∈ Rn | ⟨x, u⟩ = α}.
The hyperplane Hu,α bounds the two half-spaces

H−
u,α = {x ∈ Rn | ⟨x, u⟩ ≤ α}, H+

u,α = {x ∈ Rn | ⟨x, u⟩ ≥ α}.
Let K1,K2 ⊆ Rn be two subsets and Hu,α be a hyperplane. The hyperplane Hu,α separates K1 and K2 if,

K1 ⊆ H−
u,α and K2 ⊆ H+

u,α, or vice versa. The subsets K1,K2 are said to be strongly separated by Hu,α if there
is a number ε > 0 such that Hu,α−ε and Hu,α+ε both separate K1 and K2.

Theorem 3.5. [Sch14, Theorem 1.3.7] Let K1,K2 ⊆ Rn be non-empty convex subsets with K1 ∩K2 = ∅. Then
K1 and K2 can be separated. If K1 is compact and K2 is closed, then they can be strongly separated.

The following theorem must be known in convex geometry, but we were unable to find a proof in the literature
and hence provide one for completeness.

Theorem 3.6. Let K1,K2 ⊆ R2 be two polygons with K1 ∩K2 = ∅. Then at least one edge of one of the polygons
can be extended to a separating line Hv,α such that v is an outer normal vector to the corresponding polygon.

Proof. Let K = K1 −K2 = {x − y | x ∈ K1, y ∈ K2} be the Minkowski sum of K1 and −K2. Note that K is a
compact convex polygon as well. Furthermore, since K1 ∩K2 = ∅, then 0 /∈ K. Hence, 0 and K can be (strongly)
separated. We show that we can assume the separating line L is parallel to one of the edges of K.

By the proof of [Sch14, Theorem 2.4.3], every polygon is the intersection of finitely many closed half-spaces H−
k

bounded by a support Line Hk. Moreover, every edge Ei of the polygon satisfies Ei = K ∩ Hi, i.e. every edge
can be extended to a support line. Now since 0 /∈ K, there exists i, such that 0 /∈ H−

i . Hence Hi = H(v, α) is
a separating line. Then it follows from the proof of [Sch14, Lemma 1.3.6] that a line L parallel to Hi (strongly)
separates K1 and K2. Moreover, since the edges of the Minkowski sum K are parallel to the edges of the original
polygons, we deduce that L is parallel to one of the edges of one of the polygons K1 and K2. Note that we can
always choose v in such a way that v is an outer normal to the corresponding polygon, that is, the polygon for
which L is parallel to an edge. This finishes the proof. □

Remark 3.7 (Separating Axis). Let K1 and K2 be two disjoint polygons. Let L be a separating line, which
we assume by Theorem 3.6 to be an edge of one of the polygons. Let L⊥ be a line orthogonal to L. Then the
projections of K1 and K2 to L⊥ are disjoint. We call L⊥ a separating axis. Note that L⊥ is not unique, but we
may require it to pass through a particular point.
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Figure 3. Separating axis

separating axis

separating line

n

Let H be a closed non-empty convex subset of Rn. Recall that for each x ∈ Rn, there exists a unique point
prH(x) ∈ H satisfying

|x− prH(x)| ≤ |x− y|,
for all y ∈ H (see for example [Sch14, p. 9]). Then we can define a map prH : Rn → H, called the metric projection
of H. Note that prH is the orthogonal projection, if H is a linear subspace of Rn.

We will now justify that only Condition 3.2 of Proposition 3.3 is needed as already stated in the discussion
right before Remark 3.4.

Lemma 3.8. Let (p1, . . . , pk) and (q1, . . . , qk) be two collections of points in Rn with the same centroid. If
qk ∈ Conv {p1, . . . , pk}, then Conv {p1, . . . , pk} contains the centroid of (q1, . . . , qk−1).

Proof. We first proof the statement for n = 1. In this case Conv {p1, . . . , pk} = [min pi,max pi]. Without loss of
generality we assume min pi = p1 and max pi = pk. Since both collections have the same centroid we have

k−1∑
i=1

qi + p1 ≤
k∑

i=1

qi =

k∑
i=1

pi ≤ p1 + (k − 1)pk

⇒ 1

k − 1

k−1∑
i=1

qi ≤ pk

and analogously 1
k−1

∑k−1
i=1 qi ≥ p1. Therefore

1
k−1

∑k−1
i=1 qi ∈ Conv {p1, . . . , pk}.

For arbitrary n, let 1
k−1

∑k−1
i=1 qi /∈ Conv {p1, . . . , pk}. By Theorem 3.5 there exists a Hyperplane H strongly

separating 1
k−1

∑k−1
i=1 qi and Conv {p1, . . . , pk}. Let L be a line perpendicular to H through the origin and

denote by pr: Rn → L the orthogonal projection. Since pr is linear, we have pr(Conv {p1, . . . , pk}) =
Conv {pr(p1), . . . ,pr(pk)}. Now the collections (pr(p1), . . . ,pr(pk)) and (pr(q1), . . . ,pr(qk)) fulfill the assumptions
of the lemma in a one dimensional space, but pr(qk) /∈ Conv {pr(p1), . . . ,pr(pk)}, since they are separated by H,
a contradiction. □

From now on we denote the interval spanned by the projection of ∆P along a line by JP without further reference.
Since in our case the triangles ∆P and ∆Q have the same centroids it follows immediately from Lemma 3.8 that
Condition 3.2 is not necessary:

Corollary 3.9. The orbifold Oa,b
p,q has positive curvature if and only if one of the following equivalent conditions

hold
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(1) At least one of the edges L(Qi, Qj) of ∆Q, i ̸= j, does not intersect ∆P .
(2) There exists a line L perpendicular to one of the edges of one of the triangles such that the projections of

no vertices of ∆Q along this line lie in JP .

We can use the Separating Axis Theorem to obtain the following strengthening of Theorem 3.1, which will be
the main tool in the Proof of Theorem A (1).

Theorem 3.10. Let Oa,b
p,q be an Eschenburg orbifold with positive sectional curvature, then there exists and equiv-

alent Eschenburg orbifold Oa′,b′

p′,q′ , such that E7
p′,q′ is of cohomogeneity 2 and admits positive sectional curvature.

Furthermore the metrics on Oa′,b′

p′,q′ and Ep′,q′ are induced by the same metric on SU(3) as the metric on Oa,b
p,q.

Proof. Let Oa,b
p,q be an Eschenburg 6-orbifold with positive sectional curvature. By Corollary 3.9 we can assume

that one of L(X,Y ) for X,Y ∈ {Q1, Q2, Q3} or X,Y ∈ {P1, P2, P3} with X ̸= Y acts as a separating line. Let
g = gcd(x1 − y1, x2 − y2) and denote v = 1

g (X − Y ) = (v1, v2). There exist m,n ∈ Z, such that mv1 + nv1 = 1.

We set

A =

(
v2 −v1
m n

)
and

(
p′

a′

)
:= A ·

(
p
a

)
,

(
q′

b′

)
:= A ·

(
q
b

)
Oa′,b′

p′,q′ has positive sectional curvature and the line L(X ′, Y ′) with X ′ = AX and Y ′ = AY is separating. Since

Av = (0, 1)T , we have that L(X ′, Y ′) = 0×R is separating. Therefore R× 0 is a separating axis, and hence E7
p′,q′

admits positive sectional curvature. Furthermore, either two of the p′i’s or two of the q′i’s coincide. Therefore E
7
p′,q′

is actually a cohomogeneity two Eschenburg orbifold with positive sectional curvature. □

We conclude this section with the following lemma which asserts that in the special case of Lemma 2.10, we
have positive sectional curvature up to switching the parameters:

Corollary 3.11. Suppose that in one of the triangles ∆P or ∆Q at least two vertices coincide, i.e. pi = pj and
ai = aj or qi = qj and bi = bj for some i ̸= j, or equivalently Oa,b

p,q admits a cohomogeneity two action by some

S1 · SU(2). Then either Oa,b
p,q or Ob,a

q,p has positive sectional curvature.

