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TORUS MANIFOLDS WITH NON-ABELIAN SYMMETRIES

MICHAEL WIEMELER

ABSTRACT. Let G be a connected compact non-abelian Lie-group and T a
maximal torus of G. A torus manifold with G-action is defined to be a smooth
connected closed oriented manifold of dimension 2dim 7" with an almost effec-
tive action of G such that MT # (). We show that if there is a torus manifold M
with G-action, then the action of a finite covering group of G factors through
G =TISU®l; +1) x [TSO(2; + 1) x [] SO(2L;) x T'o. The action of G on M
restricts to an action of G = [JSU(l; + 1) x [[SO(2l; + 1) x [TU(l;) x T'o
which has the same orbits as the G-action.

We define invariants of torus manifolds with G-action which determine
their (-equivariant diffeomorphism type. We call these invariants admissible
5-tuples. A simply connected torus manifold with G-action is determined by
its admissible 5-tuple up to G-equivariant diffeomorphism. Furthermore, we
prove that all admissible 5-tuples may be realised by torus manifolds with
G"'-action, where G’ is a finite covering group of G’.

1. INTRODUCTION

A 2n-dimensional smooth connected closed oriented manifold M with an almost
effective action of an n-dimensional torus 7 is called torus manifold if MT # (). If
each point of M has an invariant open neighborhood, which is weakly equivariantly
diffeomorphic to an open subset of the standard action of 7' on C", then the orbit
space M /T is an n-dimensional manifold with corners [I5], p.720-721]. In this case
M is said to be quasitoric if M/T is face preserving homeomorphic to a simple
polytope P. In that case there are strong relations between the topology of M and
the combinatorics of P [6] [5].

In this article we study torus manifolds, for which the T-action may be extended
by an action of a connected compact non-abelian Lie-group G. To state our results,
we introduce a bit more notations, which are used to describe the structure of torus
manifolds.

A closed, connected submanifold M; of codimension two of a torus manifold
M, which is pointwise fixed by a one dimensional subtorus A(M;) of T and which
contains a T-fixed point, is called characteristic submanifold of M.

All characteristic submanifolds M; are orientable and an orientation of M; de-
termines a complex structure on the normal bundle N(M;, M) of M.

We denote the set of unoriented characteristic submanifolds of M by §. If M is
quasitoric the characteristic submanifolds of M are given by the preimages of the
facets of P. In this case we identify § with the set of facets of P.

Let G be a connected compact non-abelian Lie-group. We call a smooth con-
nected closed oriented G-manifold M a torus manifold with G-action if G acts
almost effectively on M, dim M = 2rankG and M7 # () for a maximal torus 7'
of G. That means that M with the action of T is a torus manifold. Because all
maximal tori of G are conjugated, M together with the action of any other maximal
torus 71" is also a torus manifold. Moreover, for all choices of a maximal torus of
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G, we get up to weakly equivariant diffeomorphism the same torus manifold. The
G-action on M induces an action of the Weyl-group W(G) of G on § and the T-
equivariant cohomology of M. Results of Masuda [14] and Davis-Januszkiewicz [6]
make a comparison of these actions possible. From this comparison we get a de-
scription of the action on § and the isomorphism type of W(G). Namely there is a
partition of §F = Fo II - - - II § and a finite covering group G= H§:1 G; % Tl of G
such that each Gj, is non-abelian and W (G}, ) acts transitively on §;, and trivially
on §;, j # jo, and the orientation of each M; € §;, j # jo, is preserved by W (Gj,)
(see section [2).

We call such G; the elementary factors of G.

By looking at the orbits of the T-fixed points, we find that we may assume
without loss of generality that all elementary factors are isomorphic to SU(l; + 1),
SO(2l;) or SO(21;41) (see sectionB)). If M is quasitoric then all elementary factors
are isomorphic to SU(l; + 1).

Now assume G = G1XG9 with G; = SO(2l1) elementary. Then the restriction of
the action of G to U(ly) has the same orbits as the Gp-action (see section ). The
following theorem shows that the classification of simply connected torus manifolds
with G-action reduces to the classification of torus manifolds with U (11) x Go-action.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem [63). Let M, M’ be two simply connected torus manifolds
with G-action, G = Gy x Gy with G = SO(2ly) elementary. Then M and M’
are G-equivariantly diffeomorphic if and only if they are U (I1) x Ga-equivariantly
diffeomorphic.

By applying a blow up construction along the fixed points of an elementary factor
of G isomorphic to SU(l; +1) or SO(2l; + 1), we get a fiber bundle over a complex
or real projective space with some torus manifold as fiber.

This construction may be reversed and we call the inverse construction a blow
down. With this notation we get:

Theorem 1.2 (Corollaries (6] 514} [[.2) Theorem [Z.8). Let G = Gy x Go, M a
torus manifold with G-action such that Gy is elementary and lo = rank Gs.

o If Gy = SU(l1 +1) and #F1 = 2 in the case Iy = 1, then M is the blow
down of a fiber bundle M over CP" with fiber some 2ly-dimensional torus
manifold with Gs-action along an invariant submanifold of codimension
two. Here the G1-action on M covers the standard action of SU(l;+1) on
CP".

o If Gy = SO2l; + 1) and #31 = 1 in the case Iy = 1, then M is a blow
down of a fiber bundle M over RP21 with fiber some 2lo-dimensional torus
manifold with Gs-action along an invariant submanifold of codimension one
or a Cartesian product of a 2li-dimensional sphere and a 2ls-dimensional
torus manifold with Gs-action. In the first case the G1-action on M covers
the standard action of SO(2l; + 1) on RP21. In the second case G1 acts
in the usual way on S2.

If all elementary factors of G are isomorphic to SO(2l; + 1) or SU(l; + 1), then
we may iterate this construction. By this iteration we get a complete classification
of torus manifolds with G-action up to G-equivariant diffeomorphism in terms of
admissible 5-tuples (Theorem BH). For general G we have G = [[SU(l; + 1) x
[1S0(2L; +1) x SO(21;) x T'. We may restrict the action of G to [JSU(l; + 1) x
[1S0(2l; +1) x [TU(I;) x T'. Therefore we get invariants for torus manifolds
with G-action from the above classification. With Theorem [T we see that these
invariants determine the G-equivariant diffeomorphism type of simply connected
torus manifolds with G-action.
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At the end we apply our classification to get more explicit results in special cases.
These are:
For the special case Go = {1} we get:

Corollary 1.3 (Corollary B6). Assume that G is elementary and M a torus
manifold with G-action. Then M is equivariantly diffeomorphic to S* or CP!
if G=S0(20+1),50(21) or G = SU(l + 1), respectively.

We recover certain results of Kuroki [13] [IT],[12] who gave a classification of torus
manifolds with G-action and dim M/G < 1 (see Corollaries B10 and BTT]).
For quasitoric manifolds we have the following result.

Theorem 1.4 (Corollary BA). If G is semi-simple and M a quasitoric manifold

with G-action, then
k

G=][sv+1)
i=1
and M is equivariantly diffeomorphic to a product of complex projective spaces.

Furthermore, we give an explicit classification of simply connected torus mani-
folds with G-action such that G is semi-simple and has two simple factors.

Theorem 1.5 (Corollaries 3.6, B2, BT4)). Let G = Gy x Gs with G; simple and M
a simply connected torus manifold with G-action. Then M is one of the following:

CP" x CP™, CP" x S%2, #,(S%1 x §22);, §2h+3
The G-actions on these spaces is unique up to equivariant diffeomorphism.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we investigate the action of the
Weyl-group of G on § and H}(M). In section Bl we determine the orbit-types of the
T-fixed points in M and the isomorphism types of the elementary factors of G. In
section [ the basic properties of the blow up construction are established. In sec-
tion Bl actions with elementary factor Gy = SU(l; + 1) are studied. In section [6] we
give an argument which reduces the classification problem for actions with an ele-
mentary factor G; = SO(2l1) to that with an elementary factor SU(l1). In section[d]
we classify torus manifolds with G-action with elementary factor G; = SO(2l; +1).
In section 8 we iterate the classification results of the previous sections and illus-
trate them with some applications. There are two appendices with preliminary
facts on Lie-groups and torus manifolds.

I would like to thank Prof. Anand Dessai for helpful discussions. I would also
like to thank Prof. Mikiya Masuda for a simplification of the proof of Lemma 211

2. THE ACTION OF THE WEYL-GROUP ON §

Let G be a compact connected Lie-group of rank n and 7" a maximal torus of
G. Moreover, let M be a torus manifold with G-action. That means that G acts
almost effectively on the 2n-dimensional smooth closed connected oriented manifold
M such that M7 # (). We call a closed connected submanifold M; of codimension
two of M, which is pointwise fixed by a one-dimensional subtorus A(M;) of T and
which contains a T-fixed point, a characteristic submanifold of M. If g is an element
of the normalizer NgT of T in G, then, for every characteristic submanifold M;,
gM; is also a characteristic submanifold. Therefore there are actions of NgT and
the Weyl-group of G on §F.

In this section we describe this action of the Weyl-group of G on §. At first we
recall the definition of the equivariant cohomology of a G-space X. Let EG — BG
be a universal principal G-bundle. Then EG is a contractible free right G-space.
If T is a maximal torus of G, then we may identify ET = EG and BT = EG/T.
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The Borel-construction X of X is the orbit space of the right action ((e, z),g) —
(eg,g7'x) on EG x X. The equivariant cohomology H(X) of X is defined as the
cohomology of X¢.

In this section we take all cohomology groups with coefficients in Q.

The G-action on EG x X induces a right action of the normalizer of 7" on Xr.
Therefore it induces a left action of the Weyl-group of G on the T-equivariant
cohomology of X.

Now let X = M be a torus manifold with G-action. Denote the characteristic
submanifolds of M by M;, i = 1,...,m. Then, for any g € NgT, My;) = gM;
is also a characteristic submanifold which depends only on the class w = [g] €
W(G) = NgT/T. Therefore we get an action of the Weyl-group of G on §. Notice
that M; € § is a fixed point of the W(G)-action on § if and only if it is invariant
under the action of NgT on M.

A choice of an orientation for each characteristic submanifold of M together with
an orientation for M is called an omniorientation of M. If we fix an omniorientation
for M, then the T-equivariant Poincaré-dual 7; of M; is well defined.

It is the image of the Thom-class of N(M;, M) under the natural map

W H*(N(M;, M)p, N(M;, M)y — (M;)7) — H?*(Mp, My — (M;)7) — H2%(M).

Because of the uniqueness of the Thom-class [I7, p.110] and because ¢ commutes
with the action of W(G), we have

(2.1) To(i) = £9"Ti.

Here the minus-sign occurs if and only if g|as, : M; — My, is orientation reversing.
We say that the class [g] € W(G) acts orientation preserving at M; if this map
is orientation preserving. If [g] acts orientation preserving at all characteristic
submanifolds, then we say that [g] preserves the omniorientation of M.

Let S = H>°(BT) and H:(M) = Hi(M)/S-torsion. Because MT # (), there is
an injection H?(BT) — HZ(M) and

(2.2) H?*(BT) N S-torsion = {0}.

By [14, p. 240-241], the 7; are linearly independent in H:(M). By Lemma 3.2 of
[14, p. 246], they form a basis of H2(M).

The Lie-algebra LG of G may be endowed with an Euclidean inner product which
is invariant for the adjoint representation. This allows us to identify the Weyl-group
W(G) of G with a group of orthogonal transformations on the Lie-algebra LT of T
It is generated by reflections in the walls of the Weyl-chambers of G [4], p. 192-193].
In the following we say that an element of W(G) is a reflection if and only if it is a
reflection in a wall of a Weyl-chamber of G. An element w € W(G) is a reflection
if and only if it acts as a reflection on H2(BT).

Here we say that A € GI(L) acts as a reflection on the Q-vector space L if
there is a decomposition L = Ly & L_ with dimgL_ = 1 and Al;, = £Id.
Notice that A € GI(L) acts as a reflection on L if and only if ord A = 2 and
trace(4, L) = dimg L — 2.

Lemma 2.1. Let w € W(G) be a reflection. Then there are the following possibil-
ities for the action of w on §:

(1) w fizes all except exactly two elements of F. It acts orientation preserving
at all characteristic submanifolds.

(2) w fizes all except exactly two elements of §. Denote the elements of § which
are not fized by w by My, Ms. The action of w is orientation preserving
at all characteristic submanifolds of M except My, Ms. It is orientation
reversing at My, Ms.
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(3) w fizes all elements of §. It acts orientation reversing at exactly one char-
acteristic submanifold of M.

Proof. Using the arguments given before Lemma 2.1} we have the following com-
mutative diagram of W (G)-representations with exact rows and columns

S-torsion in H2 (M)
[

0 — H2(BT) ——— H2(M) ————— H2(M)

H3(M)

0

Here ¢ denotes the natural map H%(M) — H?(M).

Because G is connected, the W (G)-action on H?(M) is trivial. By (Z2) the
S-torsion in HZ(M) injects into H2(M). Therefore W(G) acts trivially on the
S-torsion in HZ(M).

Because w is a reflection, we have trace(w, H*(BT)) = dimg H?(BT') — 2. From
the exact row in the diagram we get

trace(w, H3(M)) = trace(w, H*(BT)) + trace(w, im )
= dimg H?*(BT) — 2 + dimg im ¢
= dimg H7.(M) — 2.
Similarly we get
trace(w, H2(M)) = trace(w, H2(M)) — trace(w, S-torsion in H2(M))
= dimg HZ(M) — 2.
Now the statement follows from (2.1I) because the 7; form a basis of f[% (M), O

Lemma 2.2. An element w € W(G) acts as a reflection on HZ(M) if and only if
it is a reflection.

Proof. Because, by (Z2), H2(BT) injects into HZ(M), W(G) acts effectively on
H2(M). Therefore we may identify W (G) with a subgroup of G1(H2(M)).
If w € W(G), then, as in the proof of Lemma 2] we see that

dimg H?(BT) — trace(w, H*(BT)) = dimg H2(M) — trace(w, H2(M)).

Therefore, by the remark before Lemma 2] an element of W (G) of order two is a
reflection if and only if it acts as a reflection on HZ(M). O

Let §o be the set of characteristic submanifolds, which are fixed by the W(G)-
action on § and at which W(G) acts orientation preserving. Furthermore let §;,
i =1,...,k, be the other orbits of the W(G)-action on § and V; the subspace of
H2(M) spanned by the 7; with M; € §;. Then W(G) acts trivially on V;. For
1 > 0, let W; be the subgroup of W(G) which is generated by the reflections which
act non-trivially on V;. Then, by Lemma 211 W; acts trivially on V;, j # i.

By 22), H?(BT) injects into H2(M). Therefore W(G) acts effectively on
ﬁ%(M) This fact implies that the subgroups W;, i = 1,...,k, of W(G) pairwise
commute and (Wq,..., W;)NW;y; = {1} foralli=1,...,k—1. Here (Wy,..., W;)
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denotes the subgroup of W(G) which is generated by Wi, ..., W;. Hence, we have
an injective group homomorphism [[W; = W(G), (w1, ..., wk) — wy ... wg.

Lemma 2.3. The group homomorphism [[W; — W(G), (wi,...,wg) — wy ... wg
s an tsomorphism.

Proof. Because W (G) is generated by reflections and each reflection is contained
in a W;, the above homomorphism is surjective. As noted before, it is injective.
Therefore it is an isomorphism. (I

Lemma 2.4. For each pair M;, ,M;, € §;, ¢ > 0, with M;, # M;j, there is a
reflection w € W; with w(M;,) = Mj,.

Proof. Because §; is an orbit of the W (G)-action on § and W(G) is generated by
reflections, there is a MJ’»1 € §; with Mjf1 # Mj, and a reflection w € W; with
’LU(M_;l ) = Mj2 .

Because W; is generated by reflections and acts transitively on §; the natural
map W; — S(5F;) to the permutation group S(F;) of F; is a surjection by Lemma 2]
and Lemma 3.10 of [I, p. 51]. Therefore there is a w’ € W; with

w'(Mj,) = Mj, w'(Mj,) = Mj,, w'(Mj,) = Mj,.

1

Now w'~tww’ € W; is a reflection with the required properties. (I

It follows from Lemma 2] that for each pair M;,, M;, € §;, i > 0, with M;, #
M;, there are at most two reflections, which map M, to Mj,.

If My, My, € §; is another pair with Mj, # Mj,, then one sees as in the proof
of Lemma [2.4] that there is a w’ € W; with

wl(Mﬂ) = Mjn ’LU/(M 4
Therefore there is a bijection

{w € Wi; w reflection, w(Mj,) = Mj,} — {w € W;; w reflection, w(Mj,) = M, }

w— w T ww.

In particular, the number of reflections which map M, to M, does not depend on
the choice of M, , M;, € §;.

Lemma 2.5. Assume #3§; > 1 and ¢ > 0. If for each pair M;, , M;, € §; with
M;, # M, there is exactly one reflection in W;, which maps Mj, to M;,, then W;
is isomorphic to S(F;) X W(SU(l; + 1)) with I; + 1 = #5.

Proof. First we show that there is no reflection of the third type as described in
Lemma 2. in W;. Assume that w’ € W; is a reflection of the third type. Then let
M, € §; be the characteristic submanifold at which w’ acts orientation reversing.
Furthermore, let My # Ms € §;.

Then by Lemma [2.4] there is a reflection w € W; such that wM; = M,. Hence,
w'ww' is a reflection with w'ww’ M, = Ms. Because w and w’ww’ have a different
orientation behaviour at M7, we have w # w'ww’, contradicting our assumption.

To prove the lemma, it is sufficient to show that the kernel of the natural map
W; — S(§,) is trivial. Let w be an element of this kernel. Then for each 7; € V;
we have

wTj = £7;.
If we have wr; = 7; for all ; € V;, then w = Id.

Now assume that wr;, = —7j, for a 75, € V;. Then there are reflections
wi, ..., wy, € Wi, n > 2, with —7j, = wrj, = w1 ... w,Tj,. After removing some of
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the w;, we may assume that

Wi ... WpTj, # £Tj, foralli=2,...,n,
Wit - - WnTjy 7 Wi ... Wi T, foralli=2,...,n.
Therefore, by Lemma 2] we have w;7j, = 7, for 2 < i < n. This equation
together with wr;, = —7;, implies
Wp . - WWLW2 . . . WnTjy = —WnTj,-

Therefore wy, ... wawiws . .. Wy Mj, = wyp Mj,.
But wy, ... wawjws . .. w, is a reflection. Therefore, by assumption, we have

Wy .. . W2WLW2 ... WH = Wp

and
WnTj, = WpWp—1 ... WWLW2 . .. WnTj, = —WnTj,-
Because wy,Tj, # 0, this is impossible. Hence, our assumption that wr;, = —7j, is
false.
Therefore the kernel is trivial. g

To get the isomorphism type of W; in the case, where there is a pair M}, , M;, €
Si, ¢ > 0, with M;, # Mj, and exactly two reflections in W;, which map M;, to
M;, , we first give a description of the Weyl-groups of some Lie-groups.

Let L be an [-dimensional Q-vector space with basis ey, ...,e;. For 1 <i < j <l

let fij+,9; € GI(L) such that

fij+ek =36 ifk=1
e else
fij_ek = —€j ifk=1
ek else
{—ei if k=i
gi€k =
€L else.

