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EQUIVARIANT AND INVARIANT PARAMETRIZED TOPOLOGICAL
COMPLEXITY

RAMANDEEP SINGH ARORA AND NAVNATH DAUNDKAR

ABSTRACT. For a G-equivariant fibration p : E → B, we introduce and study the invariant
analogue of Cohen, Farber and Weinberger’s parametrized topological complexity, called
the invariant parametrized topological complexity. This notion generalizes the invariant
topological complexity introduced by Labawski and Marzantowicz’s. We establish the fi-
brewise homotopy invariance of this notion and derive several bounds, including a cohomo-
logical lower bound and a dimensional upper bound. Additionally, we compare invariant
parametrized topological complexity with other well-known invariants. WhenG acts freely
on both E and B, we show that the invariant parametrized topological complexity of the
G-fibration p : E → B coincides with the parametrized topological complexity of the or-
bit fibration p̄ : Ē → B̄. Finally, we provide sharp estimates for the invariant parametrized
topological complexity of equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations.

Apart from this, we establish a cohomological lower bound and an equivariant dimension-
connectivity upper bound for the equivariant sectional category and explore several of its
properties. Additionally, we prove that the equivariant parametrized topological complexity
of a G-fibration p : E → B coincides with the equivariant ∆(E)-LS category of the fibre
product E ×B E and establish several product inequalities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The topological complexity of a space X , denoted by TC(X), is defined as the smallest pos-
itive integer k such that the product space X ×X can be covered by open sets {U1, . . . , Uk},
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where each Ui admits a continuous section of the free path space fibration

π : P X → X × X defined by π(γ) = (γ(0), γ(1)), (1)

where P X denotes the free path space of X equipped with the compact-open topology.
The concept of topological complexity was introduced by Farber in [10] to analyze the
computational challenges associated withmotion planning algorithms for the configuration
space X of a mechanical system. Farber further demonstrated that TC(X) is a homotopy
invariant of X . Over the past two decades, this invariant has attracted significant attention
and has been a subject of extensive research.
Recently, a novel parametrized approach to the theory of motion planning algorithms

was introduced in [4, 5]. This approach provides enhanced universality and flexibility,
allowing motion planning algorithms to operate effectively in diverse scenarios by incor-
porating external conditions. These external conditions are treated as parameters and form
an integral part of the algorithm’s input. A parametrized motion planning algorithm takes
as input a pair of configurations subject to the same external conditions and produces a
continuous motion of the system that remains consistent with these external conditions.
We now briefly define the concept of parametrized topological complexity. For a fibra-

tion p : E → B, let E ×B E denote the fibre product, which is the space of all pair of points
in E that lie in a common fibre of p. Let EI

B denote the space of all paths in E whose images
are contained within in a single fibre. Define the parametrized endpoint map

Π: EI
B → E ×B E by Π(γ) = (γ(0), γ(1)). (2)

In [4], it is shown that Π is a fibration. The parametrized topological complexity of a fibration
p : E → B, denoted by TC[p : E → B], is the smallest positive integer k such that there
is an open cover {U1, . . . , Uk} of E ×B E, where each Ui admits a continuous section of
Π. For further details and interesting computational results for parametrized topological
complexity, see [4], [5], [11] and [21]. Additionally, the concept has been extended to
fibrewise spaces by García-Calcines in [12]. On the other hand, Crabb [7] established
some computational results in the fibrewise setting.
A few invariants closely related to topological complexity are the Lusternik-Schnirelmann

(LS) category, introduced by Lusternik and Schnirelmann in [18], and the sectional cate-
gory (or Schwarz genus), introduced by Schwarz in [24]. Colman and Grant [14] general-
ized the concept of sectional category by introducing its equivariant analogue, the equivari-
ant sectional category of a G-map p : E → B between G-spaces, denoted by secatG(p) (see
Definition 2.1). They extended several classical results from [24] to the equivariant setting.
It can be observed that the free path space fibration (1) is a G-fibration. For a G-space X ,
the equivariant topological complexity of X , denoted by TCG(X), is defined as secatG(π).
On the other hand, Lubawski and Marzantowicz [17] introduced the notion of invari-

ant topological complexity. The invariant topological complexity of a G-space X , denoted by
TCG(X), is defined as the smallest positive integer k such that the product space X ×X can
be covered by G×G-invariant open sets {U1, . . . , Uk}, where each Ui is G×G-compressible
(see Definition 2.21) into the saturated diagonal k(X) := (G × G) · ∆(X). They demon-
strated that, in certain contexts, it is more suitable than the equivariant topological com-
plexity. For instance, for a free G-space X , the equality TCG(X) = TC(X/G) holds (see
[17, Theorem 3.10]).
Observe that the fibration defined in (2) is a G-map. The second author proved that Π is

a G-fibration and introduced the notion of equivariant parametrized topological complexity in
[8]. This concept, denoted by TCG[p : E → B], is defined as secatG(Π). When B is a point,
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TCG[p : E → B] coincides with Colman and Grant’s equivariant topological complexity,
TCG(E). The second author also established equivariant counterparts for most of the re-
sults presented in the work on parametrized topological complexity by Cohen, Farber, and
Weinberger. Furthermore, the author computed the equivariant parametrized topological
complexity of equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations under a suitable symmetric group
action on the configuration spaces of Euclidean spaces (see [8, Theorem 5.4]).
The aim of this paper is twofold. First, we examine various properties of the equivari-

ant sectional category and equivariant parametrized topological complexity, using these
properties to develop and analyze the new concept of invariant parametrized topological
complexity, which we introduce in Section 4.
InTheorem 2.2, we establish the cohomological lower bound on the equivariant sectional

category. This result generalizes the previously known cohomological lower bound for
the equivariant topological complexity due to Colman and Grant. We also establish the
equivariant homotopy dimension connectivity upper bound in Theorem 2.7.
In Section 3, we explore various properties of the equivariant parametrized topological

complexity of equivariant (Hurewicz) fibrations p : E → B. Our main result Theorem 3.2,
characterizes the elements of parametrized motion planning cover as the G-compressible
subsets of the fibre product E ×B E into the diagonal ∆(E). Furthermore, we establish the
product inequality in Theorem 3.5.
In Section 4, we introduce an invariant analogue of parametrized topological complexity,

which generalizes the concept of invariant topological complexity. For a G-fibration, we
define an invariant version of the parametrized endpoint map (see Equation (4)). We show
that this (G × G)-map is, in fact, a (G × G)-fibration (see Proposition 4.1), which allow us
to define the invariant parametrized topological complexity (see Definition 4.2). This in-
variant is denoted by TCG[p : E → B]. We establish the fibrewise G-homotopy invariance
of this notion and show that it generalizes the invariant topological complexity (see The-
orem 4.3). For a trivial G-fibration, we show that the invariant parametrized topological
complexity of a G-fibration with trivial action on its fibre coincides with the topological
complexity of the fibre (see Proposition 4.5).
For a G-fibration p : E → B, in Theorem 4.7, we show that the elements of invariant

parametrized motion planning cover can be characterized as theG×G-compressible subsets
of the fibre product E ×B/G E into the saturated diagonal k(E). As a consequence to
this characterization, Corollary 4.8 establishes that, TCG[p : E → B] can be expressed as
the equivariant k(E)-LS category of E ×B/G E. In Section 4.1, we investigate various
properties and bounds for TCG[p : E → B]. For example, we establish dimensional upper
bound (see Proposition 4.10), derive cohomological lower bound (see Theorem 4.20), and
prove product inequality (see Theorem 4.15). Finally, we prove one of our main result,
Theorem 4.26, which shows that the TCG[p : E → B] coincides with the parametrized
topological complexity of the corresponding orbit fibration, when G acts freely on E and
B.
In Section 5, we provide sharp estimates for the invariant parametrized topological com-

plexity of the equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations. Specifically, in Theorem 5.5, we
show that for configuration spaces of odd-dimensional Euclidean spaces, under certain con-
ditions, the upper bound and lower bound of invariant parametrized topological complexity
of corresponding Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations differ by 1. In contrast, for the configuration
spaces of even-dimensional Euclidean spaces, the upper bound and lower bound differ by
either 1 or 2.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we systematically introduce various numerical invariants: equivariant sec-
tional category, equivariant LS-category, equivariant topological complexity, A-Lusternik-
Schnirelmann G-category, and invariant topological complexity. In Section 2.1, we give a
cohomological lower bound on equivariant sectional category of a G-fibration using Borel
cohomology. We then define the notion of G-homotopy dimension for G-spaces and es-
tablish the equivariant dimension connectivity upper bound on the equivariant sectional
category. Additionally, we prove some properties of the equivariant sectional category. As
a consequence to Theorem 2.7, we obtain the equivariant dimension connectivity upper
bound on the equivariant LS category in Section 2.2. Later in Section 2.3 we define the
invariant topological complexity and recall the basic information related to Clapp-Puppe
invariant of LS type in Section 2.4.