Proof. Assume that in ∆Q at least two vertices coincide. Thus ∆Q is a segment in R2. If either of the endpoints lie
in ∆P , then Oa,b

p,q has positive sectional curvature. Now, consider the case where one endpoint, say Qi, intersects
∆P . Then we have two scenarios: either Qi = Qj , for some j ̸= i, or Qi ̸= Qj , for j ̸= i. If Qi ̸= Qj , for j ̸= i,
then by Lemma 3.8, and Part (3) of Remark 3.4, the other endpoint intersects ∆P as well, but not at a vertex. By
the properties of the plane, this implies that one edge, including the vertices, of the triangle ∆P does not intersect
with ∆Q. That is, the orbifold Ob,a

q,p has positive curvature. Now assume that Qi = Qj , for some j ̸= i. If the other

endpoint intersects ∆P , similarly, Ob,a
q,p has positive curvature. Let us assume that the other endpoint Qk, k ̸= i, j

does not lie within ∆P . We claim that the segment, ∆Q, does not pass through a vertex of ∆P . Assume it does,
then since the midpoint of the segment and the centroid of ∆P coincide, the segment necessarily lies on one of the
median of the ∆P and leaves the triangle by the ”2/3 property” of the medians, a contradiction. Therefore, the
segment does not pass through the vertices and hence does not intersect one of the edges, including the vertices,
of ∆P . Whence, Ob,a

q,p has positive curvature. □

4. Proof of Theorem A

In this section, we prove Theorem A. We divide the proof into two subsections. In Subsection 4.1, we first prove
Part 1 for isometric almost free S1 actions on positively curved cohomogeneity 2 Eschenburg 7-orbifolds. Then by
Theorem 3.10, we arrive at the same conclusion for the general case. While we could follow the same approach
to prove Part 2, we prefer to present a direct proof, as it is relatively less convoluted and provides additional
information needed later. This will be done in Subsection 4.2. The main tool is the Separating Axis Theorem,
which allows us to reduce the positive curvature conditions to a single condition (Corollary 3.9) and to develop a
geometric strategy to verify this condition.

4.1. Proof of Theorem A, Part 1. The main objective of this section is to prove the following proposition.
From this, as detailed below, we can easily deduce Part 1 of Theorem A.

Proposition 4.1. Let E7
p,q be a cohomogeneity 2 Eschenburg orbifold with the almost free biquotient action of

S1a,b. If three of ∗σ’s with the same parity are regular and either E7
p,q or E7

q,p admits positive curvature, then Ta,b
p,q

acts freely.

Now, we show how one proves Theorem A, Part 1:
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Proof. ([Theorem A, Part 1]) Assume by contradiction that all ∗σ contained in Σ have the same parity. Then
there are three regular ∗σ’s with the same parity. By Theorem 3.10, there exists an equivalent Eschenburg orbifold

Oa′,b′

p′,q′ with the same singular set and such that E7
p′,q′ is a positively curved cohomogeneity 2 Eschenburg orbifold.

By Proposition 4.1, such orbifold is a smooth manifold. This is a contradiction to Σ ̸= ∅. □

Proof. ([Proposition 4.1]) Let τ, τ ′ ∈ S3. Then for the equivalent action of S1
pτ ,qτ′ × S1

aτ ,bτ′ we see that Nσ =

Ñτ ′◦σ◦τ , where Ñσ is the order of the isotropy group of the S1
pτ ,qτ′ ×S1

aτ ,bτ′ action. By applying suitable reflections

τ and τ ′, we can assume

p = (c, d, e), q = (c+ d+ e, 0, 0)

without changing the parity of the ∗σ’s.
Furthermore, without loss of generality, we assume that the three regular points ∗σ’s have even parity, i.e.

NId = N(123) = N(132) = 1. More precisely, if we choose τ ′ = Id, τ = (12), then we have ÑId = N(12),

Ñ(123) = N(13), Ñ(132) = N(23).

We can assume that the parameters of the circle S1a,b are given by

a = (a1, a2, a3), b = (0, b2, b3).

Now, we proceed the proof by assuming that NId = N(123) = N(132) = 1. Notice that this condition and the

equations in Lemma 2.9 imply that gcd(c, d) = gcd(c, e) = gcd(e, d) = 1, i.e. E7
p,q is a smooth manifold.

Observe that if b2 = b3, then by equations in Lemma 2.9, all the isotropy groups are trivial. Thus Oa,b
p,q is a

smooth manifold. From now on, throughout the proof, we assume that b2 − b3 ̸= 0.
From Equations in Lemma 2.9 we get

l(132) − l(12) = (c+ e) · (b2 − b3).(4.1)

l(123) − l(13) = (c+ d) · (b2 − b3).(4.2)

lId − l(23) = (e+ d) · (b2 − b3).(4.3)

Since E7
p,q or E7

q,p has positive curvature, we have

0 ̸= c ̸= −d ̸= 0, 0 ̸= c ̸= −e ̸= 0, 0 ̸= e ̸= −d ̸= 0.(4.4)

Therefore, we have:

l(132) − l(12) ̸= 0, l(123) − l(13) ̸= 0, lId − l(23) ̸= 0.

Let

x := c+ e, y := b2 − b3, l := l(132), t := lId, r := t− l(123).

To avoid treating similar cases and streamline the proof, we make the following additional choices. By multiplying
p, q, respectively a, b, with −1, if necessary, we can assume that c+d+e ≥ 0, respectively xy−l > 0. After applying
these restrictions, we need to consider the following four cases: (lId, l(123)) ∈ {(1, 1), (1,−1), (−1, 1), (−1,−1)}.
However, if one of lσ = 1 for σ ∈ {Id, (123)}, we can always assume it to be lId. Otherwise, we apply (13)
to p and a and (23) to q and b to obtain the treated case. As a result, we only need to consider three cases:
(lId, l(123)) ∈ {(1, 1), (1,−1), (−1,−1)}. In other words, whenever t = 1, we have r = 0, or r = 2 and whenever
t = −1, we only have r = 0.

From Equation (2.6) and since x = c+ e ̸= 0, we get

a1 =
l − ca2

x
+ b3 =

1− ca2
x

+ b2 − y.(4.5)

We have
r = lId − l(123) = −a2(d+ x)− cy + xb2.

Then we get

b2 =
r + a2(d+ x) + cy

x
.(4.6)

From (2.4), (4.6), and (4.5), we have

xt = xlId = d(xy − l) + (x− c)(r + cy).

Note that xy − l = −l(12) ̸= 0. Whence we have

d =
xt+ (c− x)(r + cy)

xy − l
.
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by substituting d in (4.6), we get

b2 :=
r(xy − l) + a2(xt+ (c− x)(r + cy) + x2y − x) + cy(xy − l)

x(xy − l)
.

Now we list all the parameters of the torus representation as follow:

(4.7)

p = (c,
xt+ (c− x)(r + cy)

xy − l
, x− c), q = (

xt+ (c− x)(r + cy)

xy − l
+ x, 0, 0),

a1 =
l − ca2

x
+

r(xy − l) + a2(xt+ (c− x)(r + cy) + x2y − x) + cy(xy − l)

x(xy − l)
− y,

a3 =
r(xy − l) + a2(xt+ (c− x)(r + cy) + x2y − x) + cy(xy − l)

x(xy − l)
− l − ca2

x
− a2,

b1 = 0,

b2 =
r(xy − l) + a2(xt+ (c− x)(r + cy) + x2y − x) + cy(xy − l)

x(xy − l)
,

b3 =
r(xy − l) + a2(xt+ (c− x)(r + cy) + x2y − x) + cy(xy − l)

x(xy − l)
− y.

Recall that xy ̸= 0 and xy > l. That is, xy ≥ 1, and if xy = 1, then l = −1. Further, x and y always have the
same sign.

After collecting the data, we proceed with the following simple but useful lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let a, b ∈ Z, such that |a · b| < a+ b, then a ∈ {0, 1} or b ∈ {0, 1}. Moreover, a, b ≥ 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that a ≤ b. By assumption b > 0. If a < 0, then −ab < a + b < b,
which is not possible. Assume a > 0. Then

ab < a+ b ≤ 2b ⇒ (a− 1)b < b ⇔ a− 1 < 1 ⇒ 0 < a < 2,

hence the result. □

From the lemma we have the following corollary regarding the parameters:

Corollary 4.3. (1) Assume that de > 0, cx > 0. Then c and e have the same sign and |c| = 1, or |e| = 1.
Furthermore, t = 1, r = 0 and |y| = 1.

(2) If de < 0 then cy + r ≥ 0.

Proof. Let s = sgn d. Then

0 < sd(xy − l) = tsx− se(cy + r)

⇒ se(cy + r) < tsx.

(1) Since xy > 0, we have cy > 0 by the assumption that cx > 0. Further, ed > 0 implies that se > 0.
Therefore, |(tse) · (tsc)| = |ec| ≤ se · cy ≤ se(cy + r) < tsx = tse + tsc. By Lemma 4.2, we get |c| = 1,
|e| = 1 and c, e, consequently x, d, have the same sign. It immediately follows, that r = 0 and |y| = 1.
Moreover, since tsx > 0, st = sgn x = sgn d = s. Thus t = 1.

(2) Suppose cy + r < 0. Then c and y have opposite sign and 0 < se(cy + r). Furthermore cx = c2 + ce < 0
which implies that x and e have the same sign. Therefore, t = −1 and we get

−se < (−se).(−(cy + r)) < −sx = −sc− se

Which is a contradiction, since −se > 0 and −sc < 0.

Now, we identify some of the cases where we have free actions:

Lemma 4.4. In the following cases we have free actions:

(1) (l, cy) = (1, 1).
(2) (t, r, l, cy) = (1, 2, 1,−1).

The same holds true for ey, replacing cy.