Then we have the following isomorphisms of groups [4, p. 171-172]:
WU -1)) =S = (fij+:1<i<j<l),
W(S0@20)) = (fijx;1 <i<j <),
W(SO(2l +1)) 2 W(Sp(l)) = (fijz, g1 < i <j<1).
From this description and Lemma 2] we get:
Lemma 2.6. If for each pair M; ,M;, € §;, 1 > 0, with M;, # M;, there are
exzactly two reflections in W; which map M;, to Mj,, then with l; = #3; we have

(1) W; 2 W(SO(2L,)) if there is no reflection of the third type as described in
Lemma 2] in W;.
(2) W, 2 W(SO(2l; + 1)) 2 W(Sp(l;)) if there is a reflection of the third type

By [ p. 233], G has a finite covering group G such that G = [1, Gi x T', where
the G; are simple simply connected compact Lie-groups. The Weyl-group of G is
given by W(G) = [[, W(Gy).
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We call two reflections w, w’ € W(QG) equivalent if there are reflections wy, ..., wg €
W (G) such that

w = wy, w = wy, [wi, w;y1] # 1.

Here [w;,w;+1] denotes the commutator of w; and w;41. Because the Dynkin-
diagram of a simple Lie-group is connected, each W (G;) is generated by equivalent
reflections. Therefore each W (G;) is contained in a W;. Therefore we get W; =
[I;cs, W(Gj). Using Lemmas and 2.6 we deduce:

W — W(G;) for some j if W; 2% W(SO(4))
O\ W(G,) x W(Gy,)  with Gy, = Gy, =2 SU(2) if Wi = W (SO(4)).

Therefore we may write G = L, Gi x Tl with W; = W(G;) and G; simple and
simply connected or G; = Spin(4). In the following we will call these G; the
elementary factors of G.

We summarize the above discussion in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let M be a torus manifold with G-action and G as above. Then all
G; are non-exceptional, i.e. G; = SU(l; + 1), Spin(2l;), Spin(2l; + 1), Sp(l;).

The Weyl-group of an elementary factor G; of G acts transitively on §; and
trivially on §;, j # 1.

For a given isomorphism type of G;, there are at most two possible values of
#35:. The possible values of #§; are listed in the following table.

| Gi | #38i |
SU(2) = Spin(3) = Sp(1) | 1,2
Spin(4) 2
Spin(5) = Sp(2) 2
SU(4) = Spin(6) 3,4
SU(li-i-l),li;él,?) li+1
Spin(%i), l; >3 l;

If we restrict our attention to quasitoric manifolds with G-action, then we get a
much shorter list of possible isomorphism types of the elementary factors. In fact,
if M is a quasitoric manifold with G-action, then, as shown in the next lemma, all
elementary factors of G are isomorphic to SU(l; + 1) for some [; > 1.

Lemma 2.8. Let M be a quasitoric manifold with G-action. Then there is a
covering group G of G with G = Hf;l SU(l; + 1) x Tlo.

Proof. First we show for i > O:
(2.3) Wi = S(84).

To do so, it is sufficient to prove that there is an omniorientation on M which is
preserved by the action of W(G). This is true if for every characteristic submanifold
M; and g € NgT such that gM; = M;, g preserves the orientation of M;. Since G
is connected, g preserves the orientation of M and acts trivially on H?(M).
Because each vertex of the orbit polytope P of M is the intersection of exactly n
facets of P, every fixed point of the T-action on M is the transverse intersection of
exactly n characteristic submanifolds. Thus, the Poincaré-dual PD(M;) € H*(M)
of M; is non-zero because M; N M7 # (). Therefore g preserves the orientation of
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M; since otherwise

1
PD(M;) = E(PD(MZ') + PD(M;))
1
= 5(PD(MZ-) +g*PD(M;)) (g acts trivially on H?(M))
1
= i(PD(Mz) — PD(M;)) (g reverses the orientation of M;)
=0.

This establishes (23]). Recall that all simple compact simply connected Lie-
groups having a Weyl-group isomorphic to some symmetric group are isomorphic
to some SU (I+1). Therefore all elementary factors of G are isomorphic to SU (I;+1).
From this the statement follows. O

Remark 2.9. In [15] Masuda and Panov show that the cohomology with coefficients
in Z of a torus manifold M is generated by its degree-two part if and only if the torus
action on M is locally standard and the orbit space M /T is a homology polytope.
That means that all faces of M /T are acyclic and all intersections of facets of M /T
are connected. In particular, each T-fixed point is the transverse intersection of n
characteristic submanifolds. Therefore the above lemma also holds in this case.

For a characteristic submanifold M; of M, let A(M;) denote the one-dimensional
subtorus of T" which fixes M; pointwise. The normalizer NgT of T in G acts by
conjugation on the set of one-dimensional subtori of T'. The following lemma shows
that

A : § — {one-dimensional subtori of T}
is NgT-equivariant.

Lemma 2.10. Let M be a torus manifold with G-action, g € NgT and M; C M
be a characteristic submanifold. Then we have:

(1) MgM;) = gA(M;)g*.

(2) If gM; = M;, then g acts orientation preserving on M; if and only if

A(M;) = A(M;)  t— gtg™!
1§ orientation preserving.

Proof. First we prove ([Il). Let x € M; be a generic point. Then the identity
component T of the stabilizer of x in T is given by TO = A\(M;). Therefore we
have

AMgM;) = Tgoz =gT% = g\(M;)g ™.

Now we prove ([2). An orientation of M; induces a complex structure on N (M;, M).
We fix an isomorphism p : A(M;) — S! such that the action of ¢t € A(M;)
on N(M;, M) is given by multiplication with p(¢)™, m > 0. The differential
Dg : N(M;,M) — N(M;, M) is orientation preserving if and only if it is com-
plex linear. Otherwise it is complex anti-linear. Therefore for v € N(M;, M) we

have
plgtg™")™v = (Dg)(Dt)(Dg)~'v = (Dg)p(t)™(Dg)'v
= p(t)=™(Dg)(Dg) o = p(t*1) ™.

This equation implies that p(gtg~'tF') € Z/mZ. Because A(M;) is connected and
7./mZ is discrete, gtg~' = t*1 follows, where the plus-sign arises if and only if ¢
acts orientation preserving on M;. (|
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3. G-ACTION ON M

In this section we consider torus manifolds with G-action such that G has only
one elementary factor Gy, i.e. G = G1 x T%. There are two cases:

(1) There is a T-fixed point, which is not fixed by G.
(2) There is a G-fixed point.

We first discuss the case, where there is a T-fixed point which is not fixed by G;.

Lemma 3.1. Let G = Gy x T with G4 elementary, rank G; = l; and M a torus
manifold with G-action of dimension 2n = 2(lg +11). If there is an x € M, which
is not fized by the action of G1, then
(1) Gy = SU(ly +1) or Gy = Spin(2l; + 1) and the stabilizer of x in Gy is
congugated to S(U(11) x U(1)) or Spin(2ly), respectively.
(2) The Gy-orbit of x equals the component of MT"™ which contains =.
Moreover, if Gy = SU(4), one has #F1 = 4.

Proof. The G1-orbit of x is contained in the component N of M ' containing .
Therefore we have

codim Gy, = dim G1 /Gy, = dim Gz < dim N < 2[5.

Furthermore the stabilizer G, of z has maximal rank ;. In particular, its identity
component GY, is a closed connected maximal rank subgroup.

Next we use the theory of Lie-groups to determine the isomorphism types of
G1 and Gy,. At first we consider the case Gy # Spin(4). From the classification
of closed connected maximal rank subgroups of a compact Lie-group given in [2]
p. 219] we get the following connected maximal rank subgroups H of maximal
dimension:

| Gy | H | codim H |

SU(2) = Spin(3) = Sp(1) S(U(1) xU(1)) 2
Spin(5) = Sp(2) Spin(4) 4
SU(4) = Spin(6) S(U3) xU(1)) 6
SU(ll—f—l), lh#1,3 S(U(ll) XU(l)) 2[4
Spin(2l; +1), [ > 2 Spin(2ly) 20,

Spin(2ly), I3 >3 Spin(2l; —2) x Spin(2) | 41; — 4

Sp(ll), l1>2 Sp(ll — 1) X Sp(l) 411 — 4

Because H is unique up to conjugation and
codim H < codim G(l)z = codim G, < 2Iy,

we see G1 = SU(l; + 1) or G; = Spin(2l; + 1). Moreover, Gy, is conjugated to a
subgroup of G which contains S(U(l1) x U(1)) or Spin(2l;), respectively.

If Iy > 1, then S(U(l;) x U(1)) is a maximal subgroup of SU(l; + 1) by Lemma
[AJl Therefore, if Gy = SU(l1+1) and I} > 1, then Gy, is conjugated to S(U(l1) x
U(1)). Because codim S(U(l1) x U(1)) = 2l; > dim N > codim Gy, we have
G1z = N in this case.

If G; = Spin(2l; + 1), I; > 1, then by Lemma [A4] there are two proper sub-
groups of G1, which contain Spin(2!;); Spin(2l;) and its normalizer Hy. Because of
dimension reasons we have N = Gyz. Because Spin(2l; + 1)/Hj is not orientable
and MT" is orientable, Gy, = Spin(2ly) follows. The case G; = SU(2) is included
in the discussion in this paragraph because SU(2) = Spin(3).

Now we prove the last statement of the lemma. If G; = SU(4), then Giz is G;-
equivariantly diffeomorphic to CP? by the above discussion. Because CP?3 has four
characteristic submanifolds with pairwise non-trivial intersections, by Lemmas [B.2]
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and [B.3] there are four characteristic submanifolds M, ..., My, which intersect
transversely with Giz = N. Because Gz is a component of M T we have by
Lemma [B1] that A(M;) ¢ T'. Therefore A\(M;) is not fixed pointwise by the
action of W(G1) on T. Here W(G1) acts on T by conjugation. Now it follows with
Lemma 210 that My, ..., My belong to F1.

Now we turn to the case G; = Spin(4) = SU(2) x SU(2).

Then there are the following proper closed connected maximal rank subgroups
H of G4 of codimension at most 4:

SU2)x S(U1)xU(1)), S(UQ)xU(1))x SU(2), S(U(1)xU(1))x S(U(1)xU(1)).

The last has codimension four in G;. The others have codimension two in 7.

At first assume that Gz has dimension four. Then we have GY, = S(U(1) x
U(1)) x S(U(1) x U(1)). There are five proper subgroups of Spin(4) which contain
S(U(1) xU(1)) x S(U(1) x U(1)) as a maximal connected subgroup, namely:

H] = S(U) x UQ)) x SWU1) x U(1))

HY = Noy SU(1) x U(1)) x ST(1) x U(1))

Hy = SU(1) x U(1)) x Nsu2)SU(1) x U(1))

Hj = Nsu(2)S(U(1) x U(1)) x Nsy(2)S(U(1) x U(1))

Hi = {(g91,92) € Nsu(2)S(U(1) x U(1)) x Ngy(2)SU(1) x U(1));
g €SUN)xU(1) =g SUQN)xU(1))}

Therefore Gz is G1-equivariantly diffeomorphic to one of the following spaces:

Spin(4)/H; = S* x S?,

Spin(4)/HL = S? xz, S? = orientable double cover of RP? x RP?,
Spin(4)/H) = RP? x S,

Spin(4)/H} = S* x RP?,

Spin(4)/H} = RP? x RP?.

Since Gi1z = MT" is orientable, the latter three do not occur.

For N = Gz = 52 x §2,52 X7y 52 let N® be the union of the T-orbits in N
of dimension less than or equal to one. Then W(G1) = Z2 X Zs acts on the orbit
space N /T, This space is given by one of the following graphs:

v

O—FFO0 o
[¢] [¢] [¢]
(8% x )W /1 (8% xz, S /T

Where the edges correspond to orbits of dimension one and the vertices to the fixed
points. The arrows indicate the action of the generators wy,ws € W(G7) on this
space. Let My, My be the two characteristic submanifolds of M which intersect
transversely with N in x. Because N is a component of MTLO, AM;), i = 1,2,
is not a subgroup of T by Lemma [B.Il Therefore A(M;) is not fixed pointwise
by W(G1). By Lemma ZI0, this fact implies My, Ms € F1. Therefore there is a
w € W(Gy) with w(M;) = Ms. But from the pictures above we see that M; and



12 MICHAEL WIEMELER

My are not in the same W(G1)-orbits. Therefore the case dim Giz = 4 does not
occur.

Now assume that Gz has dimension two. Then we may assume without loss of
generality that G, = SU(2) x S(U(1) x U(1)). Therefore Gz € M5V *1 Be-
cause Gz € MT", Gz is a component of MSUMXUM)XIXT i thig case. There-
fore, by Lemmas [BJ] and [B.3] there are characteristic submanifolds Mo, ..., My o
of M such that Gz is a component of ﬂi‘):J;Q M;. Furthermore, we may assume
that A\(M) ¢ T'. Therefore, by Lemma [ZI0, we have M, € ;.

But there is also a characteristic submanifold M; of M which intersects Gix
transversely in . With the Lemmas [B.1] and 210, we see M; € F1.

Therefore there is a w € W(Gy) with w(Ms) = M;. But this is impossible
because My D Giz ¢ M.

Therefore Gy # Spin(4) and the lemma is proved. O

Remark 3.2. If, in the situation of Lemma Bl T N Gy is the standard maximal
torus of G1, then it follows by Proposition 2 of [8, p. 325] that G, is conjugated to
the groups given in Lemma [B.1] (Il) by an element of the normalizer of the maximal
torus.

Lemma 3.3. In the situation of the previous lemma x is contained in the inter-
section of exactly Iy characteristic submanifolds belonging to §1.

Proof. Because N = G1x has dimension 2[;, x is contained in exactly [y characteris-
tic submanifolds of N. By Lemmas[B.2land [B.3] we know that they are components
of intersections of characteristic submanifolds M, ..., M;, of M with N.

Because G1z is a component of MTLO, A(M;) is not a subgroup of T for i =
1,...,1; by Lemmas[BIland[B:3l Therefore A(M;) is not fixed pointwise by W (G1).
By Lemma 210 this implies that M; belongs to §1.

By Lemmas[B.3land [B.I], Gz is the intersection of [ characteristic submanifolds
My, 41, .., M, of M. We show that these manifolds do not belong to §;. Assume
that there is an ¢ > I3 + 1 such that M; belongs to §F;. Because W(G;) acts
transitively on §1, there is a w € W(G1) with w(M;) = M;, j < l;. But this is
impossible because M; D G1z ¢ M;. O

Now we turn to the case, where there is a T-fixed point which is fixed by Gj.

Lemma 3.4. Let G = G1 x Tl with Gy elementary, rank G1 =l and M a torus

manifold with G-action of dimension 2n = 2(lg + 11). If there is a T-fized point

x € MT, which is fived by G1, then G1 = SU(l; + 1) or G1 = Spin(2l;).
Moreover, if G1 # Spin(8) one has

31) T,M=Vi®&Vo®c Wy if G = SU(l1 + 1) and #F1 = 4 in the case l; = 3,
(3.2) T.M =V3 & Wy if Gy = Spin(2l1) and #F1 = 3 in the case Iy = 3,
where W1 is the standard complex representation of SU(l1+1) or its dual, Wy is the
standard real representation of SO(2l1) and the V; are complex T' -representations.

In the case G1 = Spin(8), one may change the action of G1 on M by an au-
tomorphism of G1, which is independent of x, to reach the situation described in

(2.2).

Furthermore we have x € ﬂMiesl M;. Ifly =1, then we have #§1 = 2.

Proof. Let My, ..., M, be the characteristic submanifolds of M, which intersect in
. Then the weight spaces of the G-representation T, M are given by

Ny (M, M),...,Ny(M,, M).



TORUS MANIFOLDS WITH NON-ABELIAN SYMMETRIES 13

For g € NgT we have M; = gM; if and only if N,(M;, M) = gN,(M;, M). Because
G acts non-trivially on T, M, there is at least one M;, i € {1,...,n}, such that
M; € §1.

In the following a weight space of T, M together with a choice of an orientation
for this weight space is called an oriented weight space of T, M. The action of G
on T, M induces an action of W(G1) on the set of oriented weight spaces of T, M.

Because W(G1) acts transitively on §; and z is a G-fixed point, we have

1
(3.3) 5#{oriented weight spaces of T, M which are not fixed by W(G1)} = #51

and = € (7, 5, Mi-
For the G-representation T, M we have

(3.4) T,M = N, (MT°, M) T,MT".

If l[p = 0, then we have NV, (MTZO , M) = {0}. Otherwise the action of 7' induces a
complex structure on NI(MTL0 ,M). By [4, p. 68] and [4] p. 82], we have

(3.5) N(MT° M) = @ Vi @c W,

where the Vj are one-dimensional complex T -representations and the W; are irre-
ducible complex G;-representations. Since T acts almost effectively on M, there
are at least n — [; summands in this decomposition. Therefore we get

(3.6) dime W; = dime Ny (MT", M)=Y " dimc V;@cW; < n—(n—li—1) = 1 +1.
i

Furthermore

(3.7) dimg T, MT° < 2(n — 1) = 21;.

If there is a W;, with dim¢ W;, = I3 + 1, then from equation (33]) we get, for all
other W;,

(3.8) dimg W; = dime Np(MT°, M) —dime Vi, ®¢c Wi, — Z dime V;@cW; < 1.

J#i,%0
So they are one-dimensional. Therefore they are trivial. Furthermore we have

dime N, (MT°, M) = > dime Vi ®c W; > n

3

because there are at least n — I; summands in the decomposition ([B3). Therefore

T,MT" is zero-dimensional in this case.
If dimg 7, MT"° = 211, then we have

dime W; = dime No (M7, M) — Y dime V; @c W; < 1.
J#i
Therefore all W, are one dimensional. So they are trivial in this case.

There are the following lower bounds dg, d¢ for the dimension of real and complex
non-trivial irreducible representations of Gy [19] p. 53-54]:
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| G | de | dc |
SU(2) = Spin(3) = Sp(1) 3 2
Spin(4) 3 2
Spin(5) = Sp(2) 5 4
SU(4) = Spin(6) 6 4

SUGL+1), L £1,3 |2h 2] i +1
Spln(2[1 + 1), 1 >2 200+ 1| 21 +1
Spin(211), 1 >3 2[4 2[4
Sp(ll), 1 >2 2011 +1 214

In [I9] p. 53-54] the dominant weights of the G;-representations realising these
bounds are also given. They are important in the discussion below.

Because G acts non-trivially on T, M, one of the W;’s or T, M T' s a non-trivial
G1-representation. Therefore we have dg < 2l; or de < 13 + 1 by 38) and B1).
Therefore G1 # Sp(l1), 1 > 1, and G # Spin(2l; + 1), ;3 > 1.

If G4 = Spin(2l4),11 > 3, then all W; are trivial because

dimeW; <l +1<2l; =dc.

Moreover, TIMTL0 has dimension 2l;. Therefore it is the standard real SO(2l;)-
representation if [y > 4. If I; = 4, then there are three eight-dimensional real
representations of Spin(8), namely the standard real SO(8)-representation and the
two half spinor representations. They have three different kernels. Notice that the
kernel of the G1-representation T, M T g equal to the kernel of the Gi-action on
M. Therefore, if one of them is isomorphic to T, M Tlo, then it is isomorphic to
TyMTZO for all y € MT. So we may — after changing the action of Spin(8) on M by
an automorphism — assume that 7, M ' is the standard real S O(8)-representation.

If Gy = SU(l1 +1),l; # 1,3, then only one W; is non-trivial and T1MT10 has
dimension zero. The non-trivial W; is the standard representation of SU(l; + 1) or
its dual depending on the complex structure of N, (M ' ,M).

If Gy = SU(4), then there are one real representation of dimension 6 and two
complex representations of dimension 4. If the first representation occurs in the
decomposition of T, M, then, by (B3), we have #F1 = 3. If one of the others
occurs, then #§1 = 4.

