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AN UPPER BOUND FOR THE RATIONAL TOPOLOGICAL
COMPLEXITY OF A FAMILY OF ELLIPTIC SPACES

SAID HAMOUN, YOUSSEF RAMI, AND LUCILE VANDEMBROUCQ

AssTrRACT. In this work, we show that, for any simply-connected elliptic space S
admitting a pure minimal Sullivan model with a differential of constant length,
we have TCy(S) < 2cat((S) + x.(S) where x,(S) is the homotopy characteristic.
This is a consequence of a structure theorem for this type of models, which is
actually our main result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let S be a path-connected topological space. In his work [4], M. Farber in-
troduced the notion of topological complexity of S denoted by TC(S). This is a
homotopy invariant defined as the least integer m for which the map evq; : S1%! —
S xS, A — (10),A(1)) admits m + 1 local continuous sections s; : U; — SO
where {U,}i=0.... m is a family of open subsets covering S x §. If S is a simply-
connected space of finite type and Sy is its rationalization, then the rational topo-
logical complexity of S, denoted and defined by TCy(S) := TC(Sp), provides a
lower bound for TC(S). Through rational homotopy techniques, TCg can be ex-
pressed in terms of Sullivan models ([2], [3]) in the same spirit as catg, the rational
Lusternik—Schnirelmann category, was characterized by Félix and Halperin [6]].
Recall that a Sullivan model of S (model for short) is a commutative differential
graded algebra (AV, d) which contains all the information on the rational homotopy
type of S. In particular, H*(S; Q) = H*(AV, d) and if the model is minimal, that is,
dV c A2V, then we have V = 7.(S) ® Q. The standard reference is [[7]. When
there exists an integer / > 2 such that dV ¢ A'V, we say that d is of constant length
[. In particular when [ = 2, (AV, d) is said coformal. In this article, we establish the
following result which is an improvement of our Theorem B in [9]].

Theorem A. Let S be an elliptic space admitting a pure minimal Sullivan model
(AV,d) where d is of constant length. Then

TCo(S) < 2catp(S) + x=(S)
where x(S) denotes the homotopy characteristic of S .

Recall that S (or equivalently its minimal model (AV,d)) is elliptic if both
dim7,(S)®Q = dimV and dim H*(S; Q) = dim H*(AV, d) are finite. The model
(AV,d) is said pure if dV¢" = 0 and dvedd ¢ Avever We also recall that the
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homotopy characteristic of S is y;(S) = dim e, (S) @ Q — dimm(S) @ Q =
dim Vee" — dim Vo9 When S is elliptic, we always have y,(S) < O, that is,
dim V°4 > dim V¢"*". Moreover, if yz(AV) 1= x(S) = 0, then the elliptic model
(AV,d) is said an Fy-model. Given a pure elliptic model (AV, d), we will refer as
an Fy-basis extension to a relative Sullivan model of the form (AZ,d) — (AV,d)
where Z is a graded subspace of V and the pure model (AZ, d) is an Fy-model. As
is known, the existence of such an Fy-basis extension can be impossible, see for
instance Example 2.2 below.

In [9, Theorem B], we obtained the same upper bound as in Theorem [A] assum-
ing that the differential d has constant length and, in addition, that there exists an
Fy-basis extension (AZ,d) < (AV,d) such that Z¢" = V<" Here, we will see
that this latter additional hypothesis can be relaxed. This will follow from the fol-
lowing structure theorem which, in comparison to [8, Lemma 8], may have its own
interest.

Theorem B. Let (AV,d) be a pure elliptic minimal model where d is a differential
of constant length. Then there exists an Fy-basis extension

(AZ,d) = (AV,d)
where Z¢"" = Ve,

Note that this means that (AV, d) is the model of the total space of a fibration
over an Fy-space with fibre a product of odd-dimensional spheres.

We prove Theorem [Alin Section [2] and derive its applications to rational topo-
logical complexity in Section [3

2. STRUCTURE THEOREM

In the sequel, we assume that S is a simply-connected CW-complex of finite
type admitting a pure minimal Sullivan model (AYV, d).

We suppose that dim V is finite and use the notations X = V" and Y = V% If
B ={xy,---,x,}is a basis of X, then (AV,d) is elliptic if and only if for any x; € B
there exists N; € N such that [va" ] = 0in H*(AV,d). It is then easy to see that,
given a surjective morphism ¢ : (AV,d) — (AW, d), if (AV, d) is pure, minimal and
elliptic, then so is (AW, d).