2.1. Equivariant sectional category.
The notion of equivariant sectional category was introduced by Colman and Grant in

[14].

Definition 2.1 ([14, Definition 4.1]). Let p : E → B be a G-map. The equivariant sectional
category of p, denoted by secatG(p), is the least positive integer k such that there is a G-invariant
open cover {U1, . . . , Uk} of B and G-maps si : Ui → E , for i = 1, . . . , k, such that p ◦ si ≃G iUi

,
where iUi

: Ui →֒ B is the inclusion map.

First we establish the cohomological lower bound on the equivariant sectional category.
To the best of our knowledge, such a bound has not been documented in the literature.
We believe that this result must already be known to experts in the field. Nevertheless, we
provide a thorough proof of this result here.
Suppose EG → BG is a universal principal G-bundle. For a G-space X , let Xh

G be the
homotopy orbit space of X defined as

Xh
G := EG ×G X,

and the Borel G-equivariant cohomology H∗
G(X; R) of X with coefficients in a commuta-

tive ring R is defined as H∗
G(X; R) := H∗(Xh

G; R). We note that for a G-map p : E → B,
there is an induced map ph

G : Eh
G → Bh

G.

Theorem 2.2 (Cohomological lower bound). Suppose p : E → B is a G-map. If there are
cohomology classes u1, . . . , uk ∈ H̃∗

G(B; R) ( for any commutative ring R) with

(ph
G)∗(u1) = · · · = (ph

G)∗(uk) = 0 and u1 ∪ · · · ∪ uk 6= 0,

then secatG(p) > k.

Proof. Suppose secatG(p) ≤ k. Then there exists a G-invariant open cover {U1, . . . , Uk} of
B such that each Ui admits a G-equivariant homotopy section si of p. Suppose there are
cohomology classes u1, . . . , uk ∈ H̃∗

G(B; R) such that (ph
G)∗(u1) = · · · = (ph

G)∗(uk) = 0. Let
ji : Ui →֒ B be the inclusion map. Then

((ji)
h
G)∗(ui) = ((si)

h
G)∗

(
(ph

G)∗(ui)
)

= 0

since p ◦ si ≃G ji implies ((ji)
h
G)∗ = ((si)

h
G)∗ ◦ (ph

G)∗. Hence, the long exact sequence in
cohomology associated to the pair (Bh

G, (Ui)
h
G) gives an element vi ∈ H∗(Bh

G, (Ui)
h
G; R) such

that ((qi)
h
G)∗(vi) = ui, where qi : B →֒ (B, Ui) is the inclusion map. Hence,

v1 ∪ · · · ∪ vk ∈ H∗(Bh
G, ∪i=1(Ui)

h
G; R) = H∗(Bh

G, Bh
G; R) = 0.
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Moreover, by the naturality of cup products, we have (qh
G)∗(v1 ∪ · · · ∪ vk) = u1 ∪ · · · ∪ uk,

where q : B →֒ (B, B) is the inclusion map. Hence, u1 ∪ · · · ∪ uk = 0. �

Remark 2.3.

(1) Observe that if G acts trivially on X , then the lower bound in Theorem 2.2 recovers the
cohomological lower bound given Schawrz in [24, Theorem 4].

(2) Note the following commutative diagram of G-maps

X P X

X × X

∆

h

π
,

where h is a G-homotopy equivalence. Therefore, the lower bound in Theorem 2.2 recov-
ers the bound [14, Theorem 5.15] on TCG(X), obtained by Colman and Grant. More
generally, it also recovers the bound [8, Theorem 4.25] on the equivariant parametrized
topological complexity, obtained by the second author.

The following proposition states some basic properties of the equivariant sectional cate-
gory. Proofs are left to the reader. For analogous results concerning the non-equivariant
sectional category, refer to [16, Lemma 2.1].

Proposition 2.4. Suppose p : E → B is a G-map.

(1) If p′ : E → B is G-homotopic to p, then secatG(p′) = secatG(p).
(2) If h : E ′ → E is G-homotopy equivalence, then secatG(p ◦ h) = secatG(p).
(3) If f : B → B′ is a G-homotopy equivalence, then secatG(f ◦ p) = secatG(p).

Corollary 2.5. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration. If g : B′ → B is a G-homotopy equivalence
and p′ : E ′ → B′ is the pullback of p along g, then

secatG(p′) = secatG(p).

Proof. Suppose the following diagram is a pullback

E ′ E

B′ B

h

p′ p

g

.

Since g is a homotopy equivalence and p is a fibration, it follows that h is also a homotopy
equivalence. Hence, we get

secatG(p′) = secat(g ◦ p′) = secatG(p ◦ h) = secatG(p).

by Proposition 2.4. �

Suppose X is a G-space. For a subgroup H of G, define the H-invariant subspace of X
as

XH := {x ∈ X | h · x = x for all h ∈ H}.

Generalizing Schwarz’s dimension-connectivity upper bound on the sectional category,
Grant established the corresponding equivariant analogue for the equivariant sectional cat-
egory in [15, Theorem 3.5]. We extend this approach to derive the equivariant version of
the homotopy dimension-connectivity upper bound for the equivariant sectional category.
To achieve this, we first introduce the notion of G-homotopy dimension for G-spaces.
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Definition 2.6. Suppose X is a G-CW complex. The G-homotopy dimension of X , denoted
hdimG(X), is defined to be

hdimG(X) := min{dim(X ′) | X ′ is a G-CW complex which is G-homotopy equivalent to X}.

We are now ready to state the equivariant homotopy dimension connectivity upper
bound.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose p : E → B is a Serre G-fibration with fibre F , whose base B is a G-CW
complex of dimension atleast 2. If there exists s ≥ 0 such that F H is (s − 1)-connected for all
subgroups H of G, then

secatG(p) <
hdimG(B) + 1

s + 1
+ 1.

Proof. It is enough to show that for anyG-CW complexB′ which isG-homotopy equivalent
to B, we have

secatG(p) <
dim(B′) + 1

s + 1
+ 1.

Suppose f : B′ → B is a G-homotopy between G-CW complexes B′ and B, and p′ : E ′ →
B′ is the pullback of p along f . Then, by Corollary 2.5, we have secatG(p′) = secatG(p).
Since the fibre of p′ is also F , we get

secatG(p′) <
dim(B′) + 1

s + 1
+ 1.

by [15, Theorem 3.5]. �

Proposition 2.8 (Subgroup inequality). Suppose p : E → B is aG-fibration. If H is a subgroup
of G such that p is also a H-fibration, then

secatH(p) ≤ secatG(p).

In particular, if G is a compact Hausdorff topological group, then

secat(p) ≤ secatH(p) ≤ secatG(p)

for all closed subgroups H of G.

Proof. As any G-equivariant section of p is also H-equivariant, it follows that secatH(p) ≤
secatG(p). The second part of the theorem follows from [13, Theorem 3]. �

Definition 2.9.
(1) A topological space X is called completely normal if, for any two subsets A and B of X

with A ∩ B = A ∩ B = ∅, there exist disjoint open subsets of X containing A and B,
respectively.

(2) A G-space X is called G-completely normal if, for any two G-invariant subsets A and B of
X with A ∩ B = A ∩ B = ∅, there exist disjoint G-invariant open subsets of X containing
A and B, respectively.

Lemma 2.10 ([6, Lemma 3.12]). Suppose that G is a compact Hausdorff topological group acting
continuously on a Hausdorff topological spaceX . If X is completely normal, then X is G-completely
normal.

Proposition 2.11. Suppose pi : Ei → Bi is aG-fibration for i = 1, 2. If G is a compact Hausdorff,
then p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2 is a G-fibration, where G acts on E1 × E2 and B1 × B2

diagonally. Furthermore, if B1 and B2 are Hausdorff, and B1 × B2 is completely normal, then

secatG(p1 × p2) ≤ secatG(p1) + secatG(p2) − 1.
6



Proof. Suppose G is compact Hausdorff. Then G, identified with the diagonal of G × G, is a
closed subgroup of G × G. Hence, by [13, Theorem 3], it follows that p1 × p2 : E2 × E2 →
B × B is a G-fibration, where G acts diagonally on the spaces E1 × E2 and B1 × B2.
If B1 and B2 are Hausdorff, and B1 × B2 is completely normal, then Lemma 2.10 implies

B1 × B2 is (G × G)-completely normal. Hence, the desired inequality

secatG(p1 × p2) ≤ secatG×G(p1 × p2) ≤ secatG(p1) + secatG(p2) − 1

follows from Proposition 2.8 and [1, Proposition 2.9]. �

Corollary 2.12. Suppose pi : Ei → B is a G-fibration for i = 1, 2. Let E1 ×B E2 = {(e1, e2) ∈
E1 × E2 | p1(e1) = p2(e2)} and let p : E1 ×B E2 → B be the G-map given by p(e1, e2) =
p1(e1) = p2(e2), where G acts on E1 ×B E2 diagonally. If G is compact Hausdorff, then p is a
G-fibration. Furthermore, if B is Hausdorff and B × B is completely normal, then

secatG(p) ≤ secatG(p1) + secatG(p2) − 1.