If Gy = SU(2), then there is one non-trivial W; of dimension 2. Therefore, by
(E3), one has #§; = 2.

If Gy = Spin(4), then T, M is an almost faithful representation. Because all
almost faithful complex representations of Spin(4) have at least dimension four
there is no W; of dimension three.

If there is one W;, of dimension two, then we see as in (8.8)) that all other W; and
T.M T have dimension less than or equal to two. Because there is no non-trivial
two-dimensional real Spin(4)-representation there is another W; of dimension two.
Therefore there are eight oriented weight spaces of T,, M which are not fixed by the
action on W(G1). But this contradicts (B3] because #§1 = 2.

Therefore all W; are one-dimensional. Hence, they are trivial. T, M T has to
be the standard four-dimensional real representation of Spin(4). O

With the Lemmas Bl and B4l we see that there is no elementary factor of G‘,
which is isomorphic to Sp(l1) for I; > 2.

Now let G; = Spin(2l). If I = 3, we assume #F1 = 3. Then, by looking at
the Gi-representation T, M, one sees with Lemma [3.4] that the G1-action factors
through SO(21).
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Now let G; = Spin(2{+1), ! > 1. Then, by Lemma[3.1] we have G1, = Spin(20).
Because the Gig-action on N, (Gyiz, M) is trivial by Lemma B4 the Gi-action
factors through SO(2! + 1).

In the case G; = Spin(3) and #§; = 1 we have Giz = S2. The characteristic
submanifold M; € §F; intersects Gia transversely in x. Because #§1 = 1, A(M;)
is invariant under the action of W(G;) on the maximal torus of G. Because, by
Lemma [ZT0, the non-trivial element of W (G1) reverses the orientation of A\(M),
it is a maximal torus of G;. Therefore the center of G; acts trivially on M. Hence,
the Gi-action on M factors through SO(3).

If, in the case G1 = Spin(3) and #F1 = 2, the principal orbit type of the G;-
action is given by Spin(3)/Spin(2), then the Gj-action factors through SO(3).

Therefore in the following we may replace an elementary factor G; of G isomor-
phic to Spin(l), which satisfies the above conditions, by SO(1).

Convention 3.5. If we say that an elementary factor G; is isomorphic to SU(2) or
SU(4), then we mean that #§; = 2 or #§; = 4, respectively. Conversely, if we
say that G; is isomorphic to SO(3) we mean that #§; = 1 or #3; = 2 and the
SO(3)-action has principal orbit type SO(3)/SO(2). If we say G; = SO(6), then
we mean #g§; = 3.

Corollary 3.6. Assume that G is elementary. Then M is equivariantly diffeo-
morphic to CP* or M = S?1 if G = SU(l; + 1) or G = SO(2l; + 1), 50(2ly),

respectively.

Proof. If G is elementary, then we may assume that G = G = SO(2l;), SO(2l; +
1),SU(l1 + 1) and dim M = 21;.

If G = SO(2ly), then, by Lemmas Bl and B4 the principal orbit type of the
SO(2ly)-action is given by SO(2l1)/SO(2l; — 1), which has codimension one in M.

The group S(O(2l; — 1) x O(1)) is the only proper subgroup of SO(2l;), which
contains SO(2l; — 1) properly. Because SO(211)/S(O(2l; — 1) x O(1)) = RP?1~1
is orientable all orbits of the SO(2!y)-action are of types SO(2l1)/SO(2l; — 1) or
50(211)/50(2l1) by [3, p. 185].

By [3, p. 206-207], we have

M = D" u, D3,
where SO(21;) acts on the disks D?'* in the usual way and
¢: 8% = 80(20,)/SOQ2l; — 1) — S*h =1 = SO(21,)/S0(2l; — 1)

is given by gSO(2l; — 1) — gnSO(2l; — 1), where n € Ngo(2,)SO(2l; — 1) =
S(0O(2l; — 1) x O(1)).

Therefore ¢ = £1dg2i,-1 and M = S22

If G = SO(2; + 1), then

M = SO(2l; +1)/S0(21,) = §%1

follows directly from Lemmas B.1] and B.4
Now assume G = SU(l; + 1). Because dim M = 2ly, the intersection of I; + 1
pairwise distinct characteristic submanifolds of M is empty. By Lemma [34] no
T-fixed point is fixed by G. Therefore from Lemma Bl we get
M = SU(l; +1)/S(U(ly) x U(1)) = CP".
d

Remark 3.7. Another proof of this statement follows from the classification given
in section 8
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4. BLOWING UP

In this section we describe blow ups of torus manifolds with G-action. They are
used in the following sections to construct from a torus manifold M with G-action
another torus manifold M with G-action, such that an elementary factor of the
covering group G of G has no fixed point in M.

References for this construction are [7, p. 602-611] and [16, p. 269-270].

As before we write G = Hle G, x T' with G; elementary and 7% a torus.

We will see in sections [B] and [7] that there are the following two cases:

(1) A component N of M has odd codimension in M.
(2) A component N of M has even codimension in M and thereisa g € Z(G)
such that g acts trivially on N and g2 acts as — Id on N (N, M).

In the second case the action of g on N(N, M) induces a G-invariant complex
structure. We equip N (N, M) with this structure. Let E = N(N, M) @ K, where
K = R in the first case and K = C in the second case.

In the following we call case (1) the real case and case (2) the complex case.

Lemma 4.1. The projectivication Px(FE) is orientable.

Proof. Because M is orientable the total space of the normal bundle of NV in M is
orientable. Therefore

E=N(N,M)&K=N(N,M)xK

and the associated sphere bundle S(E) are orientable.

Let Zx = Z/2Z if K=R and Zg = S* if K = C. Then Zx acts on E and S(E)
by multiplication on the fibers. Now Px(FE) is given by S(F)/Zg. If K = C, then
Zx is connected. Therefore it acts orientation preserving on S(E).

If K = R, then dim E is even. Therefore the restriction of the Zg-action to a
fiber of E is orientation preserving. Hence, it preserves the orientation of S(E).

Because the action of Zk is orientation preserving on S(E), Px(F) is orientable.

O

Choose a G-invariant Riemannian metric on N (N, M) and a G-equivariant closed
tubular neighborhood B around N. Then one may identify

B={z0€ N(N,M);|z0| <1} ={(20:1) € Px(E);|20| <1}.

By gluing the complements of the interior of B in M and Px(FE) along the
boundary of B, we get a new torus manifold with G-action M, the blow up of
M along N. It is easy to see, using isotopies of tubular neighborhoods, that the
G-equivariant diffeomorphism-type of M does not depend on the choices of the
Riemannian metric and the tubular neighborhood.

M is oriented in such a way that the induced orientation on M — B coincides
with the orientation induced from M. This forces the inclusion of Px(E) — B to
be orientation reversing. Because (31 is elementary there is no one-dimensional G-
invariant subbundle of N (N, M). Therefore we have #mo(MS1) = #mo(MC1) — 1.

So by iterating this process over all components of M one ends up at a torus
manifold M’ with G-action without G;-fixed points. In the following we will call
M’ the blow up of M along MS1.

Lemma 4.2. There is a G-equivariant map F : M — M which maps the excep-
tional submanifold My = Px(N(N, M) @ {0}) to N and is the identity on M — B.

Moreover, F restricts to a diffeomorphism M — My — M — N. Its restriction to
My is the bundle projection Px(N(N,M) & {0}) = N.
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Proof. The G-equivariant map
I PK(E) — é — B (20 : Zl) — (2021 : |Zo|2) (ZO S N(N, M),Zl S K)

is the identity on OB. Therefore it may be extended to a continuous map h : M —
M, which is the identity outside of Px(E) — B.

Because f|p, 5y _ g, + Pr(E) — B — My — B — N is a diffeomorphism there
is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism F’ : M — My — M — N, which is the identity
outside Px(E)— B — My and coincides with f near My by [10, p. 24-25]. Therefore
F’ extends to a differentiable map F : M — M such that F|a;, = f|a, is the
bundle projection. (I

Lemma 4.3. Let H be a closed subgroup of G. Then there is a bijection
{ components of M* ¢ N} — {components of M™ ¢ My}
such that
N s N' = (PK(N(N AN, N')&K)— é) UpBon’ (N’ - é)
and its inverse is given by
F(N") ¢ N”.,
where N' is a component of M and N" is one of M™. Here F(N") is the image

of N" under the map F defined in Lemma[{.2. For a component N' of M we
call N’ the proper transform of N'.

Proof. At first we calculate the fixed point set of the H-action on M.
~ o o\ N\ H
MH = ((PK(E) - B) Uss (M - B))
o\ H N\ H
- (PK(E) - B) Upp (M - B) .

Because H is compact, there are pairwise distinct i-dimensional non-trivial irre-
ducible H-representations V;; and H-vector bundles E;; over N such that

N(N,M)|yun = N(N,M)|%: & P P Ei.
g

and the H-representation on each fiber of F;; is isomorphic to K% @k Vij, where
K% denotes the trivial H-representation of dimension d;;.
Now the H-fixed points in Px(E) are given by

Px(E) = Pe(N(N, M) & K)|Hx
= Pe(N(N, M) | & K) T[] Pe(By; & {0).

Because N(N, M)|%, = N(NH, M*™) we get

M = ((PK(N(NH, M") @ K) - J%H) UppH (M - é)H>

I ] Pe(Ey; @ {0})

J

[T ~UJ]rcEy e o)),

N'cMH J

where N’ runs through the connected components of M which are not contained
in N. Thus the statement follows. (]

By replacing H in Lemma [£3] by an one-dimensional subtorus of T', we get:
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Corollary 4.4. There is a bijection between the characteristic submanifolds of M
and the characteristic submanifolds of M, which are not contained in My.

Proof. The only thing, that is to prove here, is that for a characteristic submanifold
M; of M, M} is non-empty. If (M; — N)T # (), then this is clear.

If pe (M;NN)T, then Px(N(M; NN, M;)® {0})|, is a T-invariant submanifold
of M;, which is diffeomorphic to CP* or RP2¥. Therefore it contains a T-fixed
point. (I

This bijection is compatible with the action of the Weyl-group of G on the sets
of characteristic submanifolds of M and M.

In the real case the exceptional submanifold M, has codimension one in M and
is G-invariant. Because there is no S!-representation of real dimension one, M,
does not contain a characteristic submanifold of M in this case.

In the complex case My is G-invariant and may be a characteristic submanifold
of M.

Therefore there is a bijection between the non-trivial orbits of the W (G)-actions
on the sets of characteristic submanifolds of M and M. Hence we get the same
elementary factors for the G-actions on M and M.

Corollary 4.5. Let H be a closed subgroup of G and N' a component of MH such
that N N N’ has codimension one —in the real case— or two —in the complex case—
in N'. Then F induces a (NgH)°-equivariant diffeomorphism of N' and N'.

Proof. Because of the dimension assumption the (NgH )-equivariant map
flpovvons xnery—on - Pe(N(NON', Ny @ K) = BAN' = BN N’

from the proof of Lemma is a diffeomorphism. Because the restriction of F' to
M — My is an G-equivariant diffeomorphism the restriction F| My - N’ — My —
N’ — N is a (NgH)%equivariant diffeomorphism. Therefore F|g, : N' — N'is a
diffeomorphism. O

Lemma 4.6. In the complex case let E = N(N, M)* @ C, where N(N, M)* is the
normal bundle of N in M equipped with the dual complex structure. Then there is
a G-equivariant diffeomorphism

M—)P@(E)—éUaBM—é.

That means that the diffeomorphism type of M does not change if we replace the
complez structure on N (N, M) by its dual.

Proof. We have Pc(E) = E/ ~ and Pc(E) = E/ ~', where
(20,21) ~ (20,21) & 3t € C*  (tz0,t21) = (2, 2}),
(20,21) ~ (20, 21) & I € C* (tz0,t21) = (2(, 21)-

Therefore
E—FE (20,21) — (20,21)

induces a G-equivariant diffeomorphism Pe(E) — B — Pc(E) — B which is the
identity on 0B. By [10] p. 24-25] the result follows. O

Lemma 4.7. If in the complex case G1 = SU(l; + 1) and codim N~: 201 +2 or in
the real case G1 = SO(%ll +1) and codim N = 2l + 1, then F : M — M induces
a homeomorphism F : M /Gy — M/G.
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Proof. Because F|;;_ Mo - M — My — M — N is a equivariant diffeomorphism and

M /G1,M/G; are compact Hausdorfl-spaces, the only thing, that has to be checked,
is that

Flpvv.any) : Pe(N(N,M)) — N

induces a homeomorphism of the orbit spaces. But this map is just the bundle map
Pe(N(N,M)) — N.

If Gy = SU(l1 4+ 1), then, because of dimension reasons [19, p. 53-54], the G-
representation on the fibers of N (N, M) is the standard representation of Gy or its
dual. If Gy = SO(2l; + 1), then, by [19, p. 53-54], the Gi-representation on the
fibers of N(N, M) is the standard representation of Gy.

Thus, in both cases the Gy-action on the fibers of Px(N(N,M)) — N is transi-
tive. Therefore the statement follows. O

Remark 4.8. All statements proved above also hold for non-connected groups of
the form G x K where K is a finite group and G is connected if we replace N by a
K-invariant union of components of M1,

Now we want to reverse the construction of a blow up. Let A be a closed G-
manifold and £ — A be a G-vector bundle such that G acts trivially on A. If F
is even dimensional, we assume that there is a ¢ € Z(G) such that g acts trivially
on A and g2 acts on F as —Id. In this case we equip F with the complex structure
induced by the action of g.

Assume that M is a G-manifold and there is a G-equivariant embedding of
Px(E) < M such that the normal bundle of Px (E) is isomorphic to the tautological
bundle over Pk (E).

Then one may identify a closed G-equivariant tubular neighborhood B¢ of Px(FE)
in M with

B¢ ={(20:1) € Pe(E®K);|20] > 1} U {(20: 0) € Pe(E & K)}.

By gluing the complements of the interior of B¢ in M and Px(E®K), we get a G-
manifold M such that A is G-equivariantly diffeomorphic to a union of components
of M&1.

We call M the blow down of M along Pk (E).

It is easy to see that the G-equivariant diffeomorphism type of M does not
depend on the choices of a metric on E and the tubular neighborhood of Px(FE) in
M if Gy acts transitively on the fibers of Px(E) — A.

It is also easy to see that the blow up and blow down constructions are inverse
to each other.

5. THE CASE G; = SU(l; + 1)

In this section we discuss actions of groups, which have a covering group of the
form Gy X G3, where G1 = SU(l1 + 1) is elementary and G acts effectively on M.
It turns out that the blow up of M along M" is a fiber bundle over CP'. This
fact leads to our first classification result.

The assumption on G is no restriction on G, because one may replace any
covering group G by the quotient G /H where H is a finite subgroup of G2 acting
trivially on M. Following Convention 3.5 we also assume #F; = 2 or #3F1 = 4 in
the cases Gi = SU(2) or Gy = SU(4), respectively. Furthermore, we assume after
conjugating 1" with some element of G; that 77 = T NG, is the standard maximal
torus of GGy.
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5.1. The G;-action on M. We have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a torus manifold with G-action. Suppose G = G x Go
with Gy = SU(l1 + 1) elementary. Then the W(S(U(l1) x U(1)))-action on §1 has
an orbit §) with Iy elements and there is a component Ny of ﬂMieS’l M;, which
contains a T-fized point.

Proof. We know that W (SU(l; + 1)) = S;;+1 = S(F1) and W(S(U(l;) x U(1))) =
S1, C Sy, +1. Therefore the first statement follows. Let € MT. Then, by Lemmas
B3l and B4, x is contained in the intersection of I; characteristic submanifolds of
M belonging to §F,. Because W(G1) = S(F1) there is a ¢ € Ng,T1 such that
97 € Ny, et M Therefore the second statement follows. O

Remark 5.2. We will see in Lemma [5.10] that ﬂMieg/l M; is connected.

Lemma 5.3. Let M be a torus manifold with G-action. Suppose G = G x Go
with G4 = SU(ly + 1) elementary. Furthermore, let N1 as in Lemma[521. Then
there is a group homomorphism 1 : S(U(l1) x U(1)) = Z(G2) such that, with

Hy = SU(ll + 1) X im"/’lv
H1 = S(U(ll) X U(l)) X imi/Jla
Hy ={(9,91(9)) € Hi;9 € SU(l1) x U(1))},

) im)y is the projection of A(M;) to Ga, for all M; € F1,
) Ny is a component of MH2,

) Nj is invariant under the action of Ga,

) M = G1N; = HoNy.

Proof. Denote by Ty the maximal torus TN Gy of Ga. Let x € N{. If x €
MSUI+D) | then we have, by Lemma 34, the SU(I; + 1) x Th-representation
n—l1
T.M =W acVio PV,
i=2
where W is the standard complex representation of SU(l; 4+ 1) or its dual and the
V; are one-dimensional complex representations of T5. Because G5 acts effectively
on M the weights of the V; form a basis of the integral lattice in LTy. From the
description of the weight spaces of T, M given in the proof of Lemma [3.4] we get
that T, Ny is S(U(l1) x U(1))-invariant and that there is a one-dimensional complex
representation Wy of S(U(ly) x U(1)) such that
nfll
T.N =W @cVi e P Vi
i=2
Now assume that x is not fixed by SU(l; + 1). Because, by Lemma B1] Gix C
MT™ is G1-equivariantly diffeomorphic to CP!1, we see by the definition of N; that
Glz = S(U(ll) X U(l))
At the point z, we get a representation of S(U(l;) x U(1)) x Ty of the form

Since Ts acts effectively on M and trivially on Gz, there is a decomposition

nfll

T,N; = @ Vi ®c Wi,
i=1

where the W; are one-dimensional complex S(U (I1) x U(1))-representations and the
V; are one-dimensional complex T,-representations whose weights form a basis of
the integral lattice in LT3
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Therefore, in both cases, there is a homomorphism ; : S(U(ly) x U(1)) —
S1 — T, such that, for all g € S(U(l1) x U(1)), (g,%1(g)) acts trivially on T, N7 =
@7:—11 'V @c Wi

Hence the component of the identity of the isotropy subgroup of the torus 7" for
generic points in V; is given by

(5.1) Hs = {(t,¢1(t)) € Ty x T>}.
With Lemma [B.I] we see that
(5.2) Hs = <)\(Mi);Mi egi,M; D N1>.

Because the Weyl-group of Gy acts trivially and orientation preserving on g1,
A(M;), M; € §1, is pointwise fixed by the action of W(G3) on T by Lemma [Z10
It follows with (B.2]) that Hs is pointwise fixed by the action of W(Gz) on T'. Here
W(G2) acts on T by conjugation. Therefore the image of 11 is contained in the
center of Gy. Furthermore im4); is the projection of A\(M;), M; € §1, to Ts.

Because Hz commutes with G it follows that N7 is Gs-invariant. So we have
proved the first and the third statement.

Now we turn to the second and fourth part.