Let @y, -, @, be a family of elements in A*X. The family ,--- , @, is said a
regular sequence in A*X if it satisfies the two following conditions:

e « is not a zero divisor in AtX
e Foralli =2,---, p, a; is not a zero divisor in A*X/(ay,- -, @;_1) where
(ay,- -+ ,aj_1) is the ideal of A*X generated by a1, , ;1.
Note that, since we are considering X = V", the first condition is automatically
satisfied as soon as a; # 0. We recall the following result due to Halperin.

Theorem 2.1. ([8, Lemma 8], see also [5, Prop 5.4.5]) Let (AV,d) = (A(X®Y),d)
be a pure elliptic Sullivan model. There exists a basis (not necessarily homoge-
neous) uy,--- , Uy of Y such that duy,--- ,du, is a regular sequence in AX with
n = dim X.
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Recall that a pure model (AZ,d) such that dimZ < oo and y;(AZ) = 0 is an
Fy-model if and only if there exists a (homogeneous) basis zi,. .., z, of 744 guch
that dz,...,dz, is a regular sequence in AZ**" ([[7, Prop. 32.10]). Given a pure
elliptic model (AV,d), the obvious intuition coming from Theorem [Z.1] to obtain
an Fy-basis extension (AZ,d) — (AV,d) with Z¢°" = V" would be to con-
sider (AZ,d) = (A(xy,--,Xxp, Uy, ,uy),d). Unfortunately, since the elements
uy, -+ ,u, are not necessarily homogeneous, this does not produce in general a
well-defined graded differential algebra. We point out that, in the result above,
Halperin used some commutative algebra arguments which do not take in consid-
eration the homogeneity of the elements with respect to the degree. To be clear
and to take off any kind of ambiguity about this fact, we consider the following
example taken from [1]

Example 2.2. Let (AV,d) = (A(X®Y),d) = (A(x1, x2,¥1,¥2,¥3), d) where |x;| = 6,
[x2] = 8, dy; = xl(x‘lt+x§), dy, = xg(x‘l‘+x§) and dys = x?x%. We will see that there
is no Fy-basis extension (AZ, d) — (AV,d) with 2" = X = (x1, x3) = Qx; ®Qx>.
We note that [y{| = 29, [y2| = 31 and |y3| = 33. If there were such an extension then
7%4 should be a graded subspace of Y. This means that we shoud be able to find a
(homogeneous) basis {u1, uo, u3} of Y such that Z°% = (), u,). For degree reasons
we can suppose that, up to a scalar, u; € {y;,y2,y3} and up € {y1,y2,y3} \ {u1}.
Since (AZ,d) is an Fy-model, {du;, du,} must be a regular sequence in A(xy, xp).
If u; =y then du; = xl(xdl' + xg) is clearly not a zero divisor in A(xy, xp).

As shown in the following table which considers the possible values of u;, we can
see that du, is always a zero divisor in the quotient A(xy, x3)/(duy).

uz Y2 Y3
In A(x1, x2)/(duy) | xidys = 0 | (x] + 3)dy3 = 0

We can then conclude that there is no regular sequence {du;, du,} where u; = y;.
Similarly, we can verify that if either #; = y, or u; = y3 then we can not find u,
such that {du;,du,} is a regular sequence in A(x1, xp). Therefore there is no Fy-
basis extension (AZ,d) — (AV,d) with Z¢*" = V" and any basis {uj, uy, uz}
provided by Theorem 2.1]is necessarily non-homogeneous. For instance, we can
check that {u; = y3,up = y; + y2,uzs = y3} is a basis of Y such that {du;, du,}
is a regular sequence in A(xj, xp) and the element u, is not homogeneous since

il # [y2l.

Note that the differential in the example above has non-constant length. In this
work, we consider (AV,d) a pure elliptic model and, as stated in Theorem [B] we
will prove that there exists an Fy-basis extension (AZ,d) — (AV,d) with Z®" =
Veret whenever d is of constant length. In other words, our result ensures the
existence of a homogeneous basis in Theorem [2.1] provided that d is of constant
length.

We first set some notations and prove a special case which will be crucial in the
proof of the general case.