Proof. Note that the following diagram

E1 ×B E2 E1 × E2

B B × B

p p1×p2

∆

is a pullback in the category of G-spaces, where ∆: B → B × B is the diagonal map. In
Proposition 2.11, we showed that p1 ×p2 is a G-fibration if G is compact Hausdorff. Hence,
p is a G-fibration. Thus, the desired inequality

secatG(p) ≤ secatG(p1 × p2) ≤ secatG(p1) + secatG(p2) − 1

follows from [6, Proposition 4.3] and Proposition 2.11. �

2.2. Equivariant LS-category.

Definition 2.13. A G-invariant subset U of a G-space X is said to be G-categorical if the
inclusion map iU : U → X is G-homotopy equivalent to a map which takes values in a single orbit.

Definition 2.14. The equivariant LS-category of a G-space X , denoted by catG(X), is the least
positive integer k such that there exists a G-categorical open cover {U1, . . . , Uk} of X .

Definition 2.15. A G-space X is said to be G-connected if XH is path-connected for every closed
subgroup H of G.

Let X be a G-space, and x0 ∈ X . Define the path space of (X, x0) as

Px0
X = {α : I → X | α(0) = x0}.

Then the map eX : Px0
X → X , given by eX(α) = α(1), is a fibration.

Moreover, if the point x0 is fixed under the G-action, then eX is a G-fibration, where
Px0

X admits a G-action via (g · α)(t) := g · α(t). We note that the fibre of eX is the loop
space ΩX = (eX)−1(x0) of X , and the G-action on Px0

X restricts to a G-action on ΩX .

Lemma 2.16 ([6, Corollary 4.7]). If X is a G-space such that X is G-connected and x0 ∈ XG,
then

catG(X) = secatG(eX).

Now as a consequence to Theorem 2.7 we obtain the equivariant dimension connectivity
upper bound on the equivariant LS category.
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Theorem 2.17. Suppose X is a G-CW complex of dimension atleast 2 such that XG 6= ∅. If
there exists s ≥ 0 such that XH is s-connected for all subgroups H of G, then

catG(X) <
hdimG(X) + 1

s + 1
+ 1.

Proof. If x0 ∈ XG, then eX : Px0
X → X is a G-fibration with fibre ΩX . Note that (ΩX)H =

Ω(XH). Since XH is s-connected, the loop space Ω(XH) is (s − 1)-connected. Hence, by
Theorem 2.7, we get

secatG(eX) <
hdimG(X) + 1

s + 1
+ 1.

As XH is s-connected, it follows that XH is path-connected. Hence, X is G-connected,
and the theorem follows by Lemma 2.16. �

2.3. Equivariant and invariant topological complexity.

We recall the concept of equivariant topological complexity introduced by Colman and
Grant in [14]. Let X be a G-space. Observe that the free path space P X admits a G-action
via (g · α)(t) := g · α(t). Similarly, the product space X × X is a G-space with the diagonal
action. The fibration

π : P X → X × X, α 7→ (α(0), α(1))

is a G-fibration.

Definition 2.18. The equivariant topological complexity of a G-space X is defined as

TCG(X) := secatG(π).

It is important to note that the equivariant topological complexity of G-spaces does not
necessarily relate to the topological complexity of their orbit spaces. However, Lubawski
and Marzantowicz provided an alternative definition of equivariant topological complexity,
designed to facilitate such a comparison. We now present their definition and recall the
corresponding result.
Suppose X is a G-space. Let πX : X → X/G denote the orbit map.

P X ×X/G P X := {(γ, δ) ∈ P X × P X | G · γ(1) = G · δ(0)}

That is the following diagram

P X ×X/G P X P X

P X X/G

π1

π2

πX◦e0

πX◦e1

is a pullback.
Define the map

p : P X ×X/G P X → X × X, (γ, δ) 7→ (γ(0), δ(1)).

It was shown in [17, Proposition 3.7] that the map p is a (G × G)-fibration.

Definition 2.19. Let X be a G-space. The invariant topological complexity of X denoted by
TCG(X), is defined as

TCG(X) := secatG×G(p).

The following theorem relates the invariant topological complexity of a free G-space X
with that of the topological complexity of its corresponding orbit space.
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Theorem 2.20 ([17, Theorem 3.9 and 3.10]). Let G be a compact Lie group and X be a
compact G-ANR. Then

TC(X/G) ≤ TCG(X).

Moreover, if X has one orbit type, then

TCG(X) = TCG(X/G).

2.4. Clapp-Puppe invariant of Lusternik-Schnirelmann type.

Definition 2.21. Let A be a G-invariant closed subset of a G-space X . A G-invariant open
subset of X is said to be G-compressible into A if the inclusion map iU : U → X is G-homotopic
to a G-map c : U → X which takes values in A.

Definition 2.22. Let A be a G-invariant closed subset of a G-space X . The A-Lusternik-
Schnirelmann G-category of X , denoted AcatG(X), is the least positive integer k such that there
exists a G-invariant open cover {U1, . . . , Uk} of X such that each Ui is G-compressible into A.

Colman and Grant in [14, Lemma 5.14] showed that for a G-invariant open subset U of
X × X the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists a G-equivariant section of eX : P X → X × X over U ,
(2) U is G-compressible into the diagonal △(X) ⊂ X × X .

In particular,
TCG(X) = △(X)catG(X × X).

Later, Lubawski andMarzantowicz in [17, Lemma 3.8] showed a similar result for invariant
topological complexity. More precisely, for a (G×G)-invariant open subset of U of X ×X
the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists a (G × G)-equivariant section of p : P X ×X/G X → X × X over U ,
(2) U is (G × G)-compressible into the saturation of the diagonal k(X) := (G × G) ·

△(X) ⊂ X × X .
In particular,

TCG(X) = k(X)catG×G(X × X).

In Section 3 and Section 4, we give analogous results for equivariant parametrized topolog-
ical complexity and invariant parametrized topological complexity, respectively. We use
these results to prove Theorem 4.26.

3. EQUIVARIANT PARAMETRIZED TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY

In this section, we define the equivariant parametrized topological complexity of G-
fibrations P : E → B and show that it can be expressed as the equivariant ∆(E)-LS cate-
gory of the fibre product E ×B E. Additionally, we establish the product inequality for the
equivariant parametrized topological complexity.
For a G-fibration p : E → B, consider the subspace EI

B of the free path space EI of E
defined by

EI
B := {γ ∈ EI | γ(t) ∈ p−1(b) for some b ∈ B and for all t ∈ [0, 1]}.

Consider the pullback corresponding to the fibration p : E → B defined by

E ×B E := {(e1, e2) ∈ E × E | p(e1) = p(e2)}.

It is clear that the G-action on EI given by

(g · γ)(t) := g · γ(t) for all g ∈ G, γ ∈ EI , t ∈ I;
9



and the diagonal action of G on E × E restricts to EI
B and E ×B E, respectively. Then the

map
Π: EI

B → E ×B E, Π(γ) = (γ(0), γ(1)) (3)
is a G-fibration, see [8, Corollary 4.3].

Definition 3.1. The equivariant parametrized topological complexity of aG-fibration p : E → B,
denoted by TCG[p : E → B], is defined as

TCG[p : E → B] := secatG (Π) .

Suppose ∆: E → E × E is the diagonal map. It is clear that the image △(E) is a G-
invariant subset of E ×B E. In the next theorem, we give equivariant parametrized topo-
logical complexity analogue of [6, Lemma 5.14].

Theorem 3.2. Let p : E → B be a G-fibration. For a G-invariant (not necessarily open) subset
U of E ×B E the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists a G-equivariant section of Π: EI
B → E ×B E over U .

(2) there exists a G-homotopy between the inclusion map iU : U → E ×B E and a G-map
f : U → E ×B E which takes values in △(E).

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2). Suppose s : U → EI
B is a G-equivariant section of Π. Let H : EI

B × I →
EI

B be given by

H(γ, t)(s) = γ(s(1 − t)), for γ ∈ EI
B and s, t ∈ I.