Because T, Ny = (T, M)Hs = (T, M)H2, Nj is a component of M 2. Because, by
Lemmal[A.2, H; is the only proper closed connected subgroup of Hy, which contains
Hj properly, for y € N; there are the following possibilities

[ HOOy = HQ,
° HOOy = H; and dim Hoy = 2I4,
® Hgy = H2 and dlmHOy = 211 + 1,

where H8y is the identity component of the stabilizer of y in Hy. If ¢ € Hy such
that gy € Ny, then we have H{,, = gH{,g~' € {Ho, H1, H>}. Therefore

H if y € Mo
: H,
g€ N HO — H,y ifyd M*° and [; > 1
v Nngl Ximwl if Hgy:Hl and l1 =1
T1 X 1m1/11 if HOOy = Hg,ll =1 and 1m1p1 75 {1}

Now let y € N; such that Hgy # Hy. Because N is a component of M2 and
Hyy is Hy invariant, Ny N Hoy is a union of some components of (Hoy)2. Therefore
N1 N Hyy is a submanifold of M. Moreover,

T,N, N TyHoyy = (T,M)"> N T, Hoy = (T, Hoy)™* = T,,(N1 N Hoy).
Hence,

dim T, N1 N Ty Hoy = dim Ny N Hoy < dim Hyy

e 70 _
:dimH1/H8y: {0 ?fH%y_Hl .
1 if Hy, = Hy and imyy # {1}
follows. Therefore Ny intersects Hoy transversely in y. It follows, by Lemma [A.5]
that GN; — N{™ = HyN; — N{™ is an open subset of M.
Because M is connected and codim Mo > 4. M — MHo ig connected. Since
(M — M*™o)y N HyN, = HoN; — N1 is closed in M — M*o we have M — Mo =
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HoN; — N{°. Hence
M = (M = M) LM = (HoNy = N ) 1M
= (oM = N[ ) 10 (a0 0 ) T (M0 — N
— HyN, 1I (MHO — N1H°) .

Because N; is a component of M2, NlHO is a union of components of Mo,
Therefore Mo — NlH0 is closed in M. Because HyN; is closed in M it follows that
M =GNy = HyN, = G1N;. O

The following lemma guarantees together with Lemma [A3] that, if [; > 1, then
the homomorphism ; is independent of all choices made in its construction namely
the choice of Ny and of z € N{ .

Lemma 5.4. In the situation of Lemmal a3 let T' = Ty or T' = im+)1. Then the
principal orbit type of the G1 x T'-action on M is given by (G1 x T")/Hs.

Proof. Let H C G; x T’ be a principal isotropy subgroup. Then, by Lemma [5.3]
we may assume H D Hy. Consider the projection
e G1 X T/ — G1

on the first factor.

At first we show that the restriction of 71 to H is injective. Because (G7 xT"), N
T =T for all z € M and the T’-action on M is effective there is an x € M such
that

(Gy x T NT" = {1}.
Furthermore, there is an g € Gy x T" such that (G; x T"), D gHg~*.

Because T’ is contained in the center of Gy x T’ we get

gHg ' nT" = {1},
Hng 'T'g={1},
HNT ={1}.
Therefore the restriction of m; to H is injective.

Furthermore, m (H) D m1(Hz2) = S(U(l1) x U(1)). Therefore, by Lemma [AT]

we have

( )_ SU(11+1>,S(U(11)XU(1)) ifly >1
TN SU +1), S(U) x UQ)), Noy Ty if 1y = 1.

There is a left inverse ¢ : m(H) — H — G1 X T’ to m1|g. Therefore there is a
group homomorphism v’ : m (H) — T’ such that

H = ¢(m(H)) = {(9,¢'(9)) € Gr x T'; g € m(H)}.

Because Hy is a subgroup of H, we see that o'|sw,)xv)) = ¥1-
At first we discuss the cases m (H) = SU(ly + 1) and 71 (H) = S(U(l1) x U(1)).
Because T” is abelian we have in these cases

Gy ifm(H)=SU(1+1
H=gm (i) = {51 T =S Y

H2 lfTFl(H):S(U(ll) XU(l))
The first case does not occur because (G1 acts non-trivially on M.

Now we discuss the case Iy = 1 and 71 (H) = Ng,T1. Because for ¢ € T} and
g € Ng,T1 — T} we have

V()7 = (gtg™h) = ¢ (9 (Y (9) T =¥ (1),
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it follows that )1 is trivial in this case.
Let 2 € MT. Then it follows by the definition of ¢; in the proof of Lemma
that x is not a fixed point of G;. By Lemma [3.I] we know that

Glz = S(U(ll) X U(l)) = Tl.

Therefore (Gy xT"), = Th x T is abelian. But H is non-abelian if 71 (H) = N¢, T3.
This is a contradiction because H is conjugated to a subgroup of (G x T"),. O

If Iy = 1, we have #F; = 2 and W(S(U(ly) x U(1))) = {1}. Therefore there are
two choices for N1. Denote them by M; and Ms.

Lemma 5.5. In the situation described above let 1p; be the homomorphism con-
structed for M;, i = 1,2. Then we have 1 = 1/)51

Proof. By (1)) and (5:2), we have
A(M;) = {(t,i(t)) € Hi; t € S(UQ) x U(1))}.
Now, with Lemma 210, we see
AMi) = gA(Ma)g™" = {(t7",42(t)) € Hy; t € S(UL) x U(1))}
={(t,v2(t)™!) € Hy; t € S(U(1) x U(1))},
where g € Ng,T1 — T1. Therefore the result follows. O

Corollary 5.6. If in the situation of Lemmali3 the G1-action on M has no fized
point, then M is the total space of a G-equivariant fiber bundle over CP" with fiber
some torus manifold; more precisely M = Hog X g, Ni.

Proof. Hy x g, Ny is defined to be the space Hy X N1/ ~1, where
(91, 91) ~1 (92,92)
& Jhe Hy gih™' = gy and hy; = 3.
By Lemma 5.3 we have that M = HyN; = (Hp x N1)/ ~2, where
(91,91) ~2 (92, 2)
=4 91y1 = g292-

We show that the two equivalence relations ~1, ~9 are equal.
For (g1,41), (92,y2) € Ho x N1 we have

g1yr = g24y2
& Jh € ]\7HUH8y1 gih™! =g and hyy = 1y
& dh € Hy glh_1 = g and hy; = yo.

For the last equivalence we have to show the implication from the second to the
third line. If I; > 1, NHOH&/1 is equal to H; because y; is not a Hy-fixed point. So
we have h € H;.

If Iy = 1, then N; is a characteristic submanifold of M belonging to §1. If
Hgyl = H, we are done because NHOHgy1 =H;.

Now assume that Hgyl = H; and there is an h € Ng,T1 x im; — 17 X im
such that yo = hy; € N1. Then yo € N1 N Ny C MTlXi“”/’l, where Ny is the other
characteristic submanifold of M belonging to §.

As shown in the proof of Lemma B3] N intersects Hoys transversely in yso.
Therefore one has

Ty2N1 (&) TngOQQ = Tsz = Ty2N2 (&%) TngO?JQ
as T7 x im1;-representations. This implies
Ty,N1 =T,,N>
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as T1 x im 11-representations. Therefore T7 x im; acts trivially on both N; and
Ns. Therefore we have im; = {1} and A(IN1) = A(Nz) = T1. Hence, we get a
contradiction because the intersection of Ny and N3 is non-empty. (]

Corollary 5.7. In the situation of LemmalZ3 we have M1 = MHo = Nar, ez, Mi-

Proof. At first let I; > 1. By Lemma 5.3 we know Mo C MGS1 c Ny. There-
fore M C Nyeng,m, 9N = Nagez, Mi- There is a g € Ng, Ty — T1 with
gH2g™' ¢ Hy. Thus, the subgroup (Hs,gH2g™!) of Hy, which is generated by
Hy and gHg™?, contains Hs as a proper subgroup. Therefore (Ha, gH2g~ 1) = Hy
follows by Lemma [A.2l Because H, acts trivially on Ny, this equation implies

MPos () gNi= () M.
gENG, Th M;eF1

Now let I; = 1. Then §; contains two characteristic submanifolds M7 and M.
As in the first case one can show that MHo ¢ MG ¢ My N Mo.

So M*Ho 5 M; N M, remains to be shown. Assume that there is an y € M; N
My — M*Ho. Then we also have y € M1, Now the above assumption leads to a
contradiction as in the proof of Corollary (.6 (I

Corollary 5.8. If in the situation of LemmalZ3 1 is trivial, then M is empty.
Otherwise the normal bundle of M1 = MHo = ﬂMiegl M; possesses a G-invariant
complex structure. It is induced by the action of some element g € im1. Further-
more, it is unique up to conjugation.

Proof. If 4y is trivial, then (A\(M;); M; € §1) is contained in the l;-dimensional
maximal torus of G; by Lemma 5.3l By Corollary 5.7 and Lemma [B.1] it follows
that Mo is empty.

If 41 is non-trivial, then for y € Mo we have

Ny(MHOaM) =V @VRa

where im v, acts non-trivially on the Hy-representation V¢ and trivially on the Hy-
representation Vg. Clearly Vi has at least real dimension two and the action of im 1)y
induces a Hy-invariant complex structure on Ve. Because M™° has codimension
211 + 2 by Corollary 5.7l and Lemma [B.1l the dimension of Vi is at most 2I;. So it
follows from [19, p. 53-54] that Vg is trivial if Iy # 3.
If I = 3, we have SU(4) = Spin(6), and there are two possibilities:
(1) Vg is trivial.
(2) Vg is the standard representation of SO(6) and V¢ a one-dimensional com-
plex representation of im1);.

Because the principal orbits are dense in M, it follows with the slice theorem
that the principal orbit types of the Hp-actions on N, (Mo M) and M are equal.
Therefore in the second case the principal orbit type of the Hyp-action on M is given
by Spin(6) x S1/Spin(5) x {1}. Therefore we see with Lemma [5.4] that the second
case does not occur.

Because of dimension reasons we get

Ny(MH*o M) =Ve =W @cV,

where W is the standard complex representation of SU(l; +1) or its dual and V is a
complex one-dimensional im ¢;-representation. Because im ¢y C Z(G), we see that
N(M*Ho M) has a G-invariant complex structure, which is induced by the action
of some g € im ;.

Next we prove the uniqueness of this complex structure. Assume that there is
another ¢’ € Z(G) NG, whose action induces a complex structure on N, (Mo M).
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Then ¢’ induces a — with respect to the complex structure induced by g — complex
linear Hyp-equivariant map

J: Ny(M*™o M) — N, (Mo M)

with J2 +Id = 0. Because N, (Mo, M) is an irreducible Hy-representation it
follows by Schur’s Lemma that J is multiplication with #+4. Therefore ¢’ induces
up to conjugation the same complex structure as g. (I

Corollary 5.9. If in the situation of Lemma[Z3 MCt = MHo +£ (), then kert; =
SU(ly).

Proof. Let y € M*°. Then by the proof of Corollary 5.8 we have
Ny (Mo M) =W &cV,

where W is the standard complex SU(l; 4+ 1)-representation or its dual and V is a
one-dimensional complex im v1-representation. Furthermore, im ¢, acts effectively
on M.

Because the principal orbits are dense in M, it follows with the slice theorem
that the principal orbit types of the Hp-actions on N, (M*Ho, M) and M are equal.
Therefore a principal isotropy subgroup of the Hy-action on M is given by

A 0
H= {(g,gfill) € Hyig= (

0 9l1+1> € 5(U(h) x V(1)) with 4 € U(ll)} :

Now the statement follows by the uniqueness of the principal orbit type and Lem-

mas [5.4] and [A3] O

Lemma 5.10. In the situation of Lemma [5]l the intersection ﬂ]\/liegll M; = N;
is connected.

Proof. Let M be the blow up of M along M G1 and N; the proper transform of Ny
in M. By Corollary 5.6, we have M = Hy xp, Ny, which is a fiber bundle over
CP". The characteristic submanifolds of M, which are permuted by W(G}), are
given by the preimages of the characteristic submanifolds of CP"* under the bundle
map. By Corollary 4] and the discussion following this corollary, they are also
given by the proper transforms M; of the characteristic submanifolds M; € §; of
M. Because [; characteristic submanifolds of CP" intersect in a single point we see

MNar, 3, M; = N;. Therefore this intersection is connected. Because [ MiEF, M; is
mapped by F to ﬂMiGS’l M;, we see that ﬂMies/l M; = Nj is connected. O

5.2. Blowing up along M%'. By blowing up a torus manifold M with G-action
along MS" one gets a torus manifold M without G;-fixed points.

Denote by N; the proper transform of N as defined in Lemma [5.11 Then by
Corollary .5 there is a (H;, Go)-equivariant diffeomorphism F : Ni — Nj.

As in section @ we denote by Mo = Pc(N(M%, M) @ {0}) the exceptional
submanifold of M. Because My N Ny is mapped by this dlffeomorphlsm to MG =
MHo = NHo H, acts tr1v1a11y on My N Ny. By Corollary 5.6l we know that M is
d1ffeomorph1c to Ho Xm, N1 Hy xpg, Ni.

A natural question arising here is: When is a torus manifold of this form a blow
up of another torus manifold with G-action?

We claim that this is the case if and only if V; has a codimension two subman-
ifold, which is fixed by the Hj-action and ker ¢); = SU(ly).

Lemma 5.11. Let Ny be a torus manifold with Gs-action, A a closed codimension
two submanifold of Ny, ¢¥1 € Hom(S(U(l1) x U(1)), Z(G2)) such that imyn acts
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trivially on A and ker; = SU(ly). Let also
Hoy=SU(l; +1) x im,
Hy =SU(lh) xU(1)) x imn,
Hy ={(9:¢1(9));9 € S(U(L) x U(1))}

(1) Then Hy acts on Ny by (g,t)x = 11 (g)~‘tx, where x € Ny and (g,t) € H;.

(2) Assume that Z(G2) acts effectively on N1 and let y € A and V the one-
dimensional complex Hi-representation Ny(A, Ni). Then V extends to an
l1 4+ 1-dimensional complex representation of Hy. Therefore there is an Iy +
1-dimensional complex G-vector bundle E' over A which contains N (A, Ny)
as a subbundle.

(3) Then the normal bundle of Ho/Hy x A in Hy X, Ny is isomorphic to the
tautological bundle over Pc(E' @ {0}).

The lemma guarantees together with the discussion at the end of section Ml that
one can remove Hy/H; x A from Hy x g, N1 and replace it by A to get a torus
manifold with G-action M such that Mo = A. The blow up of M along A is
HO X H, Nl.

Proof. (1) is trivial.
(2)Fori=1,...,011 +1 let

g1
)\iZTlﬁsl — g;

gl +1

and p : imv; — S the character of the im1); representation Ny (A, N1). Then u
is an isomorphism.

And by [, p. 176] the character ring of the maximal torus T x im1; of Hy =
S(U(l1) x U(1)) x im )y is given by

R(Ty x imapr) = Z[A1, ooy My i 7]/ (M- Mg = 1),

With this notation, the character of V is given by /Mlil}ﬂ. Therefore the Hy-

representation W with the character p Zigl )\fl is I1 + 1-dimensional and V' C W.

Let Go = G4 x im; and E” = N(A, N1) equipped with the action of G%, but
without the action of Hy. Then E’ = E” ®c W is a G-vector bundle with the
required features.

Now we turn to (3). The normal bundle of Hy/H; x A in Hy X g, N7 is given by
HO X H, N(A, Nl)

Consider the following commutative diagram

HO XHl N(A,Nl) ?PC(E/@ {0}) X E/

| :
Ho/H, x A~ Pc(E' & {0})

where the vertical maps are the natural projections and f, g are given by
f([(h1,h2) : m]) = ([m @ hahiei],m @ hahieq)
and
g([h1, ho], q) = [mq @ hahaeq],

where e; € W — {0} is fixed such that for all ¢’ € S(U(l1) x U(1)) ¢¥1(¢9")g’e1 = ex
and mg # 0 some element of the fiber of N(A4, N1) over ¢ € A.



TORUS MANIFOLDS WITH NON-ABELIAN SYMMETRIES 27

The map f induces an isomorphism of the normal bundle of Hy/H; X A in
Hy x g, N1 and the tautological bundle over Pe(E’ @ {0}). O

5.3. Admissible triples. Now we are in the position to state our first classification
theorem. To do so, we need the following definition.

Definition 5.12. Let G = G; x Gy with G1 = SU(l141). Then a triple (¢, N, A)
with

e ¢y € Hom(S(U(l1) x U(1)), Z(G2)),

e N a torus manifold with Gs-action,

e A the empty set or a closed codimension two submanifold of N, such that
im 1 acts trivially on A and kery = SU(ly) if A # 0,

is called admissible for (G,G1). We say that two admissible triples (¢, N, A),
(', N', A") for (G,G) are equivalent if there is a Ga-equivariant diffeomorphism
¢ : N — N’ such that ¢(4) = A" and

b = ’lb/ if iy >1
O wE i =1,

Theorem 5.13. Let G = Gy x Go with Gy = SU(ly +1). There is a one-to-one-
correspondence between the G-equivariant diffeomorphism classes of torus manifolds
with G-action such that Gy is elementary and the equivalence classes of admissible

triples for (G,G1).

Proof. Let M be a torus manifold with G-action such that G4 is elementary. Then,
by Corollaries 5 land 5.9 (11, N1, M0) is an admissible triple, where ¢); is defined
as in Lemma [5.3] and N; is defined as in Lemma [5.1]

Let (¢, N, A) be an admissible triple for (G, G1). If A # 0, then, by Lemma 511
the blow down of Hy X, N along Hy/H; x A is a torus manifold with G-action.
If A= 0, then we have the torus manifold Hy X g, N.

We show that these two operations are inverse to each other. Let M be a
torus manifold with G-action. If Mo = (), then, by Corollary 5.6, we have M =
Ho x5, Ny. If Mo = (), then by the discussion before Lemma [5.11] M is the blow
down of HO X Hy N1 along H()/H1 X MHO.

Now assume Iy > 1. Let (1), N, A) be an admissible triple with A # () and M the
blow down of Hy x g, N along Hy/H; x A. Then, by the remark after Lemma [E.TT]
we have A = Mo, By Lemma and Corollary 5] we have N = N;. With
Lemmas[5.4 and [A.3], one sees that ) = 11, where 11 is the homomorphism defined
in Lemma for M.

Now let (1, N,0) be an admissible triple and M = Hy Xz, N. Then we have
M*Ho = (). By Lemma .10 we have N = N;. As in the first case one sees 1) = 1.

Now assume l; = 1. Let (1, N, A) be an admissible triple with A # () and M the
blow down of Hy x g7, N along Hy/H; x A. Then, by the remark after Lemma [5.1T]
A = Mo By Lemma [5.5] we have two choices for N; and ¢ = z/)fl. Because the
two choices for N7 lead to equivalent admissible triples we recover the equivalence
class of (1), N, A). In the case A = () a similar argument completes the proof of the
theorem. (|

Corollary 5.14. Let G = G1x Go with Gy = SU(l1+1). Then the torus manifolds
with G-action such that Gy is elementary and M1 # 0 are given by blow downs
of fiber bundles over CP" with fiber some torus manifold with Gy-action along a
submanifold of codimension two.

Now we specialise our classification result to special classes of torus manifolds.
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Theorem 5.15. Let G = Gy x Gy with G; = SU(li +1), M a torus manifold with
G-action and (¢, N, A) the admissible triple for (G,G1) corresponding to M. Then
H*(M;Z) is generated by its degree two part if and only if H*(N;Z) is generated
by its degree two part and A is connected.

Proof. To make the notation simpler we omit the coefficients of the cohomology in
the proof. If H*(M) is generated by its degree two part, then H*(NN) is generated
by its degree two part by [I5, p. 716]. Moreover, A is connected by [15, p. 738]
and Corollary 5.7

Now assume that H*(N) is generated by its degree two part and A = (). Then
by Poincaré duality Hoqq(IN) = 0. Therefore by an universal coefficient theorem
H*(N) = Hom(H.(N),Z) is torsion free. By Corollary[.6] M is a fiber bundle over
CP" with fiber N. Because the Serre-spectral sequence of this fibration degenerates
we have

H*(M) = H*(CP")® H*(N)

asa H*(CP")-modul. Because H*(N) is generated by its degree two part, it follows
that the cohomology of M is generated by its degree two part.