Suppose that 8 = {x, -, x,} is a basis of X satisfying |x;| < --- < |x,| and
{y1,-- ,ym} abasis of Y. Let X; := (x¢ : |x| = |x1|) be the vector subspace of
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X generated by the elements x; for which |x;| = |x;|. Similarly, let Y} = (yy :
[ye| < I|x1] — 1) be the vector subspace of Y generated by the elements yj satisfying
[ye| < Ilx1| = 1. Notice that if dy; # O then |y¢| = I|x;| - 1. For V| = X; &Y, we have
dYy € AX; and (AVy,d) is a pure commutative differential graded algebra, called
thereafter the first stage of (AV, d).

Lemma 2.3. Let (AV,d) be a pure elliptic model where d is a differential of con-
stant length | and let (AV1,d) be the first stage of (AV,d). Then

(1) (AV1,d) is pure elliptic.

(ii) There exists an Fo-basis extension (AE,d) < (AVy,d) with E" = V{*".

Proof. (i) Let x; € B such that |x;| = |x;]. Since (AV,d) is an elliptic model then

there exists Ny € N\ {0} satisfying ka" = dPy, for some P, € AV. Furthermore,

since (AV,d) is pure and d is of constant length I/, P; can be written as m; - y;
J

where m; € ANeLX and dy; # 0 for each j. As |x| is the lowest degree, we have
Im;| > (Nx — D|x1| and |dy;| > I|x1|. Since on the first hand |dP;| = Ng|xi| = Nilxi|
and, on the other hand, |dPy| = |mdy,| for any j we must have |m;| = (Ny — D|x;|
and |dy;| = I|x;|. Therefore m; € AX; and y; € Y| for any j and then P; € AV].
This shows that [ka *]1 = 0in H*(AVy,d) and consequently (AVy,d) is elliptic.

(i1) We consider

R={y, €Y :dy #0),
T =y €Y :dy, =0).

We clearly see that

e (AX| ® AR, d) is pure,

e The elements of R are of the same degree.
Moreover, (AVi,d) = (A(X]1 ® R),d) ® (AT,0). From (i) we know that (AVy,d)
is elliptic, hence so is (A(X; & R),d). By Theorem 2.1l applied to (A(X; @ R), d),
there exists a (a priori not necessarily homogeneous) basis uy, -+ ,up, -+ ,u, of
R such that duy, - - - ,du, is a regular sequence in AX; and p = dim X;. Since all
the elements of R have the same degree we can assert that this basis is necessarily
homogeneous. In other words, we can decompose R as

R=Ri®R;

where R and R, are two vector subspaces of R such that dimR; = dim X; and
A(X1®R,),d)is an Fy-model. Setting E = X;®R| we obtain an Fy-basis extension
(AE,d) — (AVy,d) with E®" = Vv, |

Remark 2.4. If (AV,d) is an elliptic pure minimal model with V" concentrated
in a single degree then, Jessup in [10, Lemma 3.3] proved that there always exists
an Fy-basis extension (AZ,d) — (AV,d) with V" = Z°". Our Lemma
above recovers this result in the particular case where d is a differential of constant
length.

We are now ready to prove our structure theorem, namely Theorem [Bl from the
introduction.
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Proof of Theorem[Bl We proceed by induction on n = dim V***. For n = 1 the
result is obvious. By induction, we suppose that for any pure elliptic model (AV, d)
with dim V*¥*" < n — 1 and d a differential of constant length /, there exists an

Fy-basis extension
(AZ,d) = (AV,d)
satisfying Z¢" = V. Let (AV,d) = (A(x1, -+ ,Xp, Y1, »Ym),d) be a pure

elliptic model with d a differential of constant length / and dim V***" = n. By
Lemma[2.3]there exists an extension

(AE,d) — (AV,d)

where (AE,d) is an Fp-model and dim £ > 0. Here, without loss of generality,
we may suppose that (AE, d) has the form (AE,d) = (A(x1, -, Xp, 1,7+ ,¥p), d)
where p > 1. We now consider the following fibration

(AE, d) - (A‘/a d) - (AW (z) = (A(xp+1" o ’-xnayp+15 e ’ym’(j)'

As (AV,d) — (AW, d) is a surjective morphism and (AV, d) is a pure elliptic mini-
mal model with differential of constant length /, so is (AW, d). Since dim W" < n,
we next use the induction hypothesis on (AW, d) to ensure the existence of an F-
basis extension