It is clear that H(γ, t) ∈ EI
B for all γ ∈ EI

B and t ∈ I . Hence, H is well-defined. Clearly, H
is G-equivariant such that H(γ, 0) = γ and H(γ, 1) = cγ(0), where ce is the constant path
in E taking the value e ∈ E. Then

F := Π ◦ H ◦ (s × idI) : U × I → E ×B E

is a G-homotopy such that F0 = Π◦ idEI
B

◦s = iU and F1(u) = Π(H1(s(u))) = Π(cs(u)(0)) =

(s(u)(0), s(u)(0)) ∈ △(E). Hence, F1 is the desired map.
(2) =⇒ (1). Suppose H : U × I → E ×B E is a G-homotopy between f and iU . Let

s : U → EI
B be the G-map given by s(u) = cπ1(f(u)) = cπ2(f(u)), where πi : E × E → E is

the projection map onto the i-th factor. By homotopy lifting property of Π, there exists a
G-homotopy H̃ : U × I → EI

B such that the following diagram

U × {0} EI
B

U × I E ×B E

s

Π

H

H̃

commutes. Then Π ◦ H̃1 = H1 = iU implies H̃1 is a G-equivariant section of Π over U . �

As a consequence to the previous theoremwe can now express the equivariant parametrized
topological complexity as the equivariant ∆(E)-LS category of the fibre product.

Corollary 3.3. For a G-fibration p : E → B, we have

TCG[p : E → B] = △(E)catG(E ×B E).

Proposition 3.4 (Subgroup inequality). Suppose p : E → B is aG-fibration. If H is a subgroup
of G such that p is also a H-fibration, then

TCH [p : E → B] ≤ TCG[p : E → B].
10



In particular, if G is a compact Hausdorff topological group, then

TC[p : E → B] ≤ TCH [p : E → B] ≤ TCG[p : E → B].

for all closed subgroups H of G.

Proof. Note that if H is a subgroup of G such that p : E → B is aH-fibration, then Π: EI
B →

E ×B E is a H-fibration. Hence, the result follows by applying Proposition 2.8 to the G-
fibration Π: EI

B → E ×B E since TCH [p : E → B] = secatH(Π: EI
B → E ×B E). �

The product inequality for parametrized topological complexity was proved in [4, Propo-
sition 6.1]. We now establish the corresponding equivariant analogue.

Theorem 3.5 (Product inequality). Let p1 : E1 → B1 be a G1-fibration and p2 : E2 → B2 be
a G2-fibration. If (E1 × E1) × (E2 × E2) is (G1 × G2)-completely normal, then

TCG1×G2
[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2] ≤ TCG1

[p1 : E1 → B1] + TCG2
[p2 : E2 → B2] − 1,

where Gi acts on Ei × Ei diagonally for i = 1, 2; and G1 × G2 acts on (E1 × E1) × (E2 × E2)
componentwise.

Proof. Let Π1 : (E1)I
B1

→ E1 ×B1
E1 and Π2 : (E2)

I
B2

→ E2 ×B2
E2 be the equivariant

parametrized fibrations corresponding to p1 and p2, respectively. If E := E1 × E2, B :=
B1 × B2 and p := p1 × p2 is the product (G1 × G2)-fibration, then it easily checked that

EI
B = (E1)I

B1
× (E2)I

B2
and E ×B E = (E1 ×B1

E1) × (E2 ×B2
E2)

and the (G1 × G2)-equivariant parametrized fibration Π: EI
B → E ×B E corresponding to

p is equivalent to the product (G1 × G2)-fibration

Π1 × Π2 : (E1)I
B1

× (E2)
I
B2

→ (E1 ×B1
E1) × (E2 ×B2

E2).

As a subspace of (G1 × G2)-completely normal space is (G1 × G2)-completely normal, it
follows that (E1 ×B1

E1) × (E2 ×B2
E2) is (G1 × G2)-completely normal. Hence,

TCG1×G2
[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2] = secatG1×G2

(Π1 × Π2)

≤ secatG1
(Π1) + secatG2

(Π2) − 1

= TCG1
[p1 : E1 → B1] + TCG2

[p2 : E2 → B2] − 1,

by [1, Proposition 2.9]. �

Corollary 3.6. Suppose pi : Ei → Bi is a G-fibration for i = 1, 2. If G is compact Hausdorff,
then p1 ×p2 : E1 ×E2 → B1 ×B2 is a G-fibration, where G acts diagonally on the spaces E1 ×E2

and B1 × B2. Furthermore, if E1 and E2 are Hausdorff, and E1 × E1 × E2 × E2 is completely
normal, then

TCG[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2] ≤ TCG[p1 : E1 → B1] + TCG[p2 : E2 → B2] − 1.

Proof. In Proposition 2.11, we showed that p1 × p2 : E2 × E2 → B1 × B2 is a G-fibration if
G is compact Hausdorff.
If E1 and E2 are Hausdorff, and (E1 × E1) × (E2 × E2) is completely normal, then

Lemma 2.10 implies that (E1 × E1) × (E2 × E2) is (G × G)-completely normal. Hence, the
desired inequality

TCG[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2] ≤ TCG×G[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2]

≤ TCG[p1 : E1 → B1] + TCG[p2 : E2 → B2] − 1

follows from Proposition 3.4 and Theorem 3.5. �
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Corollary 3.7. Suppose pi : Ei → B is a G-fibration for i = 1, 2. Let E1 ×B E2 = {(e1, e2) ∈
E1 × E2 | p1(e1) = p2(e2)} and let p : E1 ×B E2 → B be the G-map given by p(e1, e2) =
p1(e1) = p2(e2), where G acts on E1 ×B E2 diagonally. If G is compact Hausdorff, then p is a
G-fibration. Furthermore, if E1 and E2 are Hausdorff, and E1 ×E1 ×E2 ×E2 is completely normal,
then

TCG[p : E1 ×B E2 → B] ≤ TCG[p1 : E1 → B] + TCG[p2 : E2 → B] − 1,

where G acts on Ei × Ei diagonally for i = 1, 2; and G × G acts on (E1 × E1) × (E2 × E2)
componentwise.

Proof. Note the following diagram

E1 ×B E2 E1 × E2

B ≃ ∆(B) B × B

p p1×p2

is a pullback in the category of G-spaces, where ∆: B → B × B is the diagonal map. In
Corollary 2.12, we showed that p is a G-fibration. Hence, the desired inequality

TCG[p : E1 ×B E2 → B] ≤ TCG[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B × B]

≤ TCG[p1 : E1 → B] + TCG[p2 : E2 → B] − 1

follows from [8, Proposition 4.6] and Corollary 3.6. �

4. INVARIANT PARAMETRIZED TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY

In this section, introduce the main object of our study, the invariant parametrized topo-
logical complexity.
Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration.

EI
B ×E/G EI

B := {(γ, δ) ∈ EI
B × EI

B | G · γ(1) = G · δ(0)}.

That is the following diagram

EI
B ×E/G EI

B EI
B

EI
B E/G

π1

π2

πE◦e0

πE◦e1

is a pullback. For each path α ∈ EI
B, let bα denote the element in B such that α take values

in the fibre p−1(bα). Define the map

Π: EI
B ×E/G EI

B → E ×B/G E, by Π(γ, δ) = (γ(0), δ(1)). (4)

The map Π is well-defined as γ(1) = g · δ(0) for some g ∈ G and γ, δ ∈ EI
B implies that

bγ = g · bδ . Hence, p(γ(0)) = bγ = g · bδ = g · p(δ(1)) implies (γ(0), δ(1)) ∈ E ×B/G E.
As EI

B ×E/G EI
B and E ×B/G E are (G × G)-invariant subsets of EI

B × EI
B and E × E

respectively, we get (G × G)-action on EI
B ×E/G EI

B and E ×B/G E, and Π becomes a
(G × G)-equivariant map.

Proposition 4.1. If p : E → B is a G-fibration, then the map Π: EI
B ×E/G EI

B → E ×B/G E
is a (G × G)-fibration.
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Proof. Suppose EI
B → E ×B E is the equivariant parametrized fibration corresponding to p.

Suppose p̂ : EI
B × EI

B → (E ×B E) × (E ×B E) is the product (G × G)-fibration. Suppose

S := {(e1, e2, e3, e4) ∈ (E ×B E) × (E ×B E) | (γ(1), δ(0)) ∈ E ×E/G E}.

It is readily checked that (γ, δ) ∈ EI
B ×E/G EI

B if and only if (γ, δ) ∈ (p̂)−1(S). As S is
(G × G)-invariant, it follows

p̂|EI
B

×E/GEI
B

: EI
B ×E/G EI

B → S

is a (G × G)-fibration.
Now consider the pullback diagram

E ×B E E

E B.

π2

π1
p

p

As p is a G-fibration, it follows that π1 and π2 are G-fibrations. Hence, the projection map
π1,4 := π1 × π4 : (E ×B E) × (E ×B E) → E × E, given by (e1, e2, e3, e4) 7→ (e1, e4), is a
(G ×G)-fibration. It is readily checked that (e1, e2, e3, e4) ∈ S if and only if (e1, e2, e3, e4) ∈
(π1,4)

−1(E ×B/G E). As E ×B/G E is (G × G)-invariant, it follows

π1,4|S : S → E ×B/G E

is a (G × G)-fibration. Hence, Π = π1,4|S ◦ p̂|EI
B

×E/GEI
B
is a (G × G)-fibration. �

We now introduce the main object of our study, which is a parametrized analogue of
invariant topological complexity introduced by Lubawski and Marzantowicz in [17].