Now we turn to the general case A # (). Then, by [I5, p. 716], H*(A) is generated
by its degree two part. Moreover, H*(N) — H*(A) is surjective. Let M be the
blow up of M along A and F': M — M the map defined in section 4l

Because, by Lemma [£.2] F' is the identity outside some open tubular neighbor-
hood of A x CP", the induced homomorphism F* : H*(M, A) — H*(M, Ax CP")

is an isomorphism by excision. Furthermore, the push forward Fy : H*(M) —
H*(M) is a section of F* : H*(M) — H*(M). Therefore F* : H*(M) — H*(M)
is injective and H°44(M) vanishes.

Because A is connected, we have the following commutative diagram with exact

rows and columns:

0 H?(M,A x CP") —— H?(N, A)

0 — H*(CP") ——— H2(M) —————> H*(N) —=0

0 — H?(CP") ——— H?(A x CP") H?(A) 0
0 H3(M,A x CP") ——0
0

Now from the snake lemma it follows that
H?*(M, A) =p. H*(M, A x CP"") = H?(N, A)

and
H3*(M,A) =p. H}(M,A x CP"") 0.
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Because tnar = F o 1y, where tnar, tyy; are the inclusions of N in M and M,
the left arrow in the following diagram is an isomorphism.

0 —— H2(M, A) — H2(M) H2(A) 0
LJ*VM\L LJ*VMl Idl
0—>H2(N,A)—>H2(N) H2(A) 0

Therefore it follows from the five lemma that
H?*(M) = H?*(N)
and
H?*(M) = H*(CP") ® H?(N) = H*(CP") @ H*(M).
Let t € H?(CP"") be a generator of H*(CP!*) and x € H*(M). Then, because
H*(M) is generated by its degree two part, there are sums of products z; € H*(M)
of elements of H?(M) such that

¢ = FF*(z) = (Z F*(mﬁ') =Y wR(t).

Therefore it remains to show that Fi(t!) is a product of elements of H?(M).

The [; + 1 characteristic submanifolds M Tyeens Ml1+1 of M which are permuted
by W(G}) are the preimages of the characteristic submanifolds of CP'* under the
projection M — CP". Therefore they can be oriented in such a way that ¢ is the
Poincaré-dual of each of them.

Because F restricts to a diffeomorphism M—AxCPY — M—A and F(Ml) =M,

F(tY), i <1y, is the Poincaré-dual PD (ﬂ1<k<i Mk) of the intersection (), «.«; Mk

of characteristic submanifolds of M, which belong to §1. Therefore for i < I} we
have

Rt =PD| ()| M| =R

1<k<i

Because t* = 0 for i > I, the statement follows. (I

Theorem 5.16. Let G = Gy x Gy with G; = SU(ly +1), M a torus manifold with
G-action and (1, N, A) the admissible triple for (G, G1) corresponding to M. Then
M is quasitoric if and only if N is quasitoric and A is connected.

Proof. At first assume that M is quasitoric. Then N is quasitoric and A connected
because all intersections of characteristic submanifolds of M are quasitoric and
connected.

Now assume that NNV is quasitoric and A C N connected. Then, by Theorem 5151
and [I5, p. 738], the T-action on M is locally standard and M/T is a homology
polytope. We have to show that M /T is face preserving homeomorphic to a simple
polytope.

Let T = T'N Go. Then the orbit space N/T5 is face preserving homeomorphic
to a simple polytope P. Because A is connected, A/T5 is a facet Fy of P.

With the notation from Lemma [5.17] let

B = {(ZO : 1) S P((;(E/ @(C);ZQ S EI, |Z0| < 1}.

Then the orbit space of the T-action on B is given by I x AURES
Let B’ be a closed G-invariant tubular neighborhood of Hy/Hy x Ain Ho X g, N.
Then the bundle projection 9B’ — Hy/H; x A extends to an equivariant map

Hy XHleé/%H()XHlN,
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P Fyx A P x A P x A?
F1GURE 1. The orbit space of a blow down

which induces a face preserving homeomorphism
(HO i, Nfé’) JT= P x Al

Now M is given by gluing B and Hy Xz, N — B’ along the boundaries 0B, 0B’
The corresponding gluing of the orbit spaces is illustrated in Figure [I] for the case
dim N = 2 and l; = 1. Because the gluing map f : B — 9B’ is G-equivariant and
GGy acts transitively on the fibers of 9B — A and 0B’ — A, it induces a map

f:Fl XAll :aB/THaB//T:FI X Alla (Z',y) = (fl(z>af2('r7y>>a

where fl : Iy — F) is a face preserving homeomorphism and fg CF x Al 5 Al
such that, for all € Fy, fa(z,-) is a face preserving homeomorphism of Alr.
Now fix embeddings

AT R and Py R0 < [0, 1]

such that A"t € Rl x {1} and AL+! = conv(0, Al") and PNR*1~1 x {0} = F.

Denote by p; : Ritl — R and ps : R»™“ — R the projections on the last
coordinate. For e > 0 small enough, P and P N {ps > €} are combinatorially
equivalent. Therefore there is a face preserving homeomorphism

g1: P — PN{p2 > e}

such that g1 (F1) = PN {p2 = €} and g1(F;) = F; N {p2 > €} for the other facets of
P. The map

922F1X[0,1]—>Pm{p2§6}
(@,y) = z(1 —y) +ygi(z)

is a face preserving homeomorphism with psogs(x,y) = ey for all (z,y) € Fy x[0, 1].
Now let

P=Px At n{p =py} c R0 x RIH,

P =P x AWt N {p =py > e} R x REFL

Py =P x AWt n{p =py < e} R x ROFL
Then there are face preserving homeomorphisms

hi:Px A =P () = (01(2),p2(91(2)y)

and
he : Fy x AT Py (2,y) = (g2(2,p1(y)), €y).

We claim that P and M /T are face preserving homeomorphic. This is the case if

f_loh;10h22F1XAll*>F1XAll
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extends to a face preserving homeomorphism of Fy x Ah*+l. Now for (z,y) €
Fi x Al we have

froni o ha(z,y) = [ o by (g2(,p1(y)), ev)
fh ot (ga(w,1), ey)
F o1t 0 ga(,1),y)
= (/7 (@), (fa(,)) 7' (9))-

Because Aht1 is the cone over Al this map extends to a face preserving homeo-
morphism of F; x Al+1, O

Lemma 5.17. Let G = Gy x Gy with G1 = SU(l1 + 1), M a torus manifold with
G-action and (¢, N, A) the admissible triple for (G,G1) corresponding to M. Then
there is an isomorphism 71 (N) — w1 (M).
Proof. Let M be the blow up of M along A. Then, by [I6, p. 270], there is a
isomorphism 1 (M) — m (M).

Now, by Corollary 5.6, M is the total space of a fiber bundle over CP!* with
fiber N. Therefore there is an exact sequence

WQ(M) 4)7T2((Cpll> 4)7T1(N) 4)7T1(M) — 0.

Because the torus action on NN has fixed points, there is a section in this bundle.
Hence, ma(M) — m2(CP) is surjective. O

6. THE CASE G1 = SO(2l4)

In this section we study torus manifolds with G-action, where G = G; x G5 and
G1 = SO(2ly) is elementary. It turns out that the restriction of the action of G to
U(l1) on such a manifold has the same orbits as the action of SO(2l;). Therefore
the results of the previous section may be applied to construct invariants for such
manifolds. For simply connected torus manifolds with G-action these invariants
determine their G-equivariant diffeomorphism type.

Let G = G1 X Ga, where G; = SO(2ly) is elementary, and M a torus manifold
with G-action. Then, by Lemmas B and B4l one sees that the principal orbit
type of the Gi-action is given by SO(2l;)/SO(2ly — 1). Therefore the Gi-action
has only three orbit types SO(211)/SO(2l1 — 1), SO(211)/S(0O(2l1 — 1) x O(1)) and
S0O(211)/S0O(2ly). The induced action of U(l;) has the same orbits, which are of
type U(l1)/U(ly — 1), U(l1)/{U(ly — 1),Z2) and U(l1)/U(ly), respectively. Here
(U(ly — 1),Z2) denotes the subgroup of U(ly), which is generated by U(l; — 1) and
the diagonal matrix with all entries equal to —1.

Let S = S*. Then there is a finite covering

So we may replace the factor Gy of G by SU(l1) and G3 by S x Go to reach the
situation of the previous section.

Let z € MT and T, = T N G5. Then we may assume by Lemma [3.4] that the
(1 x Ty-representation T, M is given by

TM=VoW,
where V' is a complex representation of T5 and W is the standard real representation

of G1. Therefore
TmM: V@VO@CWO

as a SU (1) x S xTy-representation, where 1} is the standard complex one-dimensional
representation of S and Wy is the standard complex representation of SU(Iy).
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Therefore the group homomorphism v; and the groups Hy, H;, Hs introduced
in Lemma have the following form:

imy; =S,
and
Hy=S8U(l1) x S,
Hy=8SU(l, —1)xU(1)) x S,

_ A 0 .
H2={(g,glli1)€H1;g= ( ) w1thAeU(l1—1)}_

g1, +1
Let N; be the intersection of [y — 1 characteristic submanifolds of M belonging
to §1 as defined in Lemmas [B.1] and 510l Then, by Lemma 5.3 we know that Ny
is a component of M2 and M = HyN;. Therefore we have N; = M2 if, for
all Hp-orbits O, O'2 is connected. Because all orbits are of type Hy/Hy, Ho/Ho,
H0/<H2, ZQ> and

o

(Ho/H2)™ = Ny Hz/Hy = Hy/Ha,
(Ho/(Hz,72))""* = Ny, Ha /(Hs, Zr) = Hy/(H2, Zs),

it follows that Ny = MHz,

The projection H; — Hy/H> induces an isomorphism S — H;/Hs. Therefore
S acts freely on (Ho/H)™. Hence, S acts effectively on Nj.

By Corollary 5.7, N = M*° has codimension two in N.

After these general remarks we first discuss the case, where there are no ex-
ceptional SO(2ly)-orbits. That means the case, where there are no orbits of type
SO(211)/S(0(2l1 — 1) x O(1)). Then the induced U (ly)-action has also no excep-
tional orbits. Moreover, by Corollary 57, M is a special SO(2l1)-, U(l1)-manifold
in the sense of Janich [9].

At first we discuss the question under which conditions the action of U(l1) x G
on a torus manifold satisfying the above conditions on the U (I )-orbits and having
no exceptional U (I1)-orbits extends to an action of SO(2l1) x Gs.

Let X be the orbit space of the U(l;)-action on M. Then, by [9, p. 303], X is
a manifold with boundary such that the interior X of X corresponds to orbits of
type U(l1)/U(ly — 1) and the boundary 0X to the fixed points. The action of G
on M induces a natural action of G5 on X.

Following Jénich [9] we may construct from M a manifold M © MY with
boundary, on which U(l;) x G2 acts such that all orbits of the U(l;)-action on
M ® MY are of type U(ly)/U(ly — 1) and (M © MY") /U(l;) = X. Denote by
Py the Ga-equivariant principal S'-bundle

(M@ mv®) Y x

Lemma 6.1. Let M be a torus manifold with U(ly) x Ge-action such that all U(ly)-
orbits are of type U(l1)/U(ly — 1) or U(l1)/U(l1). Then the action of U(l1) x Ga
on M extends to an action of SO(2l1) x Gy if and only if there is a Ga-equivariant
Zs-principal bundle P}, such that

PI\/[ = Sl X P]/Wa
where the action of Go on S is trivial.

Proof. If the action extends to a SO(2l;) x Ga-action, then SO(2l1) x G acts on

MoMYW"), Therefore Py, = (M ® MU(ll))SO(%_l)
Zo-principal bundle.

— X is such a Ga-equivariant
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If there is such a Ge-equivariant Zs-bundle Py, then by a Ga-equivariant version
of Janich’s Klassifikationssatz [9] there is a torus manifold M’ with SO(2l;) x Ga-
action with M'/U(l;) = X and Py = S' xz, Pj; = Py Therefore M’ and M are
U(l1) x Ge-equivariantly diffeomorphic. O

Lemma 6.2. Let M, M’ be torus manifolds with SO(2l1) x Ga-action such that
there are no exceptional SO(2ly)-orbits and Hi(M;Z) and Hy(M';Z) are torsion.
If there is a U(ly) x Go-equivariant diffeomorphism f : M — M’, then there is a
SO(2l1) x Ga-equivariant diffeomorphism g : M — M’. Moreover, g and f induce
the same map on M/U(ly) — B, where B is a collar of 0(M/U(l4)).

Proof. The map f induces a Gs-equivariant diffeomorphism f : X =M/SO(2l) —
M’/S80(2l1). We use this map to identify these spaces. It follows from [3], p. 91] and
the equality Hq(X;Z) = m(X)/[m1(X), 71(X)] that Hq(X;Z) is torsion. Hence,
HY(X;Z)=0.

Recall that for the universal principal Zs-bundle P — RP°°, the first Chern-
class of the principal S'-bundle S xz, P — RP> is given by dw;(P), where
§ : HY(RP*;Zy) — H?*(RP>;Z) is the Bockstein-homomorphism and wy (P) is
the first Stiefel-Whitney-class of P. By naturallity, this relation also holds for any
principal Zs-bundle over X. Because H'(X;Z) = 0, the Bockstein-homomorphism
§: HY(X;Zs) — H?(X;Z) is injective.

Hence, the principal S'-bundle Py; — X has up to isomorphism at most one
restriction of structure group to Zs. Therefore the two restrictions of the structure
group induced by the SO(2l;)-actions on M, M’ are the same up to Ge-equivariant
isomorphism.

Therefore, by the proof of Janich’s Klassifikationssatz, there is a SO(2l1) x Ga-
equivariant diffeomorphism g : M — M’, which induces the same map as f outside
a neighbourhood of 0.X. ([

Now we turn to the case where there are exceptional SO(2l;)-orbits. Then we
have:

Theorem 6.3. Let M, M’ be two simply connected torus manifolds with SO(2ly) x
Ga-action. Then M and M’ are SO(2l1) x Ga-equivariantly diffeomorphic if and
only if they are U(l1) x Ga-equivariantly diffeomorphic.

Proof. In this proof we take all cohomology groups with coefficients in Z. Let
f:M — M be aU(l;) x Go-equivariant diffeomorphism. Moreover, let A, A’ be
the union of the exceptional U(ly)-orbits in M, M’, respectively. Because the U(l)-
representation N, (MU(1) M) is the standard representation for all z € MUYU1),
there are invariant neighbourhoods of MUY(1) and M'V(1) which do not contain
any exceptional orbit. Hence, A, A’ are closed submanifolds of M, M’.

Denote by D, D’ the unit disc bundle in N(A, M) and N(A’, M), respectively.
Let h: D - BC M and b/ : D' — B’ C M’ be SO(2l1) x Gz-equivariant tubular
neighbourhoods of A and A’.

Then, by Theorems 4.6 and 8.3 of [10, p. 10,19] , we may assume that f(B) = B’
and that h’~' o f o h is a linear map.

It is sufficient to show the following two things:

(1) There is a SO(2l;) x Gy-equivariant diffeomorphism g : M — B — M’ — B’
such that g and f induce the same maps on (9B)/U(l1).

(2) The map g extends to an SO(2ly) x Ga-equivariant diffeomorphism M —
M.

If Hi(M — B) is torsion, we may apply the arguments from the proof of Lemma
to show (). Therefore we show that Hy (M — B) is torsion.
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Let Ay, ..., Ag be the orientable components of A of codimension two in M. We
fix orientations for each of these components and for M. Let 71,...,7 € H?(M) be
the Poincaré duals for Ay, ..., Ax. Because Hy(M) = 0, it follows from an universal
coefficient theorem and Poincaré-duality that

H*(M) = Hom(Ho(M),Z) = Hom(H?""%*(M), Z),
where an isomorphism is given by

a— (8 = (Ba, [M])).
Here we have dim M = 2n. In particular, H2(M) is torsion free.
We claim that the 74, ..., 7 are linear independent. Let aq,...,a; € Z such that

k
(6.1) 0=> ai.
1=1

Then we have 0 = a;, 7; where ta, : A; — M is the inclusion. By restricting to
an orbit O contained in A;, we get

0= aiL*OLZiTi S HQ(SO(Qll)/S(O(Qll — 1) X 0(1))) = Zo.
Because N(A4;,M)|o = SO(211)/SO(2l; — 1) xz, R? with Z acting on R? by
multiplication with —1, it follows that ¢t} 7; # 0. Therefore a; is divisible by two.
Hence, we may replace a; — %ai in (GI)). Since the above arguments then hold
for the new a;, we see that the original a,; are divisible by arbitrary high powers of
two. Therefore they must vanish.
There is an exact sequence

H*2(M) — H*™ 2(A) — H*™ (M, A) — 0.

Because, by [3, p. 185], there are no components of A, which have codimension one
in M, there is an isomorphism

H2n—2(A> o~ Zk o (Z2>k1,
where k7 is the number of non-orientable components of codimension two of A. Let
¢: H™ 2(A) — ZF
a— (o, [A1]), ..., (o, [AL])).

Because the 71, . .., 73, are linear independent, it follows that ¢oc* : H?"~2(M) — ZF
has rank k.

Therefore, from the exactness of the above sequence, it follows that H2"~1(M, A)
is torsion. By Poincaré-duality and excision, it follows that Hy (M — B) is torsion.
Hence we have proven ().

Now we prove (2). By Theorem 9.4 of [I0, p. 24], it is sufficient to show that

k=h"togoh:9D — 8D’

extends to an SO(2l;) x Ga-equivariant diffeomorphism D — D’.

Let O be an SO(2ly)-orbit in A and S — O be the restriction of the sphere
bundle 0D — A to O. Because f and g induce the same maps on the orbit space
(0B)/U(l1) and S is SO(2l;)-invariant, we have k(S) = h'~to fo h(S) = 5"
Because /Yo foh: D — D’ is a linear map, we see that S’ is the restriction of
the sphere bundle 0D’ — A’ to an SO(2l;)-orbit O'.

We may choose SO(2l1)-equivariant bundle isomorphisms k1 : SO(211)/SO(2l, —
1) xz,S™ — S and kf : SO(201)/SO(2l; —1) xz,S™ — S’. Because f and g induce
the same maps on the orbit space S/SO(2l;) = S™/Zy = RP™ and k'~ o foh is
a linear map, it follows that k]! o g o k; is of the form

[gSO(2ly — 1),z] = [g2SO(2l; — 1), £ Az] = [¢SO(2l; — 1), £ Ax],



TORUS MANIFOLDS WITH NON-ABELIAN SYMMETRIES 35

where z € S(O(2l; — 1) x O(1))/SO(2l; — 1) = Z3 and A € O(m + 1). There-
fore k is linear on each fiber. Hence, it extends to an SO(2l;) x Ga-equivariant
diffeomorphism D — D’. O

Let M be a simply connected torus manifold with SO(2l;) x Gz-action. By
Theorem [5.13] there is an admissible triple (1, N, A) corresponding to M equipped
with the action of SU(l;) x S x G2 as above. The admissible triple (i, N, A)
determines the SU(l1) x S x Ga-equivariant diffeomorphism type of M. With
Theorem [63] we see that the SO(2l1) X Gae-equivariant diffeomorphism type of M
is determined by (¢, N, A).