Proof. The proof is essentially by the fact that d = tx+(c−x)(cy+r)
xy−l is an integer and hence the parameters appearing

in the statement of the lemma result in a free action. □

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions in (4.4), we have
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(1) (l, cy) ̸= (−1, 1).
(2) (t, r, l, cy) ̸= (1, 2, 1, 2).
(3) (t, r, l, cy) = (−1, 0, 1, 2).
(4) (t, r, cy) = (1, 2,−2).

The same holds true for ey, replacing cy.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.4, we use the fact that d = tx+(c−x)(cy+r)
xy−l is an integer; however, in this

case, this leads to a contradiction with (4.4). □

We will now check the positive curvature condition for E7
p,q and E7

q,p. We have the following cases to consider:

(1) 0, c+ d+ e /∈ [min{c, d, e},max{c, d, e}], which is equivalent to c, d, e > 0
(2) c, d, e /∈ [0, c+ d+ e], which is equivalent to one of the following six cases:

(a) c < 0, d, e > c+ d+ e
(b) d < 0, c, e > c+ d+ e
(c) e < 0, d, c > c+ d+ e

(d) c, d < 0, e > c+ d+ e
(e) c, e < 0, d > c+ d+ e
(f) d, e < 0, c > c+ d+ e

First, we exclude the case where c+ d+ e = 0:

Lemma 4.6. If the conditions in (4.4) are satisfied, then c+ d+ e ̸= 0.

Proof. By contradiction, assume that d = −x. Then we have

y(c2 − xc+ x2) = (l − t)x+ r(x− c).

Depending on the values of t, r, l, the right hand side is either 0, or takes one of the following forms: 2lx, 2(x− c),
or −2c. Since gcd(c, x) = gcd(c, x− c) = 1, it follows that c2 − xc+ x2 must divide 2.

Now observe that the equation c2 − xc+ x2 = L, for L = ±1,±2 has no solutions if |c| ≥ 2. For |c| = 1, it has
integer solutions if and only if L = 1, yielding x = 0, or x = c, both of which contradict our assumptions. □

Case (1). We have x = c + e > 0, since c, e > 0. Thus y > 0. Furthermore, d > 0. By Corollary 4.3 either c = 1
or e = 1, and r = 0, t = 1, y = 1. By Lemma 4.5, we have l = 1. Then from Lemma 4.4 it follows that the action
is free.
Case (2). Note that by Corollary 4.3, in Cases (2a) and (2f) we get free actions. In the sequel, we analyze other
cases.
Case (2b). Note that

(xy − l)(d+ c) = xt+ (c− x)(cy + r) + xyc− lc = x(t− r) + c(cy + r − l).

(xy − l)(d+ e) = xt− e(cy + r) + xye− le = xt+ e(ey − r − l).

First assume that t = 1. Then since x = e + c > 0, and d + e < 0, we must have ey − r − l < 0. Consequently,
0 < ey < r+ l. Thus l = 1, r = 2, and ey = 1, or ey = 2. By Lemma 4.5, ey ̸= 2, and by Lemma 4.4, the action is
free if ey = 1.

Now, let t = −1. Then r = 0. Then (xy− l)(d+ c) = −e+ c(cy− l−1), and (xy− l)(d+ e) = −c+ e(ey− l−1).
We divide the argument into two cases: e ≥ c, and e < c. Assume first that e < c. Then from c(cy− l−1) < e < c
we obtain c(cy − l− 2) < 0. That is 0 < cy < l+ 2. Hence l = 1 and cy = 1, or cy = 2. The latter does not occur
and the former gives a free action, by Lemmas 4.5, and 4.4. Similarly, if e ≥ c, we have the same conclusion.
Case (2c). By assumptions, we have e < 0, x = c+ e < 0 and d+ e < 0 with d, c > 0. By Corollary 4.3, we have
cy + r ≥ 0 and hence r = 2, t = 1. Then 0 > cy ≥ −2. That is cy = −1, or cy = −2. The latter does not occur
by Lemma 4.5. If cy = −1, then since

d =
x− e

xy − l
∈ Z

and xy ̸= 0, we get l = 1. By Lemma 4.4, this gives a free action.
Case (2d). We have c, d < 0 and e > 0. Furthermore d + x > 0, and therefore x > 0. Consequently, y > 0. The
rest proceeds analogously to Case (2c).
Case (2e). In this case c < 0, e < 0, and hence x < −2, y < 0. Moreover,

Ã := x(t− l) + r(c− x) + y(x2 − cx+ c2) = (xy − l)(d+ x) > 0

Since x2 − cx+ c2 > 0, for t = 1 we have (x2 − cx+ c2)y+ x(1− l) < 0. Thus r = 2. However, in this case we get,

x(1− l) + c2y + (x− c)(xy − 2) < 0,
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for xy ≥ 2. Therefore, t = −1, r = 0, and consequently l = 1. Then we have

Ã = −2x+ c2y − xcy + x2y = x(xy − cy − 2) + c2y.

It follows that xy − cy − 2 < 0. Since y(x − c) > 0, we can only have ey = y(x − c) = 1. By Lemma 4.4, this
results in a free action. This finishes the proof of Proposition 4.1. □

4.2. Proof of Theorem A, Part 2. In this section, we prove Part (2). Note that under the assumptions, four
of the ∗σ’s are regular. Furthermore by Part (1) the vertices contained in Σ have different parities. Now, we
explain the strategy.

Strategy.
Let Oa,b

p,q be an Eschenburg orbifold such that exactly two vertices ∗σ are contained in Σ and that they have

different parities. We show that either the sphere connecting the two singular vertices is smooth or Oa,b
p,q does not

admit positive curvature. To this end, we use Corollary 3.9 in the following way: For each edge of the triangles
∆(P1, P2, P3) and ∆(Q1, Q2, Q3), we project all Pi’s and Qi’s to the line orthogonal to that edge passing through
a particular point (separating axis). We show that the projection of at least one vertex of ∆Q lies in JP , the
projection of P to the separating axis.

More precisely, we compute the following six quantities for an edge spanned by Z, Y ∈ {P1, P2, P3} or Z, Y ∈
{Q1, Q2, Q3}, denoted by L(Y, Z):

pr(X) := ⟨(Z − Y )⊥, X −W ⟩ for X ∈ {Q1, Q2, Q3, P1, P2, P3}(4.8)

Here v⊥ = (−v2, v1) for any non zero vector v ∈ R2 and W is a particular point chosen accordingly to simplify the
computations. It will not affect whether the projections are intersecting or not. We collect the projections into a
table as follows. Figure 4 provides an illustration of the strategy if Oa,b

p,q admits positive curvature.

L(Y, Z)

i\X Qi Pi

1 pr(Q1) pr(P1)

2 pr(Q2) pr(P2)

3 pr(Q3) pr(P3)

Now, we proceed with the proof. First note that by a similar argument as in the proof of Part (1), we can
assume, without loss of generality, that N(123) = N(132) = N(12) = N(13) = 1. By Remark 2.7, we assume that the
parameters are given by

p = (c, d, e), q = (c+ d+ e, 0, 0) a = (a1, a2, a3), b = (0, b2, b3).

Note that the operations led to this representation do not change the isotropy groups. If b2 = b3, then it follows
from Lemma 2.10 that the sphere connecting the two singular points is smooth. Therefore, as in Part (1), we
assume, throughout the proof of this part, that b2 ̸= b3.

We divide the argument into two cases:

(1) l(132) − l(12) = 0,
(2) l(132) − l(12) ̸= 0.

We remark that we follow the conventions regarding the sign of lσ’s that we made in the proof of Part (1);
however, to avoid repetition, we do not mention them here.

Case (1). Let l(132) = l(12) = 1. Then we have the following parameters:

p = (1, d,−1), q = (d, 0, 0), a = (a1, 1, a3), b = (0, b2, b3).

Now, there are two subcases to consider: l(123) = l(13) and l(123) = −l(13).
If l(123) = l(13), we get from Equation (4.2) that d = −1 and from Equation (2.8) that

l := l(123) = 1 + a1 − b2 − b3 = −a3

⇔ a1 = l(123) − 1 + b2 + b3
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Figure 4. Strategy

(1) The line L(Q1, Q2) is not separating. (2) The line L(P1, P3) is separating.

P1

P2

P3

Q1

Q2

Q3

pr(Q1) = pr(Q2)pr(P2)

pr(P3)

pr(P1)

JP

pr(Q3)

P1

P2

P3

Q1

Q2

Q3 pr(P1) = pr(P3)

JP

pr(Q3)

pr(P2)

pr(Q2)

pr(Q1)

As a result and from Equations (2.4), (2.5), we, respectively, have

lId = 1 + l + b3 − b2,

l(23) = 1 + l + b2 − b3.