Definition 4.2. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration. The invariant parametrized topological
complexity, denoted by TCG[p : E → B] is defined as

TCG[p : E → B] := secatG×G (Π) .

The G-homotopy equivalence of the invariant topological complexity was established
by Lubawski and Marzantowicz in [17, Proposition 2.4 and Lemma 3.8]. We now prove
the corresponding parametrized version.

Theorem 4.3. If p : E → B and p′ : E ′ → B are G-fibrations which are fibrewise G-homotopy
equivalent, then

TCG[p : E → B] = TCG[p′ : E ′ → B].

Proof. Suppose we have a fibrewise G-homotopy equivalence given by the following com-
mutative diagram:

E E ′

B

f

p

f ′

p′

.
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Suppose f̃ = f × f , f̃ I(γ, δ) = (f ◦ γ, f ◦ δ) and f̃ ′, f̃ ′
I are defined similarly. Note that f̃

and f̃ ′ are G × G-maps. Then we have the following commutative diagram.

EI
B ×E/G EI

B E ′I
B ×E/G E ′I

B EI
B ×E/G EI

B

E ×B/G E E ′ ×B/G E ′ E ×B/G E.

f̃I

Π Π′

f̃ ′
I

Π

f̃ f̃ ′

Note that the maps f ′ ◦ f and idE are fibrewise G-homotopic equivalent implies the maps
f̃ ′ ◦ f̃ and idE×B/GE are (G × G)-homotopy equivalent. Then, using [8, Lemma 4.10(2)],
we obtain the inequality

TCG[p : E → B] = secatG×G(Π) ≤ secatG×G(Π′) = TCG[p′ : E ′ → B].

Similarly, we can derive the reverse inequality. This completes the proof. �

The next proposition shows that the invariant parametrized topological complexity of a
G-fibration is a generalization of both the parametrized topological complexity of a fibra-
tion [4] and the invariant topological complexity of a G-space [17].

Proposition 4.4. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration.

(1) If G acts trivially on E and B, then TCG[p : E → B] = TC[p : E → B].
(2) If B = {∗}, then TCG[p : E → {∗}] = TCG(E).

Proof.

(1) If G acts trivially on E, then πE : E → E/G is the identity map. Hence, EI
B ×E/G

EI
B = EI

B ×E EI
B which is homeomorphic to EI

B via the map (γ, δ) 7→ γ ∗ δ, where
γ ∗ δ is the concatenation of paths γ and δ. The inverse of this homeomorphism is

given by α 7→
(

α|[0, 1

2
] , α|[ 1

2
,1]

)
for α ∈ EI

B . If G acts trivially on B, then πB : B →

B/G is the identity map. Hence, E ×B/G E = E ×B E. Therefore, the fibration Π
is given by

Π: EI
B → E ×B E, Π(α) = (α(0), α(1)).

Hence, we get TCG[p : E → B] = TC[p : E → B].
(2) If B = {∗}, then EI

B = EI and E ×B/G E = E × E. Hence, the fibration Π is given
by

Π: EI ×E/G EI → E × E, Π(γ, δ) = (γ(0), δ(1)).

Therefore, TCG[p : E → {∗}] = TCG(E).
�

Proposition 4.5. Let p : B × F → B be the trivial G-fibration with G acting trivially on F .
Then

TCG[p : B × F → B] = TC(F ).

Proof. Let E = B×F . Then note that EI
B = B×F I and E ×B/G E = (B×B/G B)×(F ×F ).

As E/G = (B × F )/G = (B/G) × F , we have

EI
B ×E/G EI

B = (B ×B/G B) × (F I ×F F I) ∼=G (B ×B/G B) × F I ,

where the last homeomorphism is induced by (γ, δ) ∈ F I ×F F I 7→ γ ∗ δ ∈ F I . Then
it follows that the invariant parametrized fibration Π corresponding to p is given by Π =
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idB×B/GB × eF , where eF : F I → F × F is the free path space fibration corresponding to F .
Thus, we obtain

TCG[p : E → B] = secatG×G(Π) = secatG×G(id × eF ) = secat(eF ) = TC(F ),

since G acts trivially on F . �

Remark 4.6. In general, if G acts non-trivially on F , then the equality

TCG[p : B × F → B] = TCG(F )

may not hold. For example, let E = S1 × S1 and B = S1. If G = S1 acts on B by left
multiplication and diagonally on E , then

TCS1

[p : S1 × S1 → S1] = TC[p/S1 : (S1 × S1)/S1 → S1/S1] by Theorem 4.26

= TC(S1 → {∗})

= TC(S1) by Proposition 4.4
= 2.

But TCS1

(S1) = TC({∗}) = 1 by [17, Theorem 3.10].

Suppose k(E) is the saturation of the diagonal ∆(E) with respect to the (G × G)-action
on E × E, i.e.,

k(E) := (G × G) · △(E) ⊆ E × E.

If E ×E/G E is the pullback corresponding to πE : E → E/G, i.e.,

E ×E/G E := {(e1, e2) ∈ E × E | πE(e1) = πE(e2)},

then it is readily checked that k(E) = E ×E/G E ⊆ E ×B/G E. Hence, we will use the
notation k(E) and E ×E/G E interchangeably.
In the next theorem, we give the invariant parametrized topological complexity analogue

of [17, Lemma 3.8].

Theorem 4.7. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration. For a (G × G)-invariant (not necessarily
open) subset U of E ×B/G E the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists a (G × G)-equivariant section of Π: EI
B ×E/G EI

B → E ×B/G E over U .
(2) there exists a (G × G)-homotopy between the inclusion map iU : U → E ×B/G E and a

(G × G)-map f : U → E ×B/G E which takes values in E ×E/G E .

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2). Suppose s = (s1, s2) : U → EI
B ×E/G EI

B is a (G × G)-equivariant
section of Π. Let H : (EI

B ×E/G EI
B) × I → EI

B ×E/G EI
B be given by

H(γ, δ, t) = (γ′
t, δ′

t), for (γ, δ) ∈ EI
B ×E/G EI

B, and t ∈ I,

where γ′
t(s) = γ(s + t(1 − s)) and δ′

t(s) = δ(s(1 − t)). It is clear that γ′
t, δ′

t ∈ EI
B , and

γ′
t(1) = γ(1) and δ′

t(0) = δ(0) for all (γ, δ) ∈ EI
B ×E/G EI

B and for all t ∈ I . Hence,
H is well-defined. Clearly, H is (G × G)-equivariant such that H(γ, δ, 0) = (γ, δ) and
H(γ, δ, 1) = (cγ(1), cδ(0)), where ce is the constant path in E taking the value e ∈ E. Then

F := Π ◦ H ◦ (s × idI) : U × I → E ×B/G E

is a (G×G)-homotopy such that F0 = Π◦ idEI
B

×E/GEI
B

◦s = iU and F1(u) = Π(H1(s(u))) =

((s1(u))(1), (s2(u))(0)). As s(u) = (s1(u), s2(u)) ∈ EI
B ×E/G EI

B for all u ∈ U , it follows
F1(u) = ((s1(u))(1), (s2(u))(0)) ∈ E ×E/G E. Hence, F1 is the desired map.

(2) =⇒ (1). Suppose H : U × I → E ×B/G E is a (G × G)-homotopy between f and
iU . Let s : U → EI

B ×E/G EI
B be the (G × G)-map given by s(u) = (cπ1(f(u)), cπ2(f(u))),
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where πi : E × E → E is the projection map onto the i-th factor. The map s is well-
defined since f takes values in E ×E/G E. By homotopy lifting property of Π, there exists
a (G × G)-homotopy H̃ : U × I → EI

B ×E/G EI
B such that the following diagram

U × {0} EI
B ×E/G EI

B

U × I E ×B/G E

s

Π

H

H̃

commutes. Then Π ◦ H̃1 = H1 = iU implies H̃1 is a (G × G)-equivariant section of Π over
U . �

Corollary 4.8. For a G-fibration p : E → B, we have

TCG[p : E → B] = k(E)catG×G(E ×B/G E).

4.1. Properties and Bounds.

Proposition 4.9. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration and B′ is a G-invariant subset of B. If
E ′ = p−1(B′) and p′ : E ′ → B′ is the G-fibration obtained by restriction of p, then

TCG[p′ : E ′ → B′] ≤ TCG[p : E → B].

In particular, if b ∈ BG, then the fibre F = p−1(b) is a G-space and

TCG(F ) ≤ TCG[p : E → B].