Lemma 6.4. Let M be a torus manifold with G1 X Ga-action, where G = SO(2l1)
is elementary and Go is a not necessary connected Lie-group. If M5O s con-
nected then Gy acts orientation preserving on N(MSO(QZI),M). Therefore Go

acts orientation preserving on M if and only if it acts orientation preserving on
NSO@l)

Proof. Let g € Gy, x € M9 and y = ga € MS9CH) | Because MSOCH) is
connected there is a orientation preserving SO(2l;)-invariant isomorphism

N (MO M) = N, (M5O, M),

Therefore g : N,,(MS9C1) M) — N, (MS©R1) M) induces an automorphism ¢ of
the SO(21;)-representation N, (MS9(1) M) which is orientation preserving if and
only if g is orientation preserving.

Because, by Lemma [3.4] N, (MSO(%), M) is just the standard real representa-
tion of SO(2l;), its complexification N,(M3°1) M) @p C is an irreducible com-
plex representation. Therefore, by Schur’s Lemma, there is a A € C — {0} such that
for all a € N,(MSOC1) M)

dla)@1=¢cla®l)=a® A\

This equation implies that A € R — {0} and ¢(a) = Aa. Therefore ¢ is orientation
preserving. (I

7. THE CASE G; = SO(2l; +1)

In this section we discuss actions of groups, which have a covering group, whose
action on M factors through G = G x Gy with Gy = SO(2l1 + 1) elementary. In
the case G1 = SO(3) we also assume #§F; = 1 or that the principal orbit type of
the SO(3)-action on M is given by SO(3)/SO(2).

It is shown that a torus manifold with G-action is a product of a sphere and a
torus manifold with Gs-action or the blow up along the fixed points of GG; is a fiber
bundle over a real projective space.

We assume that 77 = T N G is the standard maximal torus of Gj.

7.1. The G;-action on M.

Lemma 7.1. Let G = Gy x Gy with G = SO(2ly + 1), M a torus manifold with
G-action such that Gy is elementary. Ifly > 1 there is, by Lemmal3.3, a component
Ni of ﬂMiegl M; with N{ # (0. Ifly = 1 let Ny be a characteristic submanifold
belonging to §1. Then

(1) Ny is a component of MSOh),

(2) M =G1Ny.
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Proof. Let x € N{. Then, by Lemmas B.Il B4 and Remark B2, G1, = SO(2l,).
Let T5 be the maximal torus 7' N G2 of G3. On the tangent space of M in z we
have the SO(2l1) x Ta-representation

By Lemma Bl T5 acts trivially on Giz. Moreover, T acts almost effectively on
N, (G1z, M). Therefore it follows by dimension reasons that N,(Gix, M) splits as
a sum of complex one dimensional SO(2ly) x Ta-representations. If Iy > 1, SO(2l)
has no non-trivial one-dimensional complex representation. Therefore we have

(7.1) .M =@Viow,

where the V; are one-dimensional complex representations of 75 and W is the stan-
dard real representation of SO(21;).
If i, = 1 and #F1 = 2, then SO(2ly) acts trivially on N,(G1z, M) because
SO(3)/S0(2) is the principal orbit type of the SO(3)-action on M [3, p. 181].
If Iy =1 and #F1 = 1, then, by the discussion leading to Convention 3.5 SO(2)
acts trivially on N, (G1x, M). Therefore in these cases T, M splits as in (T.I)).
Because N, (G1x, M) is the tangent space of Ny in z the maximal torus T; of
G acts trivially on N;. Therefore N; is the component of M ™t which contains x.
Because T, Ny = (T, M)t = (TIM)SO(%)7 N is a component of MSO(2h),
Now we prove (2). Let y € Ny. Then there are the following possibilities:
o Gy =G
L] Gly = 5(0(211) X 0(1)) and dlmGly = 211
° Gly = 50(211) and dim Gly = 211
If g € G1 such that gy € Ny, then
gG1y971 = Glgy S {5(0(211) X 0(1)),50(211), Gl}

and
G1 ify € MG
S(0O(20) x O(1)) ify & MG,
Therefore G1yN Ny C S(O(211) x O(1))y contains at most two elements. If y is not
fixed by G, then one sees as in the proof of Lemma that G1y and N7 intersect
transversely in y.

Therefore G1(N; — NE1) is open in M — MS' by Lemma Because M
has codimension at least three, M — M1 is connected. But

G1 (Nl - Nlcl) =GNy N (M — MC)

g S NGlGly = {

is also closed in M — M&1. Hence,
M- M =Gy (N1 - Nlcl) =GNy — NC.
Therefore one sees as in the proof of Lemma that
M =GNy TI (MG1 - Nlcl) .
Because Gy N; and MG — NIGl are closed in M the statement follows. O

Corollary 7.2. If in the situation of Lemma[7.]] the G1-action on M has no fized
point in M, then M = SO(21;+1)/SO(2l1) x Ny or M = SO(211+1)/S0(2l1) Xz,
Nl, where ZQ = S(O(2ll) X O(l))/SO(2ll)

In the second case the Zo-action on Ny is orientation reversing.

Ifl; = 1 and #F1 = 1, then we have M = SO(2l1+1)/SO(2ly) xz, N1. Ifl; =1
and #§1 = 2, then we have M = SO(21; +1)/SO(2l1) x Ny.
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Proof. Let g € S(O(2l1) x O(1)) = Ng,SO(2l1). Then gN; is a component of
MS0Ch)  Because Ny ¢ M5O gN; only depends on the class
9S0(211) € S(O(2l1) x O(1))/SO(21y) = Zos.
Therefore there are two cases
(1) Thereis a g € S(O(2l1) x O(1)) such that gN7 # Nj.
(2) The submanifold Ny is S(O(2l;) x O(1))-invariant, i.e. gNy = N; for all
g € S(0(2l;) x O(1)).
If l; = 1 and #§1 = 1, then N; is the only characteristic submanifold of M
belonging to §1. Therefore only the second case occurs.
If I = 1 and #3F1 = 2, then there is a g1 € Ng,T1 such that N3 # g1 N;.
Therefore we are in the first case.
In general we have M = G1 X N1/ ~ with

(91,y1) ~ (92, ¥2)

e g1Y1 = 9292
o 95 1y = ye
= gglgl € S(0O(201) x O(1)) and gglglyl =1

In case (I]) the last statement is equivalent to
95 'g1 € SO(2h) and g3 " g1y1 = ya.

Therefore we get M = SO(2l; +1)/S0(2l;) x Ny.
In case ([2)) we have as in the proof of Corollary

M = SO(2l1 + 1) X.8(0(211)xO(1)) Ny = SO(2l1 + 1)/50(211) Xz, N1.

This equation implies that M is the orbit space of a diagonal Zs-action on SO(21; +
1)/SO(2l1) x N1. Because M is orientable this action has to be orientation preserv-
ing. But the Zs-action on SO(2{; +1)/SO(2l;) is orientation reversing. Therefore
the Zy-action on NV; is also orientation reversing. O

Corollary 7.3. In the situation of Lemma[71, M C Ny is empty or has codi-
mension one i Ni.

Proof. By Lemma [T} it is clear that M C N;. For y € MY consider the G
representation 7, M. Because N; is a component of M SO(h) | the restriction of
T,M to SO(2l;) equals the SO(2l;)-representation T,,M, where x € N{ .

Because, by Lemma B4, T, M is a direct sum of a trivial representation and
the standard real representation of SO(2{1) and T1 C SO(2l1), T, M is a sum of a
trivial and the standard real representation of SO(2l; 4+ 1) by [4] p. 167]. Therefore
MGt ¢ Ny has codimension one. O

7.2. Blowing up along M. As in section [ we discuss the question when a
manifold of the form given in Corollary [7.2]is a blow up.

If M is the blow up of M along M©1, then there is an equivariant embedding
of Pr(N (MG, M)) into M. Therefore the Gj-action on M has an orbit of type
SO(2l; +1)/S(0(2l;) x O(1)). This fact shows that M is of the form SO(2l; +
1)/50(2l1) %z, N; where Ny is the proper transform of N;. By Lemma L5, N,
and N; are Ga-equivariantly diffeomorphic. Because M1 has codimension one in
N1, the Zy-action on N; has a fixed point component of codimension one.

The following Lemma shows that these two conditions are sufficient.

Lemma 7.4. Let Ny be a torus manifold with Go-action. Assume that there are a
non-trivial orientation reversing action of Zo = S((O(211) x O(1))/SO(2l1)) on Ny,
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which commutes with the action of G2, and a closed codimension one submanifold
A of N1, on which Zs acts trivially.

Let E' = N(A, N1) equipped with the action of Go induced from the action on
N1 and the trivial action of Zs. Denote by W the standard real representation of
SO(2ly +1). Then:

(1) SO(2l1 +1)/S0O(2l1) xz, N1 is orientable.

(2) The normal bundle of SO(2l; + 1)/S(O(2l1) x O(1)) x A in SO(2l; +
1)/S0O(2l1) Xz, N1 is isomorphic to the tautological bundle over Pr(E' ®
W @ {0}).

The lemma guarantees together with the discussion at the end of section Ml that
one may remove SO(2l14+1)/5(0(211) x O(1)) x A from SO(2l14+1)/SO(2l1) Xz, N1
and replace it by A to get a torus manifold with G-action M such that MSOZh+1) —
A. The blow up of M along A is SO(2l; +1)/S(0(2ly)) Xz, Ni1.

Proof. The diagonal Zs-action on SO(2l; +1)/SO(2l;) x Nj is orientation preserv-
ing. Therefore SO(2l; +1)/SO(2ly) Xz, Ny is orientable.

The normal bundle of SO(211+1)/S(0(211)xO(1))x Ain SO(2l1+1)/SO(2l1) Xz,
Ny is given by SO(21; +1)/SO(2l1) xz, N(A, Ny).

Consider the following commutative diagram

SO +1)/50(2h) xz, N(4, N1) —— Pa(E' @ W) x E' @ W

SO +1)/S(0(2h) x O(1)) x A ———= Pa(E' @ W)

where the vertical maps are the natural projections and f, g are given by
f([RSO(2l1) : m]) = ([m ® hei], m ® hey)
and
9(hS(O(201) x O(1)), q) = [mq @ hei],
where e; € W — {0} is fixed such that for all ¢’ € SO(2l), ¢'e1 = e; and my # 0
some element of the fiber of E’ over g.

The map f induces an isomorphism of the normal bundle of SO(2l1)/S(0(211) x
O(1)) x A in SO(211)/SO(2l1) xz, N1 and the tautological bundle over Pr(E’ ®
W& {0}). O
Lemma 7.5. Ifly > 1, in the situation of Lemmal[71} then (. oz, M; = MSO(h)
has at most two components. It has two components if and only if M = S** x Ny.
Proof. If M = 52" x Ny, then (), ez, Mi = {N,S} x Ny, where N, S are the
north and the south pole of the sphere, respectively. Otherwise the blow up of
M along MSOCh+D) is given by S%1 xz, Ny, which is a fiber bundle over RP?1.

The characteristic submanifolds of S?* xz, Ny, which are permuted by W (G}), are
given by the preimages of the following submanifolds of RP?:

[RPEZI*2 ={(x1:@a: - :22-2:0:0: @941 : - Tay41) € RPQll}, i=1,...,1.

These characteristic submanifolds are also given by the proper transforms M; of
the characteristic submanifolds M; € §1 of M. Because

l1
(YRR ={(0:0:---:0: 1)},
=1

it follows that
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Therefore, with Lemma and Corollary [T.3]

ﬂ M, = Ny = MSOCw)
M; €31

follows. In particular (,, <~ M; is connected. (]

Lemma 7.6. Ifly = 1, in the situation of Lemma[71], then the following statements
are equivalent:

o M59?) has two components.
® #381=2.
o M = 52 X Nl.
Ifl; =1 and #§1 = 1, then M5°®?) s connected.

Proof. At first we prove that all components of M5°®) are characteristic subman-
ifolds of M belonging to §1. By Lemma [T N; is a characteristic submanifold of
M and a component of M59®) guch that GiN; = M. Therefore, if z € MSO(Z),
then there is a g € Ng, SO(2) such that g~ 'z € N;. This implies z € gN;. Because
gN7 is a characteristic submanifold belonging to §; and a component of MS9(2)
it follows that M5 is a union of characteristic submanifolds of M belonging to
S1-

Now assume that #F; = 1. Then we have M5°2) = N;. Therefore M5°? is
connected.

Now assume that M = SO(3)/SO(2) x N;. Then it is clear that M5°®) has
two components.

Now assume that M59®2) has two components. Because these components are
characteristic submanifolds belonging to §; it follows that #3§; = 2.

Now assume that #§1 = 2. If there is no Gp-fixed point then it follows from
Corollary [[2 that M = SO(3)/SO(2) x N;. Assume that there is a G1-fixed point
in M. Then the blow up of M along M % contains an orbit of type SO(3)/S(0(2) x
O(1)). Now Corollary [72 implies #§1 = 1. Therefore there is no G;-fixed point if
#81 =2. O

7.3. Admissible pairs. We are now in the position to state another classification
theorem. To do so, we use the following definition.

Definition 7.7. Let G = G; x Gy with G; = SO(2l; + 1). Then a pair (N, A)
with

e N atorus manifold with G X Zg-action such that the Zs-action is orientation-
reversing or trivial,

e A C N the empty set or a closed G2 X Zs-invariant submanifold of codi-
mension one, on which Zy acts trivially, such that if A # @, then Z5 acts
non-trivially on N,

is called admissible for (G,G1).
We say that two admissible pairs (N, A), (N’, A’) are equivalent if there is a
G2 X Zs-equivariant diffeomorphism ¢ : N — N’ such that ¢(A4) = A’.

Theorem 7.8. Let G = Gy x Gy with G = SO(2ly + 1). There is a one-to-one
correspondence between the G-equivariant diffeomorphism classes of torus manifolds
with G-actions such that G is elementary and equivalence classes of admissible

pairs for (G, Gy).

Proof. Let M be a torus manifold with G-action. If M, ez, Mi has two components
and l; > 1 or #F1 = 2 and l; = 1, then we assign to M the admissible pair ®(M) =
(N1,0), where Ny is a component of [, s M; or a characteristic submanifold
belonging to §1 in the case [y = 1. The action of Zs is trivial in this case.
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If ﬂMiesl M; is connected and I; > 1 or #§; = 1 and [; = 1, then we assign to

M the pair
(I)(M) _ ( ﬂ Mi,MSO(QllJ’_l)) )
M; €31
Because [ c5, Mi = MSOCh) there is a non-trivial action of

Zy = 5(0(21) x O(1))/S0(2L)

on ﬂM-;€31 Mi-

Now let (N, A) be a admissible pair for (G, G1). If the Zy-action on N is trivial,
we have A = ) and we assign to (V, () the torus manifold with G-action W((N, () =
S % N.

If the Zs-action on N is non-trivial, we assign to (N, A) the blow down W((N, A))
of SO(2l; +1)/50(2l1) Xz, N along SO(2l; +1)/S(0O(2l1) x O(1)) x A.

By Lemmal[Z.5] it is clear that this construction gives a one-to-one correspondence
between torus manifolds with G-action such that M, ez, Mi has two components
and I; > 1 and admissible pairs with trivial Zs-action. With Lemma [T.6 we see
that an analogous statement holds for [y = 1 and #F; = 2.

Now let (N, A) be an admissible pair such that Zs acts non-trivially on N. Then
the discussion after Lemma [7.4] shows that ®(¥((V, A))) is equivalent to (N, A).

If M is a torus manifold with G; x Gz-action such that G is elementary and
N1 = (Nps,e5, Mi is connected the blow up of M along MBSO+ g given by

SO(2l1 + 1)/50(2[1) Xz, Ni.
Therefore we find that U(®(M)) is equivariantly diffeomorphic to M. O

8. CLASSIFICATION

Here we use the results of the previous sections to state a classification of torus
manifolds with G-action. We do not consider actions of groups, which have SO(21;)
as an elementary factor, because as explained in section [B] these factors may be
replaced by SU(l;) x S'. We get the classification by iterating the constructions
given in Theorem [5.13] and Theorem [7.8

We illustrate this iteration in the case that all elementary factors of G are iso-
morphic to SU(l; + 1). Let G = H§:1 G; x T and M a torus manifold with
G-action such that all G; are elementary and isomorphic to SU(l; 4 1).

In Theorem we constructed a triple (11, N1, A1), which determines the G-
equivariant diffeomorphism type of M. Here IV; is a torus manifold with Hfﬁ G x
T'o-action. Therefore there is a triple (12, Na, A3) which determines the Hfﬁ G; x
TlU-equivariant diffeomorphism type of N1. Because No C N7 such that GoNo = N;
and A; is Ga-invariant we have Go(A4; N No) = A;. Therefore the G-equivariant
diffeomorphism type of M is determined by

(’lbl X 1/12, NQ, A1 n NQ, AQ)
Continuing in this manner leads to a triple
(1/)7 N7 (Ala ceey Ak))v

where ¢ € Hom (]_[f:1 S(U(1;) x U(1)), Tl“), N is a 2lp-dimensional torus manifold
and the A; are codimension two submanifolds of N or empty.

The iteration becomes more complicated if there are more than one elementary
factors of G isomorphic to SO(2l; +1). To illustrate what happens here, we discuss

the case G = G1 x Gy x T, where the G; are elementary and isomorphic to
SO(2l; + 1).
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Then, by Theorem [Z.8 there is an admissible pair (Ny, B;) for (G, G1) corre-
sponding to M, where Ny is a torus manifold with G5 x Tlo x (Z2)1-action. By
Lemmas and [.6] we have two cases

(1) leo(%) has two components.

(2) leo(%) is connected.

In the first case we have
Nl = 50(212 + 1)/50(212) X NQ,

where Nj is a 2lp-dimensional torus manifold. The action of (Z2); on N7 commutes
with the action of G x T'. Therefore the action of (Zy); on Ny splits as an product
of an action on SO(2ly + 1)/SO(2l2) and an action on N2. Because there is only
one non-trivial action of Zs on SO(2ly + 1)/SO(2l3) which commutes with the
action of SO(2ly + 1), the Gy x T x (Zy)i-equivariant diffeomorphism type of
N; is completely determined by a pair (Na,ai2), where No is equipped with the
action of T% x (Z3); and aja € {0, 1} is non-zero if and only if the (Z3);-action on
SO(2l3 +1)/S0O(2l3) is non-trivial.

In the second case the Gy x T*-equivariant diffeomorphism type of N; is deter-
mined by a pair (Na, B2), where Ny = NISO(%). Because N is (Z2)1-invariant in
this case, Ny is a torus manifold with 7% x (Z3); x (Zg)s-action, where (Zg)2 =
S(0O(2l2) x O(1))/S0(2l3). We put a1z = 0 in this case.

As in the case where there are only elementary factors isomorphic to SU(I; + 1),
one sees that the G x G x T'-equivariant diffeomorphism type of M is determined
by

(NQ, (N2 N Bl, BQ), a12).

There are some relations between ai1o and Bj. For example, if ajo = 1, then
there are no (Zs)1-fixed points in N7. Therefore B; has to be empty.