Note that N11 = gcd(l + 1, b2 − b3). Let us first collect the torus parameters in this case:

p = (1,−1,−1), q = (−1, 0, 0), a = (l − 1 + b2 + b3, 1,−l), b = (0, b2, b3).(4.9)

First observe that if l = −1, we have lId = b3 − b2 = −l(23). Then either the action is free, or by a variant
of Lemma 2.10, the connecting sphere is a smooth sphere. Therefore, we assume that l ̸= −1. Then in this
case we can directly argue by Lemma 3.8 and Corollary 3.9 to show that the Eschenburg orbifolds given by the
parameters in (4.9), for l = 1, do not admit positive curvature. In fact, a glance at the parameters reveals that

the vertex

(
−1
0

)
of the triangle ∆Q is the midpoint of the edge joining

(
−1
1

)
and

(
−1
−1

)
of the triangle ∆P .

Hence by Lemma 3.8, the mid point of L(Q2, Q3) intersects ∆P . It is then immediate from Corollary 3.9 that
this orbifold cannot admit positive curvature.

Now let l := l(123) = −l(13). By Equation (4.2), we have (c+ d)(b2 − b3) = 2l. Let c+ d = x and b2 − b3 = y. Then
xy = 2l. From Equation (2.8) we have

(x− 1)a1 = b2(x− 2) + y + 1− l.

From Equations (2.4), (2.5), we get

lId = 1 + l − x− y

l(23) = 1− l + y − x.

Note that if x = 1, then lId = −l = −l(23), hence the action is free. Therefore, we assume that x ̸= 1 and we get

a1 =
b2(x− 2) + y + 1− l

x− 1
.

Here are the parameters of the torus:

p = (1, x− 1,−1), q = (x− 1, 0, 0), a =

(
b2(x− 2) + y + 1− l

x− 1
, 1,

(b2 − 1)x− l

x− 1

)
, b = (0, b2, b2 − y).
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We note that N11 = gcd(x, y) = 1. If x = 2 and y = l, then we get lId = −1 = l(23) and the action is free.
Consequently, we assume that x ̸= 2.

Now we compute the projections:

L(Q1, Q2) L(Q2, Q3) L(Q3, Q1)

i\X Qi Pi Qi Pi Qi Pi

1 0 l − y − 1 0 2(y − l) 0 l − y + 1

2 0 1− x y − 2l 0 2l − y x− 1

3 2l − y l + x y − 2l −2l 0 l − x

L(P1, P2) L(P2, P3) L(P3, P1)

i\X Qi Pi Qi Pi Qi Pi

1 0 x− 2 0 2− 2x 0 x

2 l + x− y − 2 x− 2 1− l − 2x −x x+ y + 1 2

3 y − l + x− 2 0 1 + l − 2x −x x− y + 1 x

Since xy = 2l and x ̸= 1, 2, we have x = −1 or x = −2. In cases related to L(Q2, Q3) and L(P1, P2), we
obviously have 0 ∈ JP . Since l = ±1, in the remaining cases, except L(P2, P3), simple computations show that
0 ∈ JP . For L(P2, P3), we can easily see that both 1− l − 2x and 1 + l − 2x are contained in JP .

Case (2) Let l(132) = −l(12). If l(123) = l(13), applying σ = (23) to p, q, a, b results in the previous case. Therefore,
l := l(123) = −l(13). We set x = c+ e and y = b2 − b3. By Equation (4.1), we get xy = 2. It follows from this and
Equation (4.2) that c+ d = xl. By Equations (2.6) and (2.8), respectively, we have

−1 = ca2 + x(a1 − b2)(4.10)

l = c(a2 − 2b2 + y) + b2lx+ a1(c− lx)

= c(a1 + a2 − 2b2 + y) + lx(b2 − a1)

= −ca3 + lx(b2 − a1).(4.11)

From Equations (4.10) and (4.11) we obtain 0 = c(a2 − la3). Consequently, we have two cases: c = 0 and
a2 = la3. In the latter case, if l = 1, then d = e and a2 = a3. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 2.10 to conclude
that the sphere is smooth. Whence, we may assume l = −1. Moreover, from Equation (4.10) and the fact that
a1 = a2 + a3 + a1 = b2 + b3 = 2b2 − y, we get b2 = −ca2+1

x .

The parameters of the torus then read as follows:

p = (c,−x− c, x− c), q = (−c, 0, 0), a =

(
−2ca2

x
, a2,−a2

)
, b =

(
0,

−ca2 + 1

x
,
−ca2 − 1

x

)
.(4.12)

Furthermore, we have

lId = −2
c

x
, l(23) = 2

c

x
, N11 = gcd

(
2, 2

c

x

)
.(4.13)

Similar as before, in this case, we use Lemma 3.8 and Corollary 3.9 to conclude that the Eschenburg orbifold

given by the parameters as in (4.12) do not admit positive curvature. More precisely, the vertex

(
−c
0

)
of the

triangle ∆Q is the midpoint of the edge joining

(
−c− x

a2

)
and

(
−c+ x
−a2

)
of the triangle ∆P . Therefore, such

Eschenburg orbifolds do not admit positive curvature.
Now let us assume that c = 0. Then from Equation (4.10), we have |x| = 1 and b2 = a1 + x. Further, y = 2x.

Consequently, we obtain the following parameters for the torus:

p = (0, lx, x), q = (x(l + 1), 0, 0), a = (a1, a2, a1 − a2), b = (0, a1 + x, a1 − x).
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Furthermore, we have

lId = x(a1 − (1 + l)a2) + 1 + l, l(23) = x(a1 − (l + 1)a2)− (1 + l), N11 = gcd(2, a1 − (l + 1)a2).(4.14)

If l = 1 and a1 = 2a2, then by Lemma 2.10, the connecting sphere is smooth. If l = −1 and a1x = ±1, then a sim-
ple computations shows that we have a free action. Therefore, we assume (l, a1) ̸= (1, 2a2) and (l, xa1) ̸= (−1,±1).

Now, we compute the projections:

L(Q1, Q2) L(Q2, Q3) L(Q3, Q1)

i\X Qi Pi Qi Pi Qi Pi

1 0 l + 1 0 −2 (l + 1) 0 l + 1

2 0 −xla2 + 1 + x(a1 − a2) −2 (l + 1) −2 2 (l + 1) xla2 + 1 + x(−a1 + a2)

3 2 (l + 1) xla2 + l + x(−a1 + a2) −2 (l + 1) −2l 0 −(l + 1)xa2 + l + a1x

L(P1, P2)

i\X Qi Pi

1 0 (la2 − a1 + a2)x

2 (1 + a2x)l + x(−a1 + a2) (la2 − a1 + a2)x

3 −x (l + 1) (a1 − a2) + l (xa1 − 1) 0

L(P2, P3) L(P1, P3)

i\X Qi Pi Qi Pi

1 0 −2x (la2 − a1 + a2) 0 x (la2 − a1 + a2)

2 − (l − 1)− 2x((l + 1) a2 − a1) −x (la2 − a1 + a2) xla2 − 1 + x(−a1 + a2) 0

3 (l − 1) + 2x((−l − 1) a2 + a1) −x (la2 − a1 + a2) xla2 + 1 + x(−a1 + a2) x (la2 − a1 + a2)

To proceed, we divide the argument into two cases: l = −1, l = 1. First, let l = −1. Then in all cases except
L(P2, P3), it is obvious that 0 ∈ JP . For L(P2, P3), if a1 = 0, then 0 ∈ Jp. Let us assume that |xa1| ≥ 2. If
xa1 ≥ 2, we get xa1 ≤ −2 + 2xa1 ≤ 2xa1. If xa1 ≤ −2, then 2xa1 ≤ 2 + 2xa1 ≤ xa1.

Now let l = 1. In all cases, but L(Q1, Q2), L(Q3, Q1), we can easily see that the projection of at least
one vertex of ∆Q lies in the projection of ∆P . For L(Q1, Q2), L(Q3, Q1), recall that a1 ̸= 2a2. Therefore,
(1 + x(a1 − 2a2)).(1− x(a1 − 2a2)) = 1− (a1 − 2a2)

2 ≤ 0, i.e. 0 ∈ JP . This concludes the proof of Case (2) and
ultimately the proof of Theorem A. □

The following corollaries follow directly from the proof of Theorem A, Part 2.

Corollary 4.7. Let Oa,b
p,q have positive curvature such that four of ∗σ are regular. Then either Pi = Pj or Qi = Qj

for some i ̸= j, i.e. there exists a cohomogeneity two action by S1 · SU(2) on Oa,b
p,q.

Corollary 4.8. Assume that the singular set of Oa,b
p,q is contained in S2ij and Oa,b

p,q does not have positive sectional

curvature. Then Oa,b
p,q is equivalent to one of the following cases:

(1) For b2, b3 ∈ Z:

p = (1,−1,−1), q = (−1, 0, 0), a = (b2 + b3, 1,−1), b = (0, b2, b3),

lId = 2 + b3 − b2, l(23) = 2 + b2 − b3, N11 = gcd(2, b2 − b3).