Proof. Note that we have the following commutative diagram

(E ′)I
B′ ×E′/G (E ′)I

B′ EI
B ×E/G EI

B

E ′ ×B′/G E ′ E ×B/G E,

Π′ Π

whereΠ′ andΠ are invariant parametrized fibrations corresponding to p′ and p, respectively.
We will now show that this diagram is a pullback.

Suppose Z is a topological space with (G ×G)-maps k = (k1, k2) : Z → EI
B ×E/G EI

B and
h = (h1, h2) : Z → E ′ ×B′/G E ′ such that Π ◦ k = h. As Π ◦ k = h, we have

k1(z)(0) = h1(z) ∈ E ′ and k2(z)(1) = h2(z) ∈ E ′.

As k(z) = (k1(z), k2(z)) ∈ EI
B ×E/G EI

B , we have

p(k1(z)(t)) = bk1(z), p(k2(z)(t)) = bk2(z) and k1(z)(1) = gk(z) · k2(z)(0)

for some bk1(z), bk2(z) ∈ B, some gk(z) ∈ G and all t ∈ I .
Note that bk1(z) = p(k1(z)(t)) = p(k1(z)(0)) = p(h1(z)) implies bk1(z) ∈ B′ since h1(z) ∈

E ′ = p−1(B′). Hence, k1(z) ∈ (E ′)I
B′ since k1(z)(t) ∈ p−1(bk1(z)) ⊂ p−1(B′) = E ′ for all

t ∈ I . Similarly, bk2(z) ∈ B′ and k2(z) ∈ (E ′)I
B′ . Hence, k1(z)(1) = gk(z) · k2(z)(0) implies

Im(k) ⊆ (E ′)I
B′ ×E′/G (E ′)I

B′ . Hence, the diagram above is a pullback. Then the required
inequality

TCG[p′ : E ′ → B′] = secatG×G(Π′) ≤ secatG×G(Π) = TCG[p : E → B].

follows from [6, Proposition 4.3]. �
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Proposition 4.10. Let p : E → B be a G-fibration. If e ∈ EG, then the fibre F = p−1(p(e)) is
a G-space and

catG(F ) ≤ TCG(F ) ≤ TCG[p : E → B].

Furthermore,
(1) if E ×B/G E is (G × G)-connected, then

TCG[p : E → B] ≤ catG×G(E ×B/G E).

(2) if E ×B/G E is a connected (G × G)-CW complex, then

catG×G(E ×B/G E) ≤ dim

(
E ×B/G E

G × G

)
+ 1.

Consequently, if E ×B/G E is (G × G)-connected (G × G)-CW complex, then

TCG[p : E → B] ≤ dim

(
E ×B/G E

G × G

)
+ 1.

Proof. If e ∈ EG, then b = p(e) ∈ BG. Hence, by Proposition 4.9, F := p−1(b) admits a
G-action and TCG(F ) ≤ TCG[p : E → B]. Observe that e ∈ F G. Therefore, the inequality
catG(F ) ≤ TCG(F ) follows from [2, Proposition 2.7].

(1) Note that if ce is the constant path in E which takes the value e, then (ce, ce) ∈
(EI

B ×E/G EI
B)(G×G). Moreover, since E ×B/G E is (G × G)-connected, it follows

that
TCG[p : E → B] = secatG×G(Π) ≤ catG×G(E ×B/G E).

by [6, Proposition 4.4].
(2) Since E ×B/G E is connected and (e, e) ∈ (E ×B/G E)(G×G), it follows that

catG×G(E ×B/G E) ≤ dim
(

E ×B E

G × G

)
+ 1

by [19, Corollary 1.12]. Now the second desired inequality of (2) follows from (1).
�

Corollary 4.11. Let p : E → B be a G-fibration such that TCG[p : E → B] = 1. If e ∈ EG,
then the fibre F = p−1(p(e)) is a G-contractible space.

Proof. By Proposition 4.10, we have catG(F ) = 1, i.e., F is G-contractible. �

Now we state the converse of Corollary 4.11.

Proposition 4.12. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration such that E×B/G E is a G-CW complex.
Let e ∈ EG. If the fibre F = p−1(p(e)) satisfies either

• F is G-connected, G-contractible and F G = {e}, or
• F G-deformation retracts to the point e,

then TCG[p : E → B] = 1.

Proof. Note that

Π−1(e, e) = {(α, β) ∈ EI
B × EI

B | α(0) = β(1) = e, α(0) = g · β(1) for some g ∈ G}

Since α(0) = β(1) = e and α, β ∈ EI
B , it follows that the fibre Π−1(e1, e2) is (G × G)-

homeomorphic to
F = {γ ∈ F I | γ(1/2) = e, γ(0) = g · γ(1)},
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where (G × G)-action on F is given by

((g1, g2) · γ)(t) =





g1 · γ(t) 0 ≤ t ≤ 1/2,

g2 · γ(t) 1/2 ≤ t ≤ 1.

This action is well-defined since γ(1/2) = e ∈ EG.
Suppose F is G-connected, G-contractible and F G = {e}. Since F is G-connected,

we have {e}catG(F ) = catG(F ), see [17, Remark 2.3] and [6, Lemma 3.14]. Hence,
{e}catG(F ) = 1 since F is G-contractible. Thus, there exists a G-homotopy H : F × I → F
such that H(f, 0) = f and H(f, 1) = e for all f ∈ F . Let K : F I ×I → F I be the homotopy
given by G(δ, t)(s) = H(δ(s), t) for all s, t ∈ I and δ ∈ F I . Note that K is a G-homotopy.
If γ ∈ F , then

g · G(γ, t)(1/2) = g · H(γ(1/2), t) = g · H(e, t) = H(g · e, t) = H(e, t)

for all g ∈ G, i.e., G(γ, t)(1/2) ∈ F G. Since F G = {e}, we get G(γ, t)(1/2) = e for all t ∈ I .
SupposeF G-deformation retracts to the point e, then there exists aG-homotopyH : F ×

I → F such that H(f, 0) = f and H(f, 1) = e and H(e, t) = e for all f ∈ F and t ∈ I . Then
the homotopy G defined on F I like above satisfies G(γ, t)(1/2) = e due to the condition
H(e, t) = e for all t ∈ I .
Moreover,

G(γ, t)(0) = H(γ(0), t) = H(g · γ(1), t) = g · H(γ(1), t) = g · G(γ, t)(1)

where γ(0) = g · γ(1). Hence, if γ ∈ F , we have G(γ, t) ∈ F .
Hence, in both cases, K restricts to a (G × G)-homotopy on K : F × I → F such that

G(γ, 0) = γ and G(γ, 1) = ce, where ce is the constant path in E taking the value e. In
particular, F is (G × G)-contractible. Hence, by obstruction theory, Π admits a G × G-
section. �

Proposition 4.13. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration such that G acts freely on B. If K is a
subgroup of G such that p : E → B is also a K-fibration, then

TCK [p : E → B] ≤ TCG[p : E → B].

Proof. Suppose ΠK : EI
B ×E/K EI

B → E ×B/K E is the invariant parametrized fibration
corresponding to K-fibration p. Then the following diagram

EI
B ×E/K EI

B EI
B ×E/G EI

B

E ×B/K E E ×B/G E

ΠK Π

is commutative. Suppose U is a (G×G)-invariant open subset of E ×B/G E with a (G×G)-
equivariant section s : U → EI

B ×E/G EI
B of Π.

Let V := U ∩
(
E ×B/K E

)
. Then V is (K × K)-invariant open subset of E ×B/K E.

Suppose (e1, e2) ∈ V and s(e1, e2) = (γ, δ) ∈ EI
B ×E/G EI

B . We claim that s(e1, e2) = (γ, δ)
lies in EI

B ×E/K EI
B . Note that p(e1) = k · p(e2) for some k ∈ K, as (e1, e2) ∈ E ×B/K E.

Since s is a section of Π, we have
bγ = p(γ(0)) = p(e1) = k · p(e2) = k · p(δ(1)) = k · bδ,

where γ(t) ∈ p−1(bγ) and δ(t) ∈ p−1(bδ) for some bγ , bδ ∈ B and for all t ∈ I . Since
(γ, δ) ∈ EI

B ×E/G EI
B , we have γ(1) = g · δ(0) for some g ∈ G. Hence,

bγ = p(γ(1)) = p(g · δ(0)) = g · p(δ(0)) = g · bδ.
18



Thus, we get g · bδ = k · bδ. It follows that g = k since G acts freely on B. Thus,
γ(1) = k·δ(0) implies (γ, δ) ∈ EI

B×E/KEI
B . Hence, the restriction s|V : V → EI

B×E/K EI
BH

is a (K × K)-equivariant section of ΠK . �

Corollary 4.14. Suppose G is a compact Hausdorff topological group. If p : E → B is a G-
fibration such that G acts freely on B, then

TCK [p : E → B] ≤ TCG[p : E → B]

for all closed subgroups K of G. In particular,

TC[p : E → B] ≤ TCG[p : E → B].