If there are more than two elementary factors of G isomorphic to SO(2l; + 1),
we have to introduce more numbers a;;. There are some relations between the a;;
coming from the fact that M is required to be orientable. This will be explained in
the proof of Lemma

8.1. Admissible 5-tuples. We use the following definition to make the above
constructions more formal.

Definition 8.1. Let G = Hle G; x G' with
- {SU(liJr 1) ifi<ko
" S0@L+1) ifi> ko
and kg € {0,...,k}. Then a 5-tuple
(¥, N, (Ai)i=1,...ko» (Bi)i=ko+1,....ks (@i ko +1<i<i<k)

with
(1) ¢ € Hom(I[;2, S(U (L) x U(1)), Z(G")) and i = s xv):
(2) N a torus manifold with G’ x Hf:kOH(Zg)i-action,

(3) A; C N the empty set or a G’ x Hf:koﬂ(Zg)i—invariant closed submanifold

of codimension two, on which im; acts trivially, such that if A; # (), then
kery; = SU(ly),

(4) B; C N the empty set or a G’ x Hf: ko+1(Z2)i-invariant closed submanifold
of codimension one, on which (Zs); acts trivially, such that if B; # ), then
the action of (Z3); on N is non-trivial,

(5) ai; € {0,1} such that

(a) if Qi3 = 1, then
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(i) the action of (Z2); on N is trivial,
(ii) ajx =0 for k> j,
(iii) B; =0,
(b) if the action of (Zz); on N is non-trivial, then it is orientation preserv-
ing if and only if Zj>i a;; is odd,

(c) if the action of (Z3); on N is trivial, then > ._ . a;; is odd or zero,

§>i
is called admissible for (G, Hle G;) if the A; and B; intersect pairwise transversely.

If G’ is a torus we also say that a 5-tuple is admissible for G instead of (G, Hle G;).
We say that two admissible 5-tuples

(0, N, (Ai)i=1,... ko (Bi)izko+1,.... ks (Gij ) ko+1<i<j<k)

and

(W', N, (AD)i=1,... ko (B)imko+1,....J» (55 ko+1<i<j<k)
are equivalent if
o Oy = if I; > 1 and ¢ = Y/ if I, = 1,
® a;j = ajj,
e thereis a G x [[F (Z2);-equivariant diffeomorphism ¢ : N — N’ such

i=ko+1
that ¢(4;) = A/ and $(B;) = B..

Remark 8.2. By Lemma[B.] two submanifolds A1, As of N satisfying the condition
(3) intersect transversely if and only if no component of 4; is a component of As.
By Lemma [B.4] two submanifolds A, By of N satisfying the conditions (3) and
(4), respectively, intersect always transversely.
By Lemma [B two submanifolds By, By of N satisfying the condition (4) in-
tersect transversely if and only if no component of B; is a component of Bs.

Lemma 8.3. Let G as above. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between
the equivalence classes of admissible 5-tuples

(¥, N, (Ai)i=1,... ko (Bi)i=ko+1,....k» (@i ) ko+1<i<j<k)
for (G, Hle G;) and the equivalence classes of admissible 5-tuples
(W' N, (A7)i=1,.. ko (B)imkot1,... k15 (@75 ) ko+1<i<j<h—1)
for (G, Hi':f G;) such that Gy, is elementary for the Gy x G'-action on N'.

Proof. At first assume that G, = SU (I +1). Let (¢, N, (4;)i=1,... k—1,0,0) be an
admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hf:_ll G;) such that Gy, is elementary for the Gy x G-
action on N.

Let (¢k, Nk, Ax) be the admissible triple for (G x G’, Gy), which corresponds
to N under the correspondence given in Theorem Then Ny is a submanifold
of N. By Lemma Bl A4;, i =1,...,k — 1, intersects N transversely. Therefore
Ni N A; has codimension 2 in Nj. Because A; = Gi(Ni N 4;), N N A; has no
component, which is contained in A or Ny N A;, j # 4. Therefore by

(¢ X Yr, Niy (A1 N Ny, o, Ag—1 0 Ny, Ag), 0,0)
an admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hle G;) is given.
Now let
(’lb X ’L/Jk, Nk, (Al, ceey Ak), (Z), @)
be an admissible 5-tuple for (é, Hle G;). Let Hy = G xim ¢, and Hy = S(U(Iy) X
U(1)) x im4y. Then, by Lemma BTl the blow down N of N = H, x g, Ni along
Hy/Hyx Ay, is a torus manifold with G x G’-action. By Lemmald3] F(Hox g, 4;) =
GrF(A;), i < k, are submanifolds of N satisfying the condition (3) of Definition [R11
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Because F(A;) and F(A;), i < j < k, have no components in common, Gy F(A4;)
and G, F(A;) intersect transversely. Therefore by

(Z/JaNa (GkF(Al); ) GkF(Akfl));w,w)

an admissible triple for (&, Hi.:ll G;) is given.

As in the proof of Theorem one sees that this construction leads to a one-
to-one-correspondence.

Now assume that G = SO(2l, + 1). Let

(8.1) (0, N, (A)i=1,... ko» (Bi)izko+1,....k—15 (Qij ) ko+1<i<j<k—1)

be an admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hf:_ll G;) such that G}, is elementary for the Gy, x
G’-action on N.

At first assume that, for the Gj-action on N, NS9(%) is connected. Let (Ny, By)
be the admissible pair for (G x G’, Gy) which corresponds to N under the corre-
spondence given in Theorem [Z.8l Then Ny is a submanifold of N which is invariant
under the action of G’ x Hf:kOH(Zg)i, where (Z2)r, = S(O(2l) x O(1))/SO(2ly).
For i < k, let a;;, = 0.

We claim that by

(8.2) (w,Nk, (Al N Nk, - ,Ako n Nk), (Bk0+1 M Nk, .. -aBk—l n Nk,Bk), (aij))

an admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hle G;) is given.

At first note that, for i = 1,...,k — 1, the A; and B; intersect N transversely
by Lemmas [B.1] and [B.4l Therefore A; N N, and B; N N;, has codimension two or
one, respectively, in Ng.

One sees as in the case Gy, = SU (I + 1) that the Ny N A; and Ny N B; intersect
pairwise transversely.

Now we verify the condition (&) of Definition [B1] for the 5-tuple (82)). By
Lemma [6.4] (Z2);, @ < k, acts orientation preserving on N if and only if it acts
orientation preserving on Nj. This proves (Bh) because (8.1)) is an admissible 5-
tuple and a;; = 0.

Because, by Lemma [T} GxN, = N, (Z2);, i < k, acts trivially on Ny if and
only if it acts trivially on N. This proves (Bd) and (5(a)il) because (Bd) and
hold for the admissible 5-tuple (81)) and a;; = 0.

Because a;;, = 0, (5(a)ii) and (b(a)iiil) are clear.

Now assume that N°9() is non-connected. Then, by Lemmas and [C6 we
have

N = SO(Qlk + 1)/50(21k) X Np.
In this case the (Zs);-action, i < k, on N commutes with the action of SO(2l; +1).
Therefore it splits in a product of an action on SO(2l) +1)/SO(2l)) and an action
on Nj. We put a;; = 1 if the (Z3);-action on SO(2l) + 1)/SO(2l)) is non-trivial
and a;; = 0 otherwise. Because there is only one non-trivial action of Zs on
SO(2l, + 1)/S0O(2l;), which commutes with the action of SO(2l; + 1), we may
recover the action of (Z3); on N from the action on Ny and a;.
We identify SO(2l)/SO(2l;) x Nj with Nj and equip it with the trivial action
of (Z2)r = S(O(2lg) x O(1))/SO(2l)). We claim that by

(83) (’L/J,Nk, (A1 M Nk, .. .,Ako N Nk), (Bko-i-l N Nk, - ;Bk—l M Nk,(b), (aij))

an admissible 5-tuple for (G, H§:1 G;) is given.

The conditions (3B) and (@) of Definition 8] and the transversality condition are
verified as in the previous cases.

Therefore we only have to verify condition (Bl). Because the non-trivial Zs-action
on SO(2l, +1)/SO(2ly) is orientation reversing, the (Zz);-action, ¢ < k on N}, has
the same orientation behavior as the action on N if and only if the (Z2);-action on
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SO(2l, +1)/SO(2l) is trivial. By the definition of a;, this is the case if and only
if a;r = 0. Therefore (Gh) follows because (8] is an admissible 5-tuple and (Z2)g
acts trivially on Ng.

If the (Zs);-action on Ny is trivial and non-trivial on SO(2l 4+ 1)/SO(2l}), then
the (Z2);-action on N is orientation reversing. Therefore .. ; a;; is odd.

The (Zz);-actions on Ny and SO(2l), + 1)/SO(2l}) are trivial if and only if the
(Z2);-action on N is trivial. Therefore ij. a;j is odd or trivial. This verifies (Bd).

If there is a j < i such that a;; = 1, then (Z2); acts trivially on N because the

admissible 5-tuple (B1)) satisfies (5(a)i). Therefore a;; = 0. This proves (5(a)ii).
If the (Zz);-action on SO(2l) +1)/SO(2ly) is non-trivial the action on N has no

fixed points. Therefore B; = (). This proves (5(a)iii). The property (5(a)i) is clear.
Now let

(’L/J, Nk, (Al, ey Ako); (Bko-i-l’ ey Bk), (aij))
be an admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hle G;). At first assume that (Zy) acts non-
trivially on Nj. Then the blow down N of N = SO(2l;+41)/SO(21.) X (z,), N along
SO(2ly; +1)/SO(2lk) X (z,), By is a torus manifold with Gy, x G’ x [V} | (Za);-
action. As in the case Gy, = SU(l;; + 1) one sees that

(U, N, (GeF (A1), ..., GpF(Apo)), (GRF (Big+1)s - -+ Gr—1F (By—-1)), (aiz))

is an admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hf;ll G,).
If (Z2)k acts trivially on Ng, then put

N = SO(Qlk + 1)/50(2%) X Np.

Here (Z2);, i < k, acts by the product action of the non-trivial Zs-action on
SO(2l, + 1)/SO(2l;) and the action on Ny, if a;; = 1. Otherwise (Z2); acts by
the product action of the trivial action on SO(2l; + 1)/SO(2l;) and the action on
Nyi. Now by

(¥, N, (SO(2l), +1)/SO2L) x A1), ..., SO2l), +1)/SO(21k) x Ag,),
(SO(21y, +1)/SO(21}) X Brys1, .-, SO02ls +1)/SO(2lk) x Bi_1), (aij))

an admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hi.:ll G;) is given.
As in the proof of Theorem [Z.§ one sees that this construction leads to a one-to-
one-correspondence. O

Let G =[], Gi x T" and
(¥, M, (A3), (Bi), (aij))

be an admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hf;ll G;) such that G}, is an elementary factor of
HiZk G x T" for the action on M. Furthermore, let

(¥, N, (A7), (Bj), (ai;))

be the admissible 5-tuple for (G, Hi;l G;) corresponding to (¢, M, (4;), (B;), (asj)).
Then the following lemma shows that G;, i > k, is an elementary factor of [ [, , G x
T for the action on M if and only if it is an elementary factor of Hi>k+1 Gi x Th
for the action on N.

Lemma 8.4. Let G = G1 x G' x G", M a torus manifold with G-action and
N a component of an intersection of characteristic submanifolds of M, which is
G1 X G'-invariant and contains a T-fized point x such that Gy acts non-trivially on

N. Furthermore, assume that G" is a product of elementary factors for the action
on M.
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Then N is a torus mam’fgld with G1 x G' x T -action for some ly > 0 and G1
is an elementary factor of G, with respect to the action on M, if and only if it is
an elementary factor of Gy x G' x T, with respect to the action on N.

Proof. Assume that G; is an elementary factor for one of the two actions on M
and N. Then G is isomorphic to a simple group or Spin(4). If G is simple and
not isomorphic to SU(2) then the statement is clear.

Therefore there are two cases G1 = SU(2), Spin(4).

If 2 is not fixed by Gy, then Gy = SU(2) is elementary for both actions on N
and M by Lemma Bl Therefore we may assume that + € NG ¢ M. Then
there is a bijection

SmM — SzN HSﬁv
where

Fxm = {characteristic submanifolds of M containing x},
Fn = {characteristic submanifolds of N containing x},
3% = {characteristic submanifolds of M containing N}.

This bijection is compatible with the actions of the Weyl-group of G,.

At first assume that G; = SU(2) is elementary for the action on M but not for
the action on N. Then there is another simple factor Gy = SU(2) of G; x G’ x T'°
such that G; X G5 is elementary for the action on N. At first assume that G5 is
elementary for the action on M.

Let w; € W(G;), i = 1,2, be generators. Then there are two non-trivial W (G x
Go)-orbits F1, 82 in §zar. We have:

o #5, =2,1=1,2,
e w;, 1= 1,2, acts non-trivially on §; and trivially on the other orbit.

But because, G; x G5 is elementary for the action on NN, there is exactly one
non-trivial W(G1 x Ga)-orbit §; in F,n. We have:

o #3) =2,
e w;, i = 1,2, acts non-trivially on §;.
This is a contradiction.

If G5 is not elementary, then G5 is a simple factor of an elementary factor. In
this case the action of W(G1 x G2) on F.n behaves as in the first case. Therefore
we also get a contradiction in this case.

Under the assumption that G; = Spin(4) is elementary for the action on M a
similar argument shows that G is elementary for the action on N.

Therefore G; is elementary for the action on N if it is elementary for the action
on M.

If GG; is elementary for the action on N but not elementary for the action on
M, then it is a simple factor of an elementary factor G} # Gy of G or a product
Gl x GY of elementary factors G and G of G. But because G is a product of
elementary factors, it contains all elementary factors of G which have non-trivial
intersection with G”. Because G; is not contained in G”, it follows that G}, G,
and GY% are subgroups of G7 x G’. Therefore, by the above argument, G} or G
and G% are elementary for the action on N. Because elementary factors can not
contain each other we get a contradiction to the assumption that GG; is elementary
for the action on N. O

Recall from section Bl that if M is a torus manifold with G-action, then we may
assume that all elementary factors of G are isomorphic to SU(Il; + 1), SO(2l; + 1)
or SO(2l;). That means G = [[SU(l; + 1) x [[SOQ2l; + 1) x [[SO(2l;) x T.
Because, as described in section[6l we may replace elementary factors isomorphic to
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SO(21;) by SU(l;) x S*, the following theorem may be used to construct invariants
of torus manifolds Wlth G-action. By Theorem [6.3] these invariants determine the
G-equivariant diffeomorphism type of simply connected torus manifolds with G-
action.

Theorem 8.5. Let G = Hle G; x T with

S0l +1) ifi> ko

and ko € {0,...,k}. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between the equiv-
alence classes of admissible 5-tuples for G and the G-equivariant diffeomorphism
classes of torus manifolds with G-action such that all G; are elementary.

Proof. This follows from Lemma and Lemma [B4] by induction. O

Using Lemma 2.8 and Theorem we get the following result for quasitoric
manifolds.

Theorem 8.6. Let G = Hle G x T with G; = SU(l; +1). Then there is a one-
to-one correspondence between the equivalence classes of admissible 5-tuples for G

of the form
(¢, N, (Ai)1<i<k,0,0)

with N quasitoric and A;, 1 < i < k, connected and the é-equivam’ant diffeomor-
phism classes of quasitoric manifolds with G-action.

Remark 8.7. Remark and Theorem [5.15] lead to a similar result for torus man-
ifolds with G-actions whose cohomologies are generated by their degree two parts.

Corollary 8.8. Let G = Hf;l G xTh with G; elementary and M a torus manifold
with G-action. Then M /G has dimension lo + #{G;; G; = SO(2l;)}.

Proof. At first we discuss the case, where all elementary factors of G are isomorphic
to SO(2l; + 1) or SU(l; + 1), i.e. #{G;; G; = SO(2l;)} = 0. By Lemma [£7]
replacing M by the blow up M of M along the fixed points of G1 does not change
the orbit space. Therefore, by Corollaries[5.6l and [[.2] we have up to finite coverings

M/G = (M/Gy)/(J] Gi x T') = (M /G1) /(][ Gi x T")

i>2 i>2

= ((Ho xm, N1)/G0)/(J[ Gi x T") = Ny /(][ Gi x T"),

i>2 i>2

where Nj is the [[;5, G x T'-manifold from the admissible 5-tuple for (G, G1)
corresponding to M. Here Hy, H, are defined as in Lemma F3if G, = SU(l; +1).
If Gy = SO(2l1 + 1), we have Hy = SO(2l; + 1) and H; = S(O(2l1) x O(1)).

By iterating this argument we find that M/G = N/T'" up to finite coverings,
where N is the T*-manifold from the admissible 5-tuple for G corresponding to M.

Now we study the case I, = #{G;; G; = SO(2l;)} # 0. As discussed in section[d]
the orbits of the G-action on M do not change if we replace an elementary factor
isomorphic to SO(2l;) by SU(l;) x S*. Therefore this replacement does not change
the dimension of the orbit space. But it increases Iy by one, and decreases I, by
one. Therefore the statement follows by induction on IJ. (I
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8.2. Applications. Now we apply our classification results to special cases. We
first discuss the case, where M is a torus manifold with G-action such that G is
semi-simple and H*(M;Z) is generated by its degree two part.

Corollary 8.9. If G is semi-simple and M is a torus manifold with G-action such
that H*(M;Z) is generated by its degree two part, then
k
G=][sv+1)
i=1
and

k
M=]]cP",
i=1
where each SU(l; + 1) acts in the usual way on CP'% and trivially on CP%, j # i.

Proof. By Lemma 28 and Remark 29 all elementary factors of G are isomorphic
to SU(l; + 1). Because G is semi-simple, there is only one admissible 5-tuple for
G, namely (const, pt,®,D,0). It corresponds to a product of complex projective
spaces. O

Next we discuss torus manifolds M with G-action such that dim M/G < 1. With
Theorem [RF we recover the following two results of S. Kuroki [13}, [T1]:

Corollary 8.10. Let M be a simply connected torus manifold with G-action such
that M is a homogeneous G-manifold. Then M is a product of even-dimensional
spheres and complex projective spaces.

Proof. By Corollary B8 the center of G is zero-dimensional. Moreover, all ele-
mentary factors of G are isomorphic to SU(l; + 1) or SO(2l; + 1). Therefore the
admissible 5-tuple corresponding to M is given by

(const, pt, 0,0, (ai;)),
where the a;; € {0,1} are unknown. In particular, no elementary factor of G has

a fixed point in M. Therefore, by Corollaries and [[2] M splits into a direct
product of complex projective spaces and even dimensional spheres. U

Corollary 8.11. If the G-action on the simply connected torus manifold M has an
orbit of codimension one, then M is the projectivication of a complex vector bundle
or a sphere bundle over a product of complex projective spaces and even-dimensional
spheres.

Proof. By Corollary B8 we may assume that there is a covering group G = S* x
[I; Gi of G with G; elementary and G; = SU(l; + 1) or G; = SO(2l; + 1). We
assume that the G; are sorted in such a way that
e G; =50(2l; + 1) and G; has no fixed point in M if i < ko,
e G, =SU(l; +1) and G; has no fixed point in M if ko + 1 < i < ky,
o G, =SU(l; +1),50(2]; + 1) and G; has fixed points in M if i > ki + 1,
where ko < k1 are some constants.
By Corollaries and [[.2] we know that M is of the form
ko
M = HS% X Hokg+1 X Hiko+1 (Hoko+2 X Hygg 42 (.- (How, Xm,,, M')...)),
i=1
where
Ho; = SU(l; + 1) x im 1y,
Hy; =S(U; +1) x U(1)) x im;,
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for i = ko +1,...,k;, and M’ is a torus manifold with G’-action, where G’ =
[lisk, 1 Gi x S

Because the action of Hy; on Hyj, j > ¢, is trivial and the actions of the Hy; on
M’ commute, M may be written as

k:g kl
M:Hs%‘ X ( H Hoi X1, M’) .
=1

i=ko+1

Therefore M is a fiber bundle over a product of even dimensional spheres and
complex projective spaces with fiber M’.