(2) For (x, y) = (−1,−2l), (−2,−l), l = ±1, b2 ∈ Z:

p = (1, x− 1,−1), q = (x− 1, 0, 0), a =

(
b2(x− 2) + y + 1− l

x− 1
, 1,

b2(x− 2)− l

x− 1

)
, b = (0, b2, b2 − y),
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lId = 1 + l − x− y, l(23) = 1 + l + y − x, N11 = 1.

(3) For 0 ̸= c, a2 ∈ Z and x = ±1,±2:

p = (c,−x− c, x− c), q = (−c, 0, 0), a =

(
−2ca2

x
, a2,−a2

)
, b =

(
0,

−ca2 + 1

x
,
−ca2 − 1

x

)
lId = −2

c

x
, l(23) = 2

c

x
, N11 = gcd

(
2, 2

c

x

)
(4) For a1, a2 ∈ Z, x = ±1, l = ±1, (l, a1) ̸= (1, 2a2), (l, xa1) ̸= (−1,±1):

p = (0, lx, x), q = (x(l + 1), 0, 0), a = (a1, a2, a1 − a2), b = (0, a1 + x, a1 − x)

lId = x(a1 − (1 + l)a2) + 1 + l, l(23) = x(a1 − (l + 1)a2)− (1 + l), N11 = gcd(2, a1 − (l + 1)a2)

Furthermore, Oa,b
p,q has precisely one singular point with local group Zk in the following cases:

(1) b2 − b3 = ±1,±3, k = 3, 5.
(2) l = −1 and (x, y) = (1, 2), (−2, 1), k = 3.
(4) l = 1 and a1 = 2a2 ± x, with x = ±1,±3 and k = 3, 5.

Remark 4.9. Note that in case 3, the local groups are not cyclic in general, for example if x = ±1 and c, a are
odd. In all other cases the local groups are cyclic.

Corollary 4.10. Let Oa,b
p,q be an effective Eschenburg orbifold such that the singular set is a smooth orbifold sphere

S2ij with cyclic isotropy group Zk. Then the action is equivalent to one of the following cases

(1) For s, u ∈ Z:
p = (0, 1,−1), q = 0, a = (u− 1, s, u+ 1− s), b = (0, u, u),

and k = 1− u.
(2) For m, r, c, e ∈ Z such that c|em+ 1:

p = (c, cr − e, e), q = (c(r + 1), 0, 0),

a =

(
mr,m+

em+ 1

c
,m(r + 1)− em+ 1

c

)
, b = (0,m(r + 1),m(r + 1)),

and k = r.
(3) For s, u ∈ Z:

p = (0, 1, 1), q = (2, 0, 0), a = (u+ 1, s, u− 1− s), b = (0, u, u),

and k = u− 2s− 1.
(4) For r, c, e,m ∈ Z such that c|1− em:

p = (c, e− cr, e), q = (2e+ c(1− r), 0, 0),

a =

(
2
1− em

c
+mr,

1− em

c
−m,

1− em

c
+m(r − 1)

)
,

b =

(
0, 2

1− em

c
+m(r − 1), 2

1− ek

c
+m(r − 1)

)
,

and, k = r.
(5) For a2 ∈ Z:

p = (1,−2, 0), q = (−1, 0, 0), a = (−2a2, a2,−a2), b = (0,−a2 + 1,−a2 − 1),

and k = 2.
(6) For a2 ∈ Z, |x| = 1 and |a1| = 2:

p = (0,−x, x), q = 0, a = (a1, a2, a1 − a2), b = (0, a1 + x, a1 − x),

and k = 2.

Furthermore, in cases (1) – (4) Oa,b
p,q admits positive sectional curvature in cases (5) and (6) it does not.

Remark 4.11. Note that c|me+ 1 implies, that m and c are relatively prime.
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Proof. If Oa,b
p,q has positive sectional curvature, then from Corollary 4.7 we either have q2 = q3, b2 = b3, or pi = pj ,

ai = aj , i ̸= j. Therefore, up to an equivalence, we can assume that

p = (c, d, e), q = (c+ d+ e, 0, 0) a = (a1, a2, a3), b = (0, u, u).

Moreover, the orders of the isotropy groups at Tσ are given by

lId = −(d+ e)(a2 − u)− da1 = l(23).(4.15)

l(132) = ca2 + (c+ e)(a1 − u) = l(12).(4.16)

l(123) = c(a2 − u)− d(a1 − u) = l(13).(4.17)

We have the following equations:

l(132) − l(123) = −(d+ e)u+ (c+ d+ e)a1.(4.18)

l(132) + l(123) = c(2a2 − u) + (c+ e− d)(a1 − u).(4.19)

We first assume l(132) = l(123) = 1: Let c = 0. If d+ e ̸= 0, we get from equation (4.18), the a1 = u and therefore,
l(132) = 0, a contradiction. Thus we assume e = −d. From equation (4.17), we get d ∈ ±1 and a1 − u = −d. By
multiplying all parameters by d, we can assume d = 1. Let s = a2, then we have the parameters of case (1).
Now we assume c ̸= 0. By equation (4.18), we have that c|(d + e)(a1 − u). By equation (4.16) c and a1 − u are
relatively prime. Therefore c|d+ e and d = cr − e for some r ∈ Z. From equation (4.18), we have

0 = −cru+ c(r + 1)a1

Therefore r|a1. Let m ∈ Z, such that a1 = mr, then u = m(r + 1). By equation (4.16), we get

ca2 = 1 + (c+ e)m

Therefore c|em+ 1 and a2 = m+ em+1
c . We get the parameters of case (2).

Now Suppose l(132) = −l(123) = 1. If c = 0 and e ̸= d, we get a1 = u and therefore l(132) = 0, a contradiction.
Hence we assume e = d. Again by equation (4.17), we have d = ±1 and a1−u = d. By multiplying all parameters
with d, we can assume d = 1. Therefore a1 = u + 1. With s = a2, we get the parameters of case (3). If c ̸= 0,
then by equation (4.19), c|(e − d)(a1 − u). Since by equation (4.16), a1 − u and c are relatively prime, we have
c|e− d and therefore there exists r ∈ Z, such that d = e− cr. Let m = a1 − u, then by equation (4.16), we have

1 = ca2 + (c+ e)m

Therefore c|(1 − em) and a2 = 1−em
c − m. Furthermore by equation (4.18), we get a1 = mr + 2 1−em

c and

u = 2 1−em
c +m(r − 1), which are the parameters in case (4).

Now assume that Oa,b
p,q does not admit positive curvature. Then for i ̸= j, we have Pi ̸= Pj and Qi ̸= Qj .

In other words, none of the triangles are degenerate. It follows from the proof of Part (2), particularly from
equations (4.13) and (4.14), that The only actions in which the remaining sphere is smooth are given by the
parameters in cases (5) and (6). □

5. Cohomology of 6-dimensional Eschenburg Orbifolds

This section is dedicated to the computation of the orbifold cohomology of an Eschenburg 6-orbifold Oa,b
p,q . First,

we recall the definition of orbifold cohomology and explain how to compute the cohomology of a biquotient using
Eschenburg’s method [Esc92]. Following this approach, we then compute the cohomology ring of Oa,b

p,q and prove
Theorem C. Finally, we compute the cohomology groups of Eschenburg orbifolds appearing in Lemma 4.10 and
prove Theorem B.

5.1. Preliminaries on Orbifold Cohomology. For a compact Lie group G we denote by BG its classifying
space and by EG a contractible space on which G acts freely such that EG/G ∼= BG. We have a principal
G-bundle

G → EG → BG.

If G acts on a smooth manifold M , its equivariant cohomology is given by the cohomology of the Borel construction
EG×G M

H∗
G(M) := H∗(EG×G M).

For a quotient orbifold O = M/G we define its orbifold cohomology to be

H∗
O(O) := H∗

G(M)(5.1)
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Remark 5.1. Any effective orbifold is a quotient orbifold FrO/O(n), where FrO denotes the frame bundle of O.
By [ALR07, Corollary 1.52.] the orbifold cohomology does not depend on the representation of O as a quotient
orbifold and hence (5.1) can be used as a definition for orbifold cohomology of effective orbifolds. As already
mentioned in Remark 2.4, the situation for ineffective orbifolds is different and needs the language of groupoids,
since it is not known whether any ineffective orbifold is a quotient. It is still possible to define orbifold cohomology
in this case (see [ALR07, p. 38]), which is equivalent to (5.1) when restricting to quotient orbifolds (5.1) (see
[ALR07, Example 2.11]). Since in this work we only consider quotient orbifolds, we take (5.1) as a definition. For
more details on this topic, we refer the reader to [ALR07].