Proof. Note that, by [13, Theorem 3], the map p : E → B is a K-fibration. Hence, the
result follows from Proposition 4.13. �

Theorem 4.15 (Product inequality). Let p1 : E1 → B1 be a G1-fibration and p2 : E2 → B2

be a G2-fibration. If E1 × E1 × E2 × E2 is (G1 × G1 × G2 × G2)-completely normal, then

TCG1×G2 [p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2] ≤ TCG1[p1 : E1 → B1] + TCG2 [p2 : E2 → B2] − 1.

Proof. Let Π1 : (E1)I
B1

×E1/G1
(E1)I

B1
→ E1 ×B1/G1

E1 and Π2 : (E2)I
B2

×E2/G2
(E2)

I
B2

→
E2 ×B2/G2

E2 be the invariant parametrized fibrations corresponding to p1 and p2, respec-
tively. If E := E1 × E2, B := B1 × B2, G := G1 × G2, and p := p1 × p2 is the product
G-fibration, then it easily checked that

EI
B ×E/G EI

B =
(
(E1)I

B1
×E1/G1

(E1)
I
B1

)
×
(
(E2)I

B2
×E2/G2

(E2)
I
B2

)
,

and
E ×B/G E =

(
E1 ×B1/G1

E1

)
×
(
E2 ×B2/G2

E2

)
,

and the invariant parametrized fibration Π: EI
B ×E/G EI

B → E ×B/G E corresponding to p
is equivalent to the product fibration Π1 × Π2. Hence,

TCG1×G2[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2] = secat(G1×G2)×(G1×G2)(Π)

= secat(G1×G1)×(G2×G2)(Π1 × Π2)

≤ secatG1×G1
(Π1) + secatG2×G2

(Π2) − 1

= TCG1 [p1 : E1 → B1] + TCG2 [p2 : E2 → B2] − 1,

by [1, Proposition 2.9]. �

The product inequality for invariant topological complexity was proved in [17, Theorem
3.18]. In the following corollary, we show that the cofibration hypothesis assumed in [17,
Theorem 3.18] can be removed by using Theorem 4.15.

Corollary 4.16 (Product inequality). Suppose X is a G-space and Y is a H-space. If X ×
X × Y × Y is (G × G × H × H)-completely normal, then

TCG×H(X × Y ) ≤ TCG(X) + TCH(Y ) − 1.

Proof. Note that X → {∗1} is a G-fibration and Y → {∗2} is a H-fibration. Hence,

TCG×H(X × Y ) = TCG×H [X × Y → {∗1} × {∗2}]

≤ TCG[X → {∗1}] + TCH [Y → {∗2}] − 1

= TCG(X) + TCH(Y ) − 1

by Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.15 since {∗1}×{∗2} is (G×H)-completely normal. �
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The proof of the following corollary is similar to Corollary 3.6 and can be shown using
Corollary 4.14 and Theorem 4.15.

Corollary 4.17. Suppose pi : Ei → Bi is a G-fibration such that G acts on Bi freely for i = 1, 2.
If G is compact Hausdorff, then p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2 is a G-fibration, where G acts
diagonally on the spaces E1 × E2 and B1 × B2. Furthermore, if E1 and E2 are Hausdorff, and
E1 × E1 × E2 × E2 is completely normal, then

TCG[p1 × p2 : E1 × E2 → B1 × B2] ≤ TCG[p1 : E1 → B1] + TCG[p2 : E2 → B2] − 1.

The proof of the following corollary is similar to that of Corollary 3.7 and follows from
Proposition 4.9 and Corollary 4.17.

Corollary 4.18. Suppose pi : Ei → B is a G-fibration, for i = 1, 2, such that G acts on B
freely. Let E1 ×B E2 = {(e1, e2) ∈ E1 × E2 | p1(e1) = p2(e2)} and let p : E1 ×B E2 → B
be the G-map given by p(e1, e2) = p1(e1) = p2(e2), where G acts on E1 ×B E2 diagonally. If
G is compact Hausdorff, then p is a G-fibration. Furthermore, if E1 and E2 are Hausdorff, and
E1 × E1 × E2 × E2 is completely normal, then

TCG[p : E1 ×B E2 → B] ≤ TCG[p1 : E1 → B] + TCG[p2 : E2 → B] − 1.

4.1.1. Cohomological Lower Bound.

Lemma 4.19. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration. Then the map c : E×E/GE → EI
B ×E/GEI

B ,
given by c(e1, e2) = (ce1

, ce2
) where cei

is the constant path in E taking the value ei ∈ E , is a
(G × G)-homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Let f : EI
B ×E/G EI

B → E ×E/G E be the map given by f(γ, δ) = (γ(1), δ(0)). Then
f is (G × G)-equivariant such that (c ◦ f)(γ, δ) = (cγ(1), cδ(0)) and f ◦ c is the identity map
of E ×E/G E. Let H : (EI

B ×E/G EI
B) × I → EI

B ×E/G EI
B be the homotopy given by

H(γ, δ, t) = (γ′
t, δ′

t),

where γ′
t(s) = γ(s + t(1 − s)) and δ′

t(s) = δ(s(1 − t)). Then following the argument
of Theorem 4.7, we see that H is well-defined, (G × G)-equivariant, H(γ, δ, 0) = (γ, δ),
and H(γ, δ, 1) = (cγ(1), cδ(0)). Hence, c ◦ f is (G × G)-homotopic to the identity map of
EI

B ×E/G EI
B . �

Note that the following diagram

E ×E/G E EI
B ×E/G EI

B

E ×B/G E

c

i

Π

is commutative, where i : E ×E/G E →֒ E ×B/G E is the inclusion map. In other words, Π
is a (G × G)-fibrational substitute for the (G × G)-map i.
For the ease of notation for the next theorem, let G2 denote the product G × G.

Theorem 4.20. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration. Suppose there exists cohomology classes
u1, . . . , uk ∈ H̃∗

G2(E ×B/G E; R) ( for any commutative ring R) such that

(ih
G2)∗(u1) = · · · = (ih

G2)∗(uk) = 0 and u1 ∪ · · · ∪ uk 6= 0,

then TCG[p : E → B] > k.
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Proof. Note that Π ◦ c = i implies (ch
G2)∗ ◦ (Πh

G2)∗ = (ih
G2)∗. Since c is a (G × G)-homotopy

equivalence (see Lemma 4.19), it follows ch
G2 is a homotopy equivalence. Hence, (ch

G2)∗ is
an isomorphism. Thus, the result follows from Theorem 2.2. �

Remark 4.21. We note that any G-map f : X → Y that is a non-equivariant homotopy equiva-
lence induces an isomorphism on the level of Borel cohomology, see [20]. Hence, for Theorem 4.20,
we don’t need c is a (G × G)-homotopy equivalence, we only require c to be a (G × G)-map and
a non-equivariant homotopy equivalence.

4.2. The technical Result. In this subsection, we establish a technical result which is cru-
cial for comparing the invariant parametrized topological complexity of an equivariant
fibration with the parametrized topological complexity of corresponding orbit fibration.

Definition 4.22 ([13, Section 5]). Suppose p : E → B is a G-map and F is a G-space. We say
that p is a locally trivial G-fibration with fibre F if for each point b ∈ B there exists a G-invariant
open subset U containing b and a G-equivariant homeomorphism φ : p−1(U) → U × F such that
the following diagram

p−1(U) U × F

U

φ

p π1

commutes, where G acts on U × F diagonally. The map φ is called a G-trivialization of p.

Proposition 4.23. Suppose p is locally trivial G-fibration with fibre F . If G acts trivially on F ,
then the induced map p : E → B is a locally trivial with fibre F . Furthermore, if G is a compact
Lie group and B is paracompact Hausdorff, then p is a fibration.

Proof. Suppose φ : p−1(U) → U × F is a G-trivialization of p over U . As the quotient map
πB : B → B is open, it follows U := πB(U) is an open subset of B. Further, U is G-invariant
implies U is saturated with respect to πB . Hence, the restriction πB|U : U → U is an open
quotient map and so is the product map (πE|U)× idF : U ×F → U ×F . Hence, the induced
natural map (U × F )/G → U × F is a homeomorphism. If (p−1(U)) := πE(p−1(U)), then
(p−1(U)) = (p)−1(U) since U is G-invariant. Similarly, πE|p−1(U) : p−1(U) → (p)−1(U) is
an open quotient map, and the induced natural map p−1(U)/G → (p)−1(U) is a homeomor-
phism. Hence, the homeomorphism φ/G : p−1(U)/G → (U × F )/G induced by φ gives a
trivialization

φ : (p)−1(U) → U × F

for p over U . As p is surjective, it follows p is locally trivial with fibre F .
If G is a compact Lie group and B is a paracompact Hausdorff space, by [23, Proposition

1.4] and [22, Section 31, Exercise 8], it follows B is paracompact Hausdorff. Thus, p is a
fibration. �

We note that equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations, defined in [8], satisfy the hypothe-
sis of Proposition 4.23. We will introduce them and calculate their invariant parametrized
topological complexity in Section 5.