(A(xp+la"' 5xn5up+la"' ,Mn),d_) — (AVV,C?) = (A(xp+l5”‘ 5xn5y]7+15‘” aym)aéz)

where (up41, -+, u,), the vector space generated by u,.1,--- ,u,, is a graded sub-
space Of <yp+1’ tte ,)’m>
Let U = {y1,*+ ,Yp-Up+1,-+* ,up) C Y be the vector subspace of Y generated

by {y1, -+, YprUps1,- -+ ,up} and let (AZ, d) := (A(X @ U),d) C (AV,d). It is clear
that we have an extension (AZ, d) — (AV,d) where Z¢V*" = V" and y(AZ) = 0.
In order to prove that this is an F-basis extension it remains to show that (AZ, d)
is elliptic. Since (AE, d) is an elliptic subalgebra of (AZ, d), we already know that,
for 1 <i < p, there exist M; € N and &; € AZ such that d¢; = x?/li . We will now see

that the same is true forany i e {p + 1, --- ,n}.
Letusfixie{p+1,---,n}. It follows from the ellipticity and pureness of
(A(-xp+1’ ct s Xns up+1’ ] “n)’ (z)

that there exists an integer N; € N satisfying
dv;) = xﬁv", for some  v; € A(xpy41,-- ,xn)®Al(up+1, cee L Uy).

As A(Xpi1,+0 X)) ® Al(up+1,--- Jup) C© AX @ AlY, we may look at v; as an
element of AX ® A'Y so that we have in the algebra (AV, d)

dv; = va" +7yi  wherey; € AT(x1, -+, xp) @ AlXpir, -+, Xn) €))
In what follows we express the element y; from (I)) as an element of

A+(xla"' ,XP)®A(XI')®A(XP+1,“‘ 5551'5‘.. ,xn)-
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A

As usual the notation
Explicitly we write

means that the corresponding component is omitted.

Z e x<p i

(K.k)

WhereK = (kp-l-la"' 5ki—l5ki+l5"' akn) eNn_p_lak 2 07

K _ kpet kpr o ki ki K

psiy = Ypr1 " Xpar2 TN N
and a’}< e AZ(xy,- - , Xp) is the coefficient of the monomial xf.‘ . x<p iy In the nota-
tion x< iy the subscript (p; 7) means that the factors xi,...,x, and x; are omitted.

Formula (I)) can then be written as follows:

= x L+ Z a/Kx x<p,l>
(K.k)

Note that, for degree reasons, there are only a finite number of pairs (K, k) for
which C/I‘( #0.
For any integer m; € N, we then have

d(x]"vy) = xN e Z akx k+m’ xg);i).
(K.k)

From this calculation, we will use the following iterative process. In the first step,
we consider the elements ok x*™ . xK Assuming that m; is sufficiently large

K% (pii)®
(here m; > N;), we have

k k+m, N; K N — ok k+m; k k/ k+m,-—N,»+k’ K+K'
dlay i) = ™l + ) akaf X
(K1)

where as before K’ € NP~ and K + K’ is the usual component by component
sum. Therefore

. Py . ’ — ’ !
d(x;n, Vi — al;(xiﬁm, N; xg) ,)Vz) _ xN i+m; Z Z a/]]((a/];(/xlﬁm, Ni+k xg:—lg( )
(K.k) (K.k) (K’ k')
Remark that in this first step, we have a/’;(a ¥ € AZ2(x, - 2 Xp).
As a second step we consider the elements a’l‘(a’;(,th’ Nk xg;lf . Again,

assuming that m; is sufficiently large (which is possible because there exist only a
finite number of relevant sequences K, K’), we can do the following second itera-
tion:
k k' _k+mi=2N;+k' K+K’ _ k k' _k+m;—N;+k' K+K’
d(aKa/K/x oy Vi ) = Qg X; Xy Vi
koK ok k+m, “2Nj+K +K" K+K'+K"
(K//,k//)
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‘We thus have

’ ’ ’ . .
[x Vi — Z ak k+m, x(p Vi +Z Z a/;( a’}< ’xk+m, —2N;+k xg;rf vil = xﬁvﬁmz
(K.k) (Kk)(K' k)

k K Kk’ k+m, =2Ni+k'+k" K+K'+K”
P akakakd o
(K,k) (K/’k/) (K// k//
Now, in this second iteration we have cx’l‘(cx’;{,a’;(,, € A>3(x1, +, xp) and with m;
sufficiently large we can reiterate the same process as many times as we want.
After s iterations, we can reformulate the obtained expression as