We will now describe Eschenburg’s method for computing the cohomology of biquotients: Let G be a compact
Lie group. G × G acts on G by (g1, g2) · g = g1gg

−1
2 . Let U ⊂ G × G be a closed subgroup and denote the

quotient of G by the subaction of U as G � U . If U acts freely then G � U is a manifold, and if the action
of U is almost free then G � U is an orbifold. Such spaces are called (orbifold) biquotients. In this sense the
effective Eschenburg 6-orbifolds Oa,b

p,q are orbifold biquotients. It is convenient to allow U → G×G to just be an
immersion. Then also the ineffective Eschenburg orbifolds are orbifold biquotients. Actually, Eschenburg’s method
works for computing the equivariant cohomology of the U -action on G even if U → G×G is not even an immersion.

Let ϕ : U → G×G be a smooth homomorphism of Lie groups. We get an induced map of bundles

(5.2)

U EU BU

G×G EG× EG ∼= EG2 BG×BG ∼= BG2,

Eϕ Bϕ

where the map U → G×G is homotopy equivalent to ϕ in the following way: Let ρ : H → L be a homomorphism
between Lie groups. Let H act on EH × EL via the diagonal action

h ∗ (v, w) = (hv, ϕ(h)w)

Since H acts freely on EH, this action is free and therefore EH×HEL ≃ BH. Since EL is contractible, projection
to the second factor gives the following bundle map, such that the first vertical map is homotopy equivalent to ρ

H EH BH

L EL BL.

In total

G → EU ×U G → BU(5.3)

is the pullback bundle of the reference bundle

G → EG2 ×G2 G → BG2.(5.4)

Eschenburg’s method to compute the Serre spectral sequence of (5.3) relies on the Serre spectral sequence of the
reference bundle (5.4). We make the following assumptions on G: Let the coefficient ring R be Z or a field

H∗(G) is a free exterior algebra Λ[a1, . . . am] with
generators a1, . . . am of degrees deg aj = rj − 1, where rj
is even with 2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2 ≤ . . . ≤ rm.

By [Bor53], we have H∗(BG) = R[ā1, . . . , ām], with deg āj = rj . The generators āi can be chosen to correspond
to the ai under transgression in the spectral sequence of EG → BG. Furthermore let T ⊂ G be a maximal
torus and t1, . . . , tk a basis of H1(T ). Then H∗(BT ) = R[t̄1, . . . , t̄k]. If W = NG(T )/T is the Weyl group of G,
then H∗(BG) = H∗(BT )W the subalgebra of Weyl group invariant polynomials ([Bor53], Prop. 27.1). Now let
ρ : G → G′ be a homomorphism of Lie groups with maximal tori T and T ′ and ρT = ρ|T . Denote by ρT∗ its
differential, then ρ∗T : H1(T ′) → H1(T ) is given by the adjoint map of ρT∗. Hence Bρ∗ : H∗(BG′) → H∗(BG) is
given by the extension of ρ∗T to the Weyl-invariant polynomials over H1(T ′) and H1(T ).

Example 5.2. We have

H∗(U(n)) = Λ[α1, . . . , αn] and H∗(BU(n) = R[σn
1 , . . . , σ

n
n ] ⊂ R[t̄1, . . . , t̄n] = H∗(BT ),
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where

σn
1 =

∑
j

t̄j , σn
2 =

∑
j<k

t̄j t̄k, . . . , σn
n = t̄1 . . . t̄n.

For the Serre spectral sequence Er of the bundle (5.3) let kr : H
∗(BU) → E∗,0 be the projection onto the

horizontal axis and define δi := āi⊗ 1− 1⊗ āi ∈ H∗(BG2) = H∗(BG)⊗H∗(BG). We have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3 ([Esc92], Theorem 1). Let a1, . . . , aj be the generators of H∗(G). In the spectral sequence Er of

the bundle (5.3) all 1⊗ aj ∈ E0,∗
2 are transgressive and

drj (1⊗ aj) = krj (Bϕ∗δj).

Remark 5.4. Note that Eschenburg required the action of U on G to be free. Together with (5.2) and (5.3),
Theorem 5.3 still holds even if the action is neither free nor effective. The freeness of the U -action on G, implies
that U � G is a manifold and furthermore

EU ×U G ≃ G � U.

Therefore, the singular cohomology ring of G�U is recovered. Since we are interested in the orbifold cohomology
as defined in (5.1), we do not need this requirement.

If not stated otherwise, from now on we assume the coefficient ring R of any cohomology theory to be the
integers Z.

5.2. Proof of Theorem C. We cannot directly apply Theorem 5.3 since Ta,b
p,q is not a subset of SU(3)2. Instead

we define

ϕ : T 3 → T 3 × T 3 ⊂ U(3)× U(3),

(z, w, u) 7→ (zp · wa, zq · wb · u(1,0,0))

where zv = diag(zv1 , zv2 , zv3) for v ∈ Z3. With these definitions

Oa,b
p,q

∼= U(3) � T 3 and ETa,b
p,q ×Ta,b

p,q
SU(3) ≃ ET 3 ×T 3 U(3)

Therefore we can apply Theorem 5.3 to G = U(3) and ϕ : T 3 → U(3)×U(3) to compute the Serre spectral sequence
of the bundle

U(3) → ET 3 ×T 3 U(3) → BT 3

We start with determining Bϕ∗. It is easy to see that ϕ∗ : H
1(T 3) → H1(T 3 × T 3) = H1(T 6) is given by the

matrix:

ϕ∗ =


p1 a1 0
p2 a2 0
p3 a3 0
q1 b1 1
q2 b2 0
q3 b3 0

 and therefore ϕ∗ =

p1 p2 p3 q1 q2 q3
a1 a2 a3 b1 b2 b3
0 0 0 1 0 0



By the discussions in the previous subsection Bϕ∗ : H2(BT 6) → H2(BT 3) is given by the same matrix as ϕ∗.
For this let s1, s2, s3, t1, t2, t3 be the generators of H∗(BT 6) = Z[s1, s2, s3, t1, t2, t3] and s, t, r the generators of
H∗(BT 3) = Z[s, t, r], then:

Bϕ∗(si) = pis+ ait

Bϕ∗(t1) = q1s+ b1t+ r

Bϕ∗(ti) = qis+ bit, i = 2, 3

And therefore:

Bϕ∗(δi) = Bϕ∗(σi ⊗ 1− 1⊗ σi)

Bϕ∗(δ1) = −r,

Bϕ∗(δ2) = σ2(sp+ ta)− σ2(sp+ ta)−A1r

Bϕ∗(δ3) = σ3(sp+ ta)− σ3(sp+ ta)−A2r
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For two homogeneous polynomials Ai ∈ Z[t, s] of degree 2i. Now we compute the Serre spectral sequence of the
bundle 5.3:
Let a1, a3, a5 be the generators of H∗(U(3),Z) and kr : H

∗(BU(3)) → E∗,0
r . By 5.3 we know that

d2i(1⊗ a2i−1) = k2i(Bϕ
∗δ2i)(5.5)

d2(1⊗ a1) = −k2(r)(5.6)

d4(1⊗ a3) = k4(σ2(sp+ ta)− σ2(sp+ ta))− k4(A1(t, s)r)(5.7)

d6(1⊗ a5) = k6(σ3(sp+ ta)− σ3(sp+ ta))− k6(A2(t, s)r)(5.8)

Since the odd degree cohomology of BT 3 vanishes, the differentials in odd degrees also vanish. By relation
(5.6), we have E∗,0

4
∼= Z[s, t]. Since d2 is injective, it has no kernel and therefore E0,1

4 = 0. By the same

reasoning and relation (5.7) we have E∗,0
6

∼= Z[s, t]/⟨σ2(sp + ta) − σ2(sp + ta)⟩ and E0,3
6 = 0. Again by relation

(5.8) we have E∗,0
7

∼= Z[s, t]/⟨σ2(sp + ta) − σ2(sp + ta), σ3(sp + ta) − σ3(sp + ta)⟩. We will now show, that

also E0,5
7 = 0, which is equivalent to d6 being injective on E0,5

6 . Suppose d6 has a non trivial kernel, then

E5,0
7

∼= Z. Since all other groups on the diagonal between E5,0
7 and E0,5

7 vanish and E5−p,p
7 = E5−p,p

∞ , we must
have H5(ET 3×T 3 U(3)) ∼= Z. Since U(3)�T 3 is an orbifold, its cohomology ring with rational coefficients satisfies
Poincaré-duality (cf. [ALR07, Proposition 1.28]). Therefore Q ∼= H5(ET 3 ×T 3 U(3),Q) ∼= H1(ET 3 ×T 3 U(3),Q).
Since the odd degree cohomology of H∗(BT 3) vanishes, we have H1(ET 3 ×T 3 U(3),Q) = 0 and the first rational
betti number vanishes, a contradiction. Therefore d6 is also injective and the Serre spectral sequence collapses on
page 7. Furthermore all entries are trivial except for E∗,0

∞ = Z[s, t]/⟨σ2(sp+ta)−σ2(sp+ta), σ3(sp+ta)−σ3(sp+ta)⟩,
which is therefore isomorphic to H∗(ET 3 ×T 3 U(3)) = HO(Oa,b

p,q). □

Remark 5.5. Although the relations in the cohomology ring seem quite simple, it is in general hard to determine
the cohomology groups of the Eschenburg orbifolds for entire subfamilies. In particular, in a given even degree
2m, the relations define an (m+1)× (m+1)-matrix A = Aa,b

p,q with Z-coefficents. The cohomology group in degree
2m, is isomorphic to

Zm+1/ImA ∼=
k⊕

i=1

Z⊕
l⊕

j=1

Zrj

In order to find this isomorphism, it is necessary to bring A into a diagonal form, its Smith normal form. Given
specific parameters, p, q, a, b it is in general easy for a computer program to execute this task. Unfortunately, it
turns out to be a very hard task, to do this for entire families. We were able to compute the cohomology groups
in all degrees in the special cases, where the singular set is an edge of the graph in Figure (1). Since these cases
have special behaviour in positive curvature, it is interesting to study their cohomology rings.