Let (1, N',(A;), (Bi), (ai;)) be the admissible 5-tuple for G’ corresponding to
M'. Because dim N’ = 2 and all G;, ¢ > k1, have fixed points in M’, we have

N' =52, A #£0, B; # 0.

Because the S'-action on S? has only two fixed points, N and S, there are at
most two elementary factors isomorphic to SU(I; + 1). The orientation reversing
involutions of S? which commute with the S'-action and have fixed points are
given by “reflections” at S'-orbits. Therefore there is at most one elementary
factor isomorphic to SO(2l; 4+ 1). If there is such a factor then there is at most one
G; isomorphic to SU(l; + 1) because N is mapped to S by such a reflection. Let

sswayx vy v (3 0)ve (U@L eUW),

Then we have the following admissible 5-tuples:

| G’ | 5-tuple | M’ |
ST (0,5%,0,0,0) 52
St x SU(ly +1) (671,52, {N},0,0) CPhtl
( iﬁ:17827 {]\[7 S},@,@) 52l1+2
ST x SO(2l; +1) (0,5%,0,St,0) CRURS
SUx SU(lL +1) x SU(Ia +1) | (¢51¢a ', 82, ({N},{S}),0,0) | CPFE+T
ST x SU(I; + 1) x SO(2l5 + 1) (671, 8%, {N, S}, ST, 0) 52242

Therefore the statement follows. O

Now we turn to the case, where M is a torus manifold with G-action such that
G is semi-simple and has exactly two elementary factors G1,Go. We start with a
discussion of the case, where G1 X G # SO(2l1) x SO(2l3).

Corollary 8.12. Let G = G1xGs # 50(211)x SO(2l2) with G1 and Gy elementary
of rank l1,1ls, respectively, and M a torus manifold with G-action. Then M is one
of the following:

CP" x CP",CP" x 872,871 x §%2 §2h xz, ST, 31 %z, S312, G20 F20,

Here S! denotes the l-sphere together with the Zo-action generated by the antipodal
map and S the l-sphere together with the Zs-action generated by a reflection at a
hyperplane.

Furthermore, the G-actions on these spaces is unique up to equivariant diffeo-
morphism.

Proof. First assume that G1, G2 # SO(2l). Then we have the following possibilities
for the admissible 5-tuple of M:
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| G | Gs | 5-tuple | M |
SU(l; +1) | SU(ly+1) | (const,pt,0,0,0) | CP x CP"
SU(l; +1) | SO2lz +1) | (const,pt,0,0,0) [ CPh x 5%
SO2l, +1) | SOl +1) | (0,pt,0,0,a12 =0) | 5% x S22
(@, pt,0,0,a12 = 1) S%ll X7 Sflz

If Gy = SU(l4 + 1) and G = SO(2l2), then, by Corollary B.6 there is one
admissible triple for (G, G1) namely (const, S, (}). It corresponds to CPh x S22

Now assume that G; = SO(2l; + 1) and G2 = SO(2l2). Let (N, B) be the
admissible pair for (G, G1) corresponding to M. Then, by Corollary B.6l we have
N = 8?2 Up to equivariant diffeomorphism there are two orientation reversing
involutions on S22 which commute with the action of G5, the anti-podal map and
a reflection at an hyperplane in R?2*+1, Therefore we have four possibilities for M:

21 21 201 +21 21 21 21 21
S2h G2 G2hit2 G2, G2 G2y, G2la
O

For the discussion of the case G x Ga = SO(211) x SO(2l2) we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 8.13. Let G = SO(2l1) x S* and M a simply connected torus manifold
with G-action such that SO(2ly) is an elementary factor of G and S acts effectively
on M and MS" has codimension two in M.

Then M is equivariantly diffeomorphic to #;(S? x S?1); or §21+2,

Here the action of G on S*''12 is given by the restriction of the usual SO(20;+3)-
action to G. The action of G on S? x S211 is the product action of the usual action
of S* and SO(21y) on S? and S*+, respectively. Moreover, the connected sums are
equivariant.

Proof. As described in section[f, we may replace G by SU(I1)x SxS'. Let (¢, N, A)
be the admissible triple corresponding to M. Then 1 is completely determined by
the discussion in section Bl and A = N5 = M5V Furthermore S and S! act
effectively on N. All components of N¥ and N° " have codimension two in N.

By Lemma [B.I7, N is simply connected.

Denote by M the blow up of M along A. Because all T-fixed points of M are
contained in A we have [;#M7T = #M7T. On the other hand, M is a fiber bundle
with fiber N over CP"~1. Therefore we have ll#Nstl =#MT.

From this #M7T = #NSXS1 follows.

Because S and S! act both effectively on N such that their fixed point sets
have codimension two, it follows from the classification of simply connected four-
dimensional T2?-manifolds given in [20, p. 547,549] that the T-equivariant diffeo-
morphism type of N is determined by #M7 and that #M7 is even.

Therefore the S x S x SU (I )-equivariant diffeomorphism type of M is uniquely
determined by #M7T = x(M). Tt follows from Theorem [63] that the SO(21;) x S*-
equivariant diffeomorphism type of M is uniquely determined by x(M). Because

M — k(8% x 8%y, ifk>1
S CEEE it k=0

possesses an action of G and X(My) = 2k + 2, the statement follows. (I

Corollary 8.14. Let G = SO(2l1) x SO(2ly) and M a simply connected torus
manifold with G-action such that SO(2l1), SO(2l3) are elementary factors of G.
Then M is equivariantly diffeomorphic to #;(S% x S?2); or M = §?1+2l2,
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Here the action of G on S?''+2 is given by the restriction of the usual SO(2l; +
2l5 + 1)-action to G. The action of G on St x S22 is the product action of the
usual action of SO(2l1) and SO(2l3) on St and S?'2, respectively. Moreover, the
connected sums are equivariant.

Proof. As described in section B, we may replace G by SU(I1) x S x SO(2ly). Let
(1, N, A) be the admissible triple for (SU(l;) x S x SO(2l3), SU(l1)) corresponding
to M. Then 1 is completely determined by the discussion in sectionBland A = N*.
Furthermore, S acts effectively on N such that N° has codimension two.

By LemmalB.I7 N is simply connected. Therefore, by LemmalR.I3] the equivari-
ant diffeomorphism-type of N is uniquely determined by x(N) € 2Z. Because all
other parts of the triple (¢, N, A) are determined by the discussion in section [6] and
the equivariant diffeomorphism type of N, it follows that the equivariant diffeomor-
phism type of M is determined by x(N). Let T5 be the maximal torus TN SO(2l2)
of SO(2l3). Then as in the proof of Lemma 813 one sees that

X(M) = #M" = #N>T = x(N).

Therefore the equivariant diffeomorphism type of M is uniquely determined by
X(M) € 2Z. Because

Mo — #h (S x S22, if k> 1
FT) st itk =0

possesses an action of G and x(My) = 2k + 2, the statement follows. O

At the end of this section we give a classification of four dimensional torus
manifolds with G-action.

Corollary 8.15. Let M be a four dimensional torus manifold with G-action, G a
non-abelian Lie-group of rank two. Then M is one of the following

CP?, CP!' x CP!, S*, 8% xy, S?, S? xz, S5

or a S%-bundle over CP'. Here S? denotes the two-sphere together with the Zo-
action generated by the antipodal map and S3 the two-sphere together with the
Zo-action generated by a reflection at a hyperplane.

Proof. Let G be a covering group of G. Then there are the following possibilities
using Convention

G = SU(3), SU(2) x SU(2), SU(2) x S*,
SU(2) x SO(3), SO(3) x SO(3), SO(3) x S*, Spin(4).

If G = Spin(4), we replace it by SU(2) x S as before.
Then we have the following admissible 5-tuples:
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| G | 5-tuple | M
SU(3) (const, pt, 0,0, 0) CcP?
SU(2) x SU(2) | (const,pt,0,0,0) CPl xcP!
SU(2) x St (1, 5%,0,0,0) S2-bundle over CP?!
(16, 52, N, 0, 0) cp?
(1, 52, {N, S}, 0,0) g
SU(2) x SO(3) | (const,pt,d,0,0) CP! x S
SO(-?)) X SO(g) ((D, pt, (Z), @, ajp = 1) S12 X7 S12
((Z),pt,(Z),(Z],alg :0) 52 X 52
SO(3) x ST (0,5%,0,0,0) 52 x §?
(0,5%,0,0,0) S? xz, S?
(0,5%,0,0,0) S? xz, 53
(0,52,0,S*,0) 54
Here 1) is a group homomorphism S(U(1) x U(1)) — S*. O

APPENDIX A. LIE-GROUPS
Lemma A.1. Letl > 1. Then S(U(I) x U(1)) is a maximal subgroup of SU(I+1).

Proof. Let H be a subgroup of SU(I + 1) with S(U(l) x U(1)) C H C SU( +1).

Because S(U(l) x U(1)) is a maximal connected subgroup of SU(l + 1) the
identity component of H has to be S(U(l) x U(1)). Therefore H is contained in
the normalizer of S(U(l) x U(1)). Because I > 1,

NsuarnSU) x U(1)/SU1) x U(1))
= (SU(I+1)/SU(1) x U(1)))*CO*TD) — (cpt
is just one point. Therefore H = S(U(l) x U(1)) follows. O

)S(U(l)xU(l))

Lemma A.2. Let ¢ : S(U(l) x U(1)) = St be a non-trivial group homomorphism
and

Ho=SU(+1) xS,

Hy=SU(l) xU(1)) x S,

Hy ={(9,%(9)),9 € SW(I) x U(1))}.
Then Hy is the only connected proper closed subgroup of Hy, which contains Ho
properly.
Proof. Let Hy C H C Hy be a closed connected subgroup. Then we have

rank Hy > rank H > rank Hy = rank Hy — 1.
At first assume that rank H = rank Hy. Then we have by [I8| p. 297]
H=H' x5,

where H' is a connected subgroup of maximal rank of SU(l 4+ 1). Let w1 : Hy —
SU(l + 1) the projection to the first factor. Because H' = m(H) D m(Hs2) =
S(U()xU(1)) and S(U(1) x U(1)) is a maximal connected subgroup of SU(l+ 1),
we have by Lemma [A.T] that H = H; or H = H,.

Now assume that rank H = rank Hy. Then there is a non-trivial group homo-
morphism H — S'. Therefore locally H is a product H’ x S, where H' is a simple
group which contains SU(I) as a maximal rank subgroup. By [2| p. 219], we have

H' = E;, Es, G2, SU(l).

If H = SU(l), then we have H = Hjy. Therefore we have to show that the other
cases do not occur.
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|l |dimHy | dimH' xS' |
8] 81 [dimE;xSt=134
9] 100 |dimFEgx St =249
3] 16 [ dimGyxS'=15

Therefore the first two cases do not occur. Because there is no Ga-representation
of dimension less than seven, the third case does not occur. [l

Lemma A.3. Let T be a torus and 1,12 : S(U(l) x U(1)) = T be two group
homomorphisms. Furthermore, let, for i =1,2,
Hi ={(g,%i(9)) € SU(+ 1) xT;9 € S(U(I) x U(1))}
be the graph of ;.
(1) If 1 > 1, then Hy and Hs are conjugated in SU(l + 1) x T if and only if

Y1 = .
(2) If 1l = 1, then Hy and Hs are conjugated in SU(l + 1) x T if and only if
P =5

Proof. At first assume that H; and Hy are conjugated in SU(l + 1) x T. Let
g € SU(l+1) x T such that

H1 = g/Hgglil.

Because T is contained in the center of SU(I + 1) x T, we may assume that ¢’ =
(9,1) e SU(I+1) x {1}. Let my : SU(I+1) x T — SU(l + 1) be the projection on
the first factor. Then:
S(U(l) x U1)) = m(Hy) = gmi(Ha)g~" = gS(U() x U(1))g~".
By Lemma [AT] it follows that
S(U() x U(1)) if1>1
€N, S(UI)xU((1)) =
9 € Nsu@+1)S(U() x U(1)) {NSU(Q)S(U(l) CU() =1

Now for h € S(U(I) x U(1)) we have
(h7 ’l/)l(h)) = g/(gilh’gv wl(h))g/il'
Now (g~ thg,1(h)) lies in Hy. Therefore we may write:
9' (97 hg, 1 (h)g' ™" = g'(97 " hg, a9~ hg))g' ™" = (h,vba(g™ ' hg))
If I > 1 we have
U297 hg) = 1a(g) " ba(R)1ba(g) = wa(h).

Otherwise we have
Va9~ hg) = o (h) = o (h)*".

The other implications are trivial. Therefore the statement follows. O

Lemma A.4. Letl > 1. Spin(2l) is a mazimal connected subgroup of Spin(21+1).
Its normalizer consists out of two components.

Proof. By |2 p. 219], Spin(2l) is a maximal connected subgroup of Spin(2l + 1).
Nepin(ar+1)Spin(20) /Spin(20) = (Spin(2l + 1)/Spin(21))*""*) = (52

consists out of two points. Therefore the second statement follows. O

Spin(21)

Lemma A.5. Let G be a Lie-group, which acts on the manifold M. Furthermore,
let N C M be a submanifold. If the intersection of Gx and N is transverse in x
for all x € N, then GN s open in M.
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Proof. We will show that f: G x N — M, (h,z) — hx is a submersion. Because
a submersion is an open map, it follows that GN = f(G x N) is open in M. For
g € G, let

ly:GXN—=-GxN
(h, z) = (gh, z)
and
l/g M — M
T > g
Then we have for all g € G
f=1Uofol, .
Now for (g,z) € G x N we have
Diga)f = Dalg Diea)f Digaylg—s-

Because G and N intersect transversely in z, the differential D, ;) f is surjective.
Because [y, [4-1 are diffeomorphisms, it follows that Dy, . f is surjective. Therefore
f is a submersion. (I

APPENDIX B. GENERALITIES ON TORUS MANIFOLDS

Lemma B.1. Let M be a torus manifold and My, ..., M}, pairwise distinct char-
acteristic submanifqlds of M with N = MyN---NMy # 0. Then each M; intersects
transversely with ﬂ;;ll M;. Therefore N is a submanifold of M with codim N = 2k

and dim(\(My), ..., \(My)) = k. Furthermore, N is the union of some components
of MMM X(M))

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on k. Let k > 1 and x € N. Then we
have

k
.M = (T.M; & PV;,
i=1 j

where the V; are one-dimensional complex (A(M7), ..., A(My))-representations. Since
the M; have codimension two in M, each A\(M;) acts non-trivially on exactly one
V.
If codim ﬂle T M; < 2k, then there are iy and iz, such that V;, =V, . There-
fore

Ty M;, = TyM;, = T, MMM ) AM:)
has codimension two.

Since (A(M;, ), A(M;,)) has dimension two, it does not act almost effectively on
M. This is a contradiction. Therefore ﬂle T, M; has codimension 2k. By induc-
tion hypothesis ﬂi.:ll M, is a submanifold of codimension 2k — 2 and T, ﬂi.:ll M, =
ﬂf;ll T,M;. Thus, M} and ﬂf;ll M; intersect transversely. Therefore N is a sub-
manifold of M of codimension 2k.

If (\(M), ..., A(My)) has dimension smaller than k then the weights of the V;
are linear dependent. Therefore there is (a1, ...,ax) € Z¥ — {0}, such that

C=V"®- - V",
where C denotes the trivial (A(My), ..., A(My))-representation. This gives a con-
tradiction because each A(M;) acts non-trivially on exactly one V.

Because (A\(M1),...,A\(My,)) has dimension k, MMMy AMMe) has dimension
at most 2n—2k. But N is contained in M M1)»AMe)) and has dimension 2n—2k.
Therefore it is the union of some components of M AM1):--A(Mk)) O
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Lemma B.2. Let M be a torus manifold of dimension 2n and N a component
of the intersection of k(< m) characteristic submanifolds My, ..., My of M with
NT £ 0. Then N is a torus manifold. Moreover, the characteristic submanifolds
of N are given by the components of intersections of characteristic submanifolds
M; # My, ..., My of M with N, which contain a T'-fixed point.

Proof. Let M; # M,..., My be a characteristic submanifold of M with (M; N
N)T # (). Then, by Lemma [BI] each component of M; N N which contains a
T-fixed point has codimension two in N. That means that they are characteristic
submanifolds of V.

Now let N; C N be a characteristic submanifold and x € N{. Then we have

T, M = T,Ny & Vo & N, (N, M)

as T-representations with Vj a one dimensional complex T-representation. Let M;
be the characteristic submanifold of M, which corresponds to V;. Then N; is the
component of the intersection M; N N, which contains x. (I

Lemma B.3. Let M be a 2n-dimensional torus manifold and T’ a subtorus of
T. If N is a component of MT' | which contains a T-fized point x, then N is a
component of the intersection of some characteristic submanifolds of M.
Proof. By Lemmal[B.1] the intersection of the characteristic submanifolds My, ... My,
is a union of some components of M A1), A(Mg))

Therefore we have to show that there are characteristic submanifolds My, ..., My
of M such that

T.N=T,(Min---NMy).

There are n characteristic submanifolds M, ..., M,, which intersect transversely in
x. Therefore we have

TuM = Ny(M1, M) @ - -+ @ Ny(Mn, M).

We may assume that there is a 1 < k < n such that T” acts trivially on N, (M;, M)
for ¢ > k and non-trivially on N, (M;, M) for ¢ < k. Then we have

;N = (TIM)T/ :NI(MkJrlaM)@"'EBNI(MnaM):Tm (Mlﬁ"'ka)'
O

Lemma B.4. Let M be a torus manifold with T™ X Zs-action, such that Zo acts
non-trivially on M. Furthermore, let B C M be a submanifold of codimension one
on which Zs acts trivially and N the intersection of characteristic submanifolds
My,...,My of M. Then B and N intersect transversely.

Proof. Let © € BN N then we have the (A\(M1),..., A\(My)) X Zo-representation
T,M. It decomposes as the sum of the eigenspaces of the non-trivial element of
Zo. Because B has codimension one the eigenspace to the eigenvalue —1 is one
dimensional. Because the irreducible non-trivial torus representations are two-
dimensional, we have

T,N = (TIM)O\(Ml),---«\(Mk» _ T1M<,\(Ml) ..... MMy)) XZ2 g, NI(B,M)()\(MI) ,,,,, A(My))
= T, M A MM Y22 gy N (B M).

That means that the intersection is transverse. (|

Lemma B.5. Let M?" be a (Z2)1 % (Zs2)2-manifold such that (Zs); acts non-trivially

on M. Furthermore, let B; C M, i = 1,2, be closed connected submanifolds of

codimension one such that (Zs); acts trivially on B;. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(1) By, By intersect transversely
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(2) By # By
(3) (Za)1 X (Z2)a acts effectively on M or By N By =0

Proof. Denote by V; the non-trivial real irreducible representation of (Z3);. Let x €
By N By. Then for the (Z2)1 X (Zz2)a-representation T, M there are two possibilities:

R 1o Vi@ Vs

T.M =
R 2@V, @ Vs

In the first case B;, i = 1,2, is the component of M (%2)1%(Z2)> containing x and
(Z2)1 % (Z2)2 acts non-effectively on M. In the second case (Z2)1 X (Za)2 acts
effectively on M and Bj, Bs intersect transversely in x.

All conditions given in the lemma imply that we are in the second case or B N
By = (). Therefore they are equivalent. O

Remark B.6. Lemmas [B.1] [B.4] also hold if we do not require that a characteristic
manifold contains a T-fixed point.
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