N i
X, v,+Za§x’ x<pl>vl =X iy Z,BHx x<pl> 2

(1)) (H.h)

where JJH € N'"P~\, jh > 0, &, € A(xi, - ,xp), and B, € A™%(x1,- -+, xp).
Since (AE,d) = (A(x1,--, Xp,y1,° -+ ,¥p), d) is elliptic, we choose s > f where f
is its formal dimension. We then have [,3};1] =0in H(AE, d), that is BZ = db}lfl with

b};i € AE. Consequently the equation (2)) implies

N +m; __ dé:l
where
fi = x;nivi-"-z d,‘]/ <p l>vl Z b pz) € A(Xl, a-xnayl"”aypaup+l,"'aun)-
() (H.h)
As we can do the process above for any i € {p + 1,...,n}, we conclude that, for
any i € {p + 1,...,n}, there exist M; € N and & € AZ such that xf-wi = d¢;, which
completes the proof. O

3. APPLICATION TO RATIONAL TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY

We now use Theorem [Bl to obtain an upper bound for the rational topological
complexity of certain elliptic spaces. We will use the notation TC(AV) instead of
TC(S) and cat(AV) instead of cat(S) where (AV, d) is a minimal Sullivan model
of S. With this notations, Theorem [A] from the introduction can be written as

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem [Al). Let (AV,d) be a pure elliptic model with d a differen-
tial of constant length. Then

TC(AV) < 2cat(AV) + y(AV).

Proof. This follows from Theorem Bl and [9, Th. 4.2] (which is the version in
terms of models of [9, Th. B]). ]

In particular, if (AV, d) is coformal then we have the following corollary

Corollary 3.2. Let (AV,d) be a pure elliptic coformal minimal model. Then
TC(AV) <dim V.
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Proof. The result follows directly from the previous theorem and the well-known
fact due to Félix and Halperin that the rational LS-category of an elliptic coformal
minimal model (AV, d) satisfies cat(AV) = dim V°% [6]. m|

We may extend the result obtained above to a particular case of non-pure elliptic
minimal models. More precisely :

Theorem 3.3. Let (AV,d) be an elliptic minimal model with d a differential of
constant length. If there exists an extension (AZ,d) — (AV,d) where (AZ,d) is a
pure elliptic algebra satisfying Z¢°" = V" then

TC(AV) < 2cat(AV) + x(AV).

Proof. Under the conditions of the theorem, we can suppose that AV = A(Z & U)
where U is a vector subspace of yodd Then, by [9} Cor. 3.4], we have

TC(AV) TC(A(Z o U))
< TC(AZ)+dimU.

As (AZ,d) is an elliptic pure minimal model of differential d of constant length,
Theorem 3.1l yields TC(AZ) < 2cat(AZ) + x-(AZ) and consequently

TC(AV) < 2cat(AZ) + y.(AZ) + dim U.

On the other hand, from the Lechuga-Murillo formula established in [[11]] (see also
[12]]), we have cat(AZ) = dim Z°% + 2 dim Z¢*"(I — 2) where [ is the length of the
differential. As y(AZ) = dim Z*"*" — dim 7944 e then have :

TC(AV) < 2cat(AZ) + xyx(AZ) + dim U
< 2(dim 2% + dim Z¢""(1 - 2)) + dim Z¢" — diim Z°% + dim U
< 2(dim U + dim Z°% + dim Z°"*"(I - 2)) + dim Z¢"*" — dim Z°%
+ dimU -2dim U.

Moreover, we have dim V% = dim Z°% + dim U and dim Z¢"*" = dim V¢"*". We
hence have:

TC(AV) 2(dim V°% + dim V(I - 2)) + dim V" — dim Z°% — dim U

<

< 2(dim V°% 1 dim V(] - 2)) + dim V<" — dim V°%.

As we have cat(AV) = dim V°% + dim V*""(I — 2) and y;(AV) = dim V" —
dim V?4  we finally obtain TC(AV) < 2cat(AV) + y-(AV). |

In particular, if (AV,d) is an elliptic coformal model, we have the following
corollary

Corollary 3.4. Let (AV,d) be an elliptic coformal minimal model such that there
exists an extension (AZ,d) — (AV,d) where (AZ,d) is a pure elliptic algebra
satisfying Z¢°" = V", Then

TC(AV) < dim V.
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Proof. In this case, we have cat(AV) = dim V°% (see [6]) and by the previous
theorem

TC(AV) < 2cat(AV) + yx(AV)
< 2dim V°% 4 dim V" — dim V%
< dimV.
O
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