5.3. Proof of Theorem B.

Proposition 5.6. Let M be a closed connected manifold of dimension n and G be a compact Lie group acting on
M . Let F ⊂ M be a closed G-invariant submanifold of codimension k containing the set of points with nontrivial
isotropy groups. Assume further that the normal bundle of F is orientable and Hn−dimG−1((M\F )/G) = 0. Then
there exist u ∈ Hk

G(VF,VF\F ), such that

Hi
G(F )

∪u−−→ Hi+k
G (VF,VF\F )

i∗(j∗)−1

−−−−−→ Hi+k
G (M)

is an isomorphism for i ≥ n − dimG − k and surjective for i = n − dimG − k − 1. Here i : (M, ∅) → (M,M\F )
is the inclusion and j : (VF,VF\F ) → (T F, T F\F ) → (M,M\F ). The first arrow is an isomorphism and the
second one the inclusion of a tubular neighbourhood T F in M .

Proof. Since the normal bundle of F is orientable, the same holds for the Borel-construction EG×GVF . Therefore
there exists u ∈ Hk(EG×G VF,EG×G (VF\F )) = Hk

G(VF,VF\F ) such that

∪u : Hi
G(F ) = Hi(EG×G F ) → Hi+k(EG×G VF,EG×G (VF\F )) = Hi+k

G (VF,VF\F )

is an isomorphism, given by the Thom isomorphism. Moreover, by excision we have H∗
G(M,M\F ) ∼=

H∗
G(T F, T F\F ) ∼= H∗

G(VF,VF\F ). Furthermore, there is a long exact sequence of equivariant cohomology groups
for the pair (M,M\F ):

. . . → Hr−1
G (M\F )

∂−→ Hr
G(M,M\F )

i∗−→ Hr
G(M) −→ Hr

G(M\F ) → . . .

Since G acts freely on M\F we have EG ×G (M\F ) ≃ (M\F )/G. Furthermore, (M\F )/G is a manifold of
dimension n − dimG without compact components. Therefore Hr

G(M\F ) ∼= Hr((M\F )/G) is trivial for i ≥
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n−dimG. By assumption we also have Hn−dimG−1
G (M\F ) ∼= Hn−dimG−1((M\F )/G) = 0 and it follows from the

long exact sequence, that i∗ is an isomorphism for i ≥ n − dimG − k and surjective for i = n − dimG − k − 1.
Now the result follows immediately. □

Remark 5.7 (Cohomology of teardrops.). Let S2 ∼= U(2) � T 2 be an orbifold 2-sphere by a biquotient action of
T 2 on U(2) with only a single singular point with finite orbifold group H. If we pick M = U(2), F = U(2)H ∼= T 2

and G = T 2 then (M\F )/G = S2\{∗} ≃ {∗} and therefore Hn−dimG−1((M\F )/G) = H1((M\F )/G) = 0. Hence
we can apply Proposition 5.6 and get

Hi
O(S2)


0 for i odd

Z for i = 0, 2

H for i ≥ 4, even

Theorem 5.8. Let Oa,b
p,q be and effective Eschenburg orbifold and Σ = S2ij contains the singular set of Oa,b

p,q. Then
we have

Hi
O(Oa,b

p,q) =


0 for i odd

Z for i = 0

Z2 for i = 2, 4

Hi−4
O (S2) for i ≥ 6

Remark 5.9. The results of Theorem 5.8 in degrees larger than 6 also follow from a localization argument (see
[tD87]). However, to get the conclusion for the sixth cohomology group we need Proposition 5.6.

Proof. Our goal is to apply Proposition 5.6 to the triple (M,F,G) = (SU(3),U(2)ij , T
2) to prove the theorem as

Hi
O(Oa,b

p,q) = Hi
T 2(SU(3)). To apply Proposition 5.6, observe that all conditions except for Hn−dimG−1((M \

F )/G) = 0 are clearly satisfied. It remains to show that this condition is also satisfied, i.e. H5((SU(3) \
U(2)ij)/T

2) = 0. In what follows we first demonstrate that H5((SU(3) \ U(2)ij)/T
2) = 0 and then we conclude

the proof of the theorem. Define

ρ : SU(3) → SU(3)/U(2)

A 7→ [τiAτj ],

where τi is defined right after (2.2). Note that ρ is a U(2)-fiber bundle over CP2 ∼= SU(3)/U(2) with ρ(U(2)ij) =
[I] =: ∗. Therefore, we get the following fibration

U(2) −→ SU(3) \ U(2)ij
π−→ CP2 \ {∗}.

Since CP1 is a deformation retract of CP2 \ {∗} and the inclusion map CP1 ↪→ CP2 \ {∗} is a cofibration with
CP1 a closed subset, it follows from [Sm68, Theorem 12] that ρ−1(CP1) ↪→ SU(3) \ U(2)ij is a closed cofibration
as well. From this and [Sm66, Theorem 4], we deduce that ρ−1(CP1) is a deformation retract of SU(3) \ U(2)ij .
Note that ρ−1(CP1) is a compact 6-dimensional submanifold of SU(3)\U(2)ij . Furthermore, ρ−1(CP1) is invariant
under the T 2-action and hence ρ−1(CP1) ↪→ SU(3)\U(2)ij is a T 2-equivariant map. This implies that the induced
map between the Borel constructions ET ×T ρ−1(CP1) and ET ×T (SU(3) \ U(2)ij) is a homotopy equivalence
(see for example [AF24, Lemma A.4.3., p.379]). In particular, Hi

T 2(ρ−1(CP1)) ∼= Hi
T 2(SU(3) \U(2)ij), for all i. To

conclude that H5((SU(3) \ U(2)ij)/T 2) = 0 note that the T 2-action on ρ−1(CP1) is free. Therefore, ρ−1(CP1)/T 2

a 4-dimensional closed manifold. This implies that Hi((SU(3) \ U(2)ij)/T 2) vanishes for i ≥ 5, as desired. Then

from Proposition 5.6, we have Hi(Oa,b
p,q) = Hi−4

T 2 (U(2)ij) = Hi−4
O (S2), for i ≥ 6. By Theorem C, the only remaining

cohomology group we need to compute is the fourth cohomology group. We proceed with this computation as
follows.

Consider the following exact sequence from the proof of Proposition 5.6:

. . . → H4
T (SU(3),SU(3)\U(2)) → H4

O(Oa,b
p,q) → H4

T (SU(3)\U(2)) → H5
T (SU(3),SU(3)\U(2)) → . . .

Note that Hi
T (SU(3),SU(3)\U(2)) ∼= Hi

T (T U(2), T U(2)\U(2)) ∼= Hi−4
T (U(2)), where the last isomorphism is the

Thom isomorphism. It is clear that the odd degree cohomology groups of the pair (SU(3),SU(3)\U(2)) vanishes
and that H4

T (SU(3),SU(3)\U(2)) ∼= Z. Furthermore, since (SU(3)\U(2))/T 2 is homotopy equivalent to a closed
4-manifold, this exact sequence simplifies to:

. . . → Z → H4
O(Oa,b

p,q) → Z → 0.

By Theorem C, we have H4
O(Oa,b

p,q) = Z2 ⊕Zr, for some r ∈ N. The exact sequence then implies r = 1. By this we
finish the proof of Case (5.8). □
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If the singular set just consists of one point, one can easily deduce from the proof of Theorem A (2), that the
order of its local group is k = 3, 5. Therefore we have the following Corollary from Remark 5.7 and Theorem 5.8:

Corollary 5.10. If Oa,b
p,q has a single singular point, then its isotropy group Zk has order 3 or 5 and

Hi
O(Oa,b

p,q) =


0 for i odd

Z for i = 0, 6

Z2 for i = 2, 4

Zk for i ≥ 8, even

Theorem B is now a Corollary of Theorem 5.8, Theorem A, Lemma 4.10 and the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.11. The smooth orbifold spheres from Lemma 4.10 have vanishing odd cohomology. Furthermore,
H0

O(S
2) = Z and the remaining cohomology groups in even degrees are given by

(1)

Hn
O(S

2) =

{
Z⊕ Zk for n = 2

Z2
k for n = 2m ≥ 4

in cases (1), (2), (5) and (6) of Lemma 4.10.