4.3. Invariance Theorem.
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Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration. Let E = E/G, B = B/G and p = p/G. Suppose
p : E → B is a fibration. If Π : (E)I

B
→ E ×B E is the parametrized fibration induced by

p : E → B, then we have a commutative diagram

EI
B ×E/G EI

B E ×B/G E

(E)I
B

E ×B E,

Π

f πE×πE

Π

where f(γ, δ) = γ ∗ δ, where γ = πE ◦ γ.

Lemma 4.24. The restriction πE × πE : E ×B/G E → E ×B E is an open quotient map.

Proof. As πE : E → E is an open quotient map, it follows πE × πE : E × E → E × E is also
an open quotient map. The subset E ×B/G E of E × E is saturated with respect to πE × πE ,
since E ×B/G E is (G × G)-invariant. Thus, πE × πE : E ×B/G E → (πE × πE)(E ×B/G E)
is an open quotient map. Note that

(e1, e2) ∈ E ×B E ⇐⇒ p(e1) = p(e2) ∈ B

⇐⇒ p(e1) = p(e2) ∈ B

⇐⇒ p(e1) = g · p(e2) for some g ∈ G

⇐⇒ (e1, e2) ∈ E ×B/G E.

Hence, the result follows. �

Proposition 4.25. Suppose p : E → B is a G-fibration such that p : E → B is a fibration. Then

TC
[
p : E → B

]
≤ TCG[p : E → B].

Proof. Suppose U is a (G × G)-invariant open subset of E ×B/G E with a (G × G)-invariant
section s of Π over U . Then U := (πE × πE)(U) is an open subset of E ×B/G E, by
Lemma 4.24. As U is (G × G)-invariant, it follows U is saturated with respect to πE × πE .
Hence, πE × πE : U → U is a quotient map. Then, by universal property of quotient maps,
there exists a unique continuous map s : U → EI

B such that the following diagram

U E
I
B

U

f◦s

πE×πE

s

commutes. Then

Π(s(e1, e2)) = Π(f(s(e1, e2))) = (πE × πE)(Π(s(e1, e2))) = (πE × πE)(e1, e2) = (e1, e2)

implies s is a section ofΠ overU . Thus, the result follows since πE×πE : E×B/GE → E×BE
is surjective. �

Theorem 4.26. Suppose G is a compact Lie group and p : E → B is a G-fibration such that
p : E → B is a fibration. If the G-action on E is free and E is hereditary paracompact, then

TC[p : E → B] = TCG[p : E → B].
22



Proof. Suppose U is an open subset of E ×B E with section s of Π over U . Then, by The-
orem 3.2 for the trivial group action, there exists a homotopy H : U × I → E ×B E such
that H0 is the inclusion map of iU : U →֒ E ×B E and H1 takes value in △(E).
Let U = (πE × πE)−1(U). Then U is (G × G)-invariant and the following diagram

U × {0} E ×B/G E

U × I U × I E ×B E

πE×πE

(πE×πE)×idI H

commutes. As the G-action on E is free, it follows the action of G × G on E ×E/G E

is free. Hence, by the Covering Homotopy Theorem of Palais [3, Theorem II.7.3] and
Lemma 4.24, it follows there exists a (G × G)-homotopy H : U × I → E ×B/G E such
that H0 = iU : U →֒ E ×B/G E and (πE × πE) ◦ H = H ◦ ((πE × πE) × idI). As H1 takes
value in △(E), it follows H1 takes values in E ×E/G E. Hence, by Theorem 4.7, we get a
(G × G)-invariant section of Π over U . Thus, TCG[p : E → B] ≤ TC[p : E → B]. �

5. INVARIANT TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY OF EQUIVARIANT FADELL-NEUWIRTH FIBRATIONS

In this section, we provide estimates for the invariant parametrized topological complex-
ity of equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations. We begin by defining the configuration
spaces and the associated Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations, alongwith introducing an appropriate
symmetric group action on the configuration spaces to ensure they possess an equivariant
fibration structure.
The ordered configuration space of s points on Rd, denoted by F (Rd, s), is defined as

F (Rd, s) := {(x1, . . . , xs) ∈ (Rd)s | xi 6= xj for i 6= j}.

Definition 5.1 ([9]). The maps

p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s) defined by p(x1, . . . , xs+t) = (x1, . . . , xs)

are called Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations.

We now define an action of the permutation group Σs on F (Rd, s + t). For σ ∈ Σs,
define

σ · (x1, . . . , xs, y1, . . . , yt) = (xσ(1), . . . , xσ(s), y1, . . . , yt).

Similarly, Σs acts on F (Rd, s) by permuting the coordinates. Notice that the map p in
Definition 5.1 is Σs-equivariant. In fact, in [8], it was demonstrated that this map is a
Σs-fibration.
The parametrized topological complexity of these fibrations were computed in [4]. In

particular, they proved the following result:

Theorem 5.2 ([4, Theorem 9.1] and [5, Theorem 4.1]). Suppose s ≥ 2, t ≥ 1. Then

TC[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] =





2t + s, if d is odd,
2t + s − 1 if d is even.

We will now demonstrate that the invariant parametrized topological complexity of the
Fadell–Neuwirth fibrations coincides with that of the corresponding orbit fibrations. Fur-
thermore, it is bounded below by the parametrized topological complexity of the Fadell–Neuwirth
fibrations.

23



Theorem 5.3. The induced map p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s) is locally trivial fibration with
fibre F . Moreover,

TC[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] = TCΣs[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)]

≥ TC[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)].

Proof. We note that the equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations are locally Σs-trivial with
Σs acting trivially on the fibre F , see [8, Section 5.1]. Since F (Rd, s) is a manifold, it is
paracompact Hausdorff. Hence, by Proposition 4.23, it follows that the induced map

p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)

is a locally trivial fibration with fibre F .
As the action of Σs on F (Rd, s + t) is free and F (Rd, s + t) is a manifold, it follows that

F (Rd, s + t) is a manifold and hence hereditary paracompact. Thus, by Theorem 4.26, we
get

TC[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] = TCΣs[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)].

Since Σs acts freely on F (Rd, s), it follows that

TC[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] ≤ TCΣs [p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)]

by Corollary 4.14. �

Proposition 5.4. Suppose p : E → B denotes the equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibration with
fibre F . Then

(1) the space E ×B/G E is (d − 2)-connected, and
(2) dim

(
E ×B E

)
= 2 dim(F ) + dim(B) = 2dt + ds.

Proof.

(1) Suppose p : E → B corresponds to the equivariant Fadell-Neuwirth fibration with
fibre F . Since Σs is a finite group acting freely on a Hausdorff space B, it follows
πB : B → B/G is a coveringmap. Hence, πB is a fibration. Thus, π1 : E×B/GE → E
is a fibration with fibre

∐
g∈G F since the following diagram

E ×B/G E E

E B/G

π1

π2

πB◦p

πB◦p

is a pullback. As E and F are (d − 2)-connected (see discussion after the statement
of Theorem 4.1 in [5]), it follows that the space E ×B/G E is (d − 2)-connected.

(2) As p : E → B is a locally trivial fibration with fibre F , it follows that E ×B E → B
is a locally trivial fibration with fibre F × F . Hence,

dim(E ×B E) = dim(F × F ) + dim(B) = 2 dim(F ) + dim(B).

Since Σs-action on the manifold B is free, we get that B is a manifold such that
dim(B) = dim(B).

�

We are now ready to present our estimates for the invariant parametrized topological
complexity of the Fadell-Neuwirth fibrations.
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Theorem 5.5. Suppose s ≥ 2, t ≥ 1. Then

TCG[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] < 2t + s + 1 +
2t + s + 1

d − 1
.

Additionally, we have

TCΣs [p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] ≥





2t + s, if d ≥ 3 is odd,
2t + s − 1 if d ≥ 2 is even.

(5)

In particular, if d − 1 > 2t + s + 1, then

TCΣs[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] ∈





{2t + s, 2t + s + 1}, if d is odd,
{2t + s − 1, 2t + s, 2t + s + 1} if d is even.

(6)

Proof. Using Theorem 4.26 we have the equality

TCG[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] = TC[p̄ : Ē → B̄].

Then, using part 2 of Proposition 5.4 and [4, Proposition 7.2], we obtain the following
desired expression:

TCG[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] <
2dt + ds + 1

d − 1
+ 1 = 2t + s + 1 +

2t + s + 1

d − 1
.

Now using Theorem 5.3 we have

TCG[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s)] ≥ TC[p : F (Rd, s + t) → F (Rd, s).]

Thus, the inequalities of (5) follows using Theorem 5.2. Now the (6) follows straightfor-
wardly. �
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