(2)

Hn
O(S

2) =

{
Z⊕ Zgcd(2,k) for n = 2

Zgcd(2,k) ⊕ Z k2

gcd(2,k)

for n = 2m ≥ 4

in cases (3), (4) of Lemma 4.10.

Proof. We use Theorem 5.3 to compute the cohomology rings of an orbifold S2 given by a T 2-biquotient action
on U(2). In fact, by just following the arguments of the proof of Theorem C, we get

H∗
O(S2) = Z[t, s]/⟨σ̃i(tp̃+ sã)− σ̃i(tq̃ + sb̃)| i = 1, 2⟩

with

σ̃1(T1, T2) = T1 + T2

σ̃2(T1, T2) = T1T2

and p̃, q̃, ã, b̃ being the parameters of the T 2-action on U(2). In the cases of Lemma 4.10, we have U(2) = U(2)11
and the parameters are given by the (2, 3)-components of the parameters of the Ta,b

p,q-action on SU(3). It is

immediately clear that Hodd
O (S2) = 0. Furthermore, in all cases it is clear, that there is an S1 ⊂ T 2, which acts

freely. Therefore by [tD87] (4.4) ∪ r : Hi
T (S2) → Hi+2(S2) is an isomorphism for i ≥ 4, where r is the generator

of H∗(BS1) ∼= Z[r]. Hence we only need to compute the cohomology groups in degrees 2 and 4. The relation in
degree 2 is

σ̃1(p̃− q̃)t+ σ̃1(ã− b̃)s

and the relations in degree 4 are

t(σ̃1(p̃− q̃)t+ σ̃1(ã− b̃)s)

s(σ̃1(p̃− q̃)t+ σ̃1(ã− b̃)s)

(σ̃2(p̃)− σ̃2(q̃))t
2 + (p1a2 + p2a1 − q1b2 − q2b1)st+ (σ̃2(ã)− σ̃2(b̃))s

2

Therefore H2
O(S2) ∼= Z⊕ Zgcd(σ̃1(p̃−q̃),σ̃1(ã−b̃)) and H4

O(S2) ∼= Z3/ImA, with

A =

 σ̃1(p̃− q̃) σ̃1(ã− b̃) 0

0 σ̃1(p̃− q̃) σ̃1(ã− b̃)

σ̃2(p̃)− σ̃2(q̃) p̃1ã2 + p̃2ã1 − q̃1b̃2 − q̃2b̃1 σ̃2(ã)− σ̃2(b̃)


The strategy is now to compute the Smith normal form of A

Smith(A) =

α1

α2

α3


Then Z3/ImA ∼= Zα1

⊕ Zα2
⊕ Zα3

. Smith(A) can be obtained by applying basic operations on the columns and

rows of A. Furthermore αi =
di(A)

di−1(A) , where di(A) is the gcd of the i× i minors of A.
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(1)

A =

 0 1− u 0
0 0 1− u
−1 1− 2s+ u −u2 + s(1− s+ u)

 and Smith(A) =

1 0 0
0 1− u 0
0 0 1− u


It follows immediately that H2

O(S2) ∼= Z⊕ Z1−u and H2
O(S2) ∼= Z2

1−u.
(2)

A =

 cr −mr 0
0 cr −mr

e(cr − e) r(cm(r + 1)− 1− 2emr)− 2e em+1
c −m2r(r + 1)− (em+1)2

c2 + kr em+1
c


It is immediately clear, since m and c are relatively prime, that H2

O(S2) ∼= Z ⊕ Zr. We multiply A from
the left with the matrix 1 0 0

0 1 0
0 em+1

c 1

 ·

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 −m(r + 1) 1


to obtain

Ã =

 cr −mr 0
0 cr −mr

e(cr − e) 2e em+1
c − emr − (1+em)2

c2


Since the gcd of all entries needs to divide r, it also has to divide e by the (3, 1)-element of the matrix.
But then also 1+em

c . Therefore g = 1, since e and 1+em
c are relatively prime. Furthermore c2r2 and m2r2

are 2-minors of Ã. Therefore the gcd g of all 2-minors has to divide r2. Since all other 2-minors contain r
we have g = rr′, where r′ divides r. We can argue as for the 1-minors, that r′ = 1. Since det(Ã) = r2, we
have

Smith(A) =

1 0 0
0 r 0
0 0 r

 .

It follows that H1
O
∼= Z2

r.
(3)

A =

2 −1− u 0
0 2 −1− u
1 −1− u −u2 + s(1− s− 1)


It follows immediately that H2

O(S2) ∼= Z⊕ Zgcd(2,u+1). Since gcd(2, u+ 1) = gcd(2, u− 2s+ 1), the result
follows in degree 2. Furthermore it is clear, that d1(A) = 1 and d2(A) = gcd(2, u+ 1), since 2,−u− 1 are
2-minors and all other 2-minors are divisible by gcd(2, u+ 1). Since detA = (u− 2s− 1)2, we obtain

Smith(A) =

1 0 0
0 gcd(2, u− 2s+ 1) 0

0 0 (u−2s+1)2

gcd(2,u−2s+1)


and the result follows.

(4)

A =

 2e− cr −mr − 2 1−em
c 0

0 2e− cr −mr − 2 1−em
c

e(cr − e) −r + 2e 1−em
c

(em+1)
c

(
3 1−em

c +mr
)


Again we multiply A with the matrix1 0 0
0 1 0
0 em+1

c 1

 ·

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 −m(r + 1) 1
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to obtain

Ã =

 2e− cr −mr − 2 1−em
c 0

0 2e− cr −mr − 2 1−em
c

e(cr − e) −emr (em−1)2

c2


Since c and m are relatively prime, we find s, t ∈ Z, such that sc+ tk = 1. Then

(2e− cr,−mr + 2
1− em

c
) ·

(
s −k
t c

)
= (2es− r + 2t

1− em

c
, 2)

Therefore H2
O(S2) ∼= Z ⊕ Zgcd(2,r). Since gcd

(
e, (em−1)

c

)
= gcd

(
m, (em+1)

c

)
= 1, we have d1(Ã) = 1.

Since gcd
(
2e− cr,−mr + 2 1−em

c

)
= gcd(2, r) and (2e− cr)2 and (−mr− 2 1−em

c )2 are 2-minors, it is easy

to see that d2(Ã) = gcd(2, r). Since det(Ã) = −r2, we have

Smith(A) =

1 0 0
0 gcd(2, r) 0

0 0 r2

gcd(2,r)


(5)

A =

−2 2a2 0
0 −2 2a2
0 −2a2 1− 2a22

 and Smith(A) =

1 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 2


It follows immediately that H2

O(S2) ∼= Z⊕ Z2 and H2
O(S2) ∼= Z2

2.
(6) Since |a1| = 2, we have

A =

 0 −a1 0
0 0 −a1
−1 (a1 − 2a2)x −3 + a1a2 − a22

 and Smith(A) =

1 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 2


It follows immediately that H2

O(S2) ∼= Z⊕ Z2 and H2
O(S2) ∼= Z2

2.

□

Remark 5.12. Let S2 ∼= U(2)�T be an orbifold 2-sphere with orbifold groups Zk1
, Zk2

at the singular orbits and
Zk at the pricipal orbits. It easily follows from a Mayer-Vietoris-Sequence, that the stable orbifold cohomology
group of S2 lies in a short exact sequence

0 → Zk → H4
O(S2) → Z k1k2

k
→ 0

Therefore the order of H4
O(S2) is k1k2

Example 5.13. Consider

p = (1,−1,−1), q = (−1, 0, 0), a = (l − 1 + 2u+ k, 1,−l), b = (0, u, u+ k)

For k, u ∈ Z, k ̸= ±2, l = ±1. The singular Set of Oa,b
p,q is an orbifold 2-sphere with orbifold groups Z1+k+l,

Z1−k+l and Zgcd(k,l+1). From the proof of Theorem A it follows, that Oa,b
p,q has no Eschenburg metric with positive

sectional curvature, if and only if l = 1 and k ̸= 0. Using the method of Lemma 5.11 is easy to compute that its
cohomology groups are given by

Hi
O(Oa,b

p,q) =



0 for i odd

Z for i = 0

Z2 for i = 2, 4

Z⊕ Zgcd(2,k) for i = 6

Zgcd(2,k) ⊕ Z k2−(1+l)2

gcd(2,k)

for i = 8

If l = 1, then the order of H8
O(Oa,b

p,q) is k2 − 4, which cannot be a square, unless k = 0, and therefore cannot be

realised by a positively curved Eschenburg Orbifold. Note that Oa,b
p,q has exactly two singular points, if l = 1 and k

is odd.
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