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PARAMETRIZED HOMOTOPIC DISTANCE

NAVNATH DAUNDKAR AND J.M. GARCÍA-CALCINES

ABSTRACT. We introduce the concept of parametrized homotopic distance, extending the
classical notion of homotopic distance to the fibrewise setting. We establish that it cor-
responds to the fibrewise sectional category of a specific fibration and derive cohomolog-
ical lower bounds and connectivity upper bounds under mild conditions. The behavior
of parametrized homotopic distance under compositions and products of fibrewise maps is
analyzed, along with a proof of a triangle inequality. For fibrewise H-spaces admitting
a fibrewise division map, we show that their parametrized topological complexity equals
their fibrewise unpointed Lusternik–Schnirelman category. Furthermore, we estimate the
parametrized homotopic distance of fibre-preserving, fibrewise maps between fibrewise fi-
brations, in terms of the parametrized homotopic distance of the induced fibrewise maps be-
tween individual fibrewise fibres, as well as the fibrewise unpointed Lusternik–Schnirelman
category of the base space. We also define and study a pointed version of parametrized homo-
topic distance, providing cohomological bounds and identifying conditions for equivalence
with the unpointed version.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a topological space X , the study of classical homotopy invariants, such as the Lus-
ternik–Schnirelman category cat(X), introduced by Lusternik and Schnirelman [16], and
the topological complexity TC(X), introduced by Farber [6], has led to significant insights
into the connections between algebraic topology and applications in fields like critical point
theory and robot motion planning. These invariants share several structural similarities,
which have inspired further exploration of their relationships and generalizations.
In [17], Macías-Virgós and Mosquera-Lois introduced the concept of homotopic dis-

tance between continuous maps showing that both cat(X) and TC(X) can be unified and
extended through within this framework. The homotopic distance D(f, g) between two
continuous maps f, g : X → Y is defined as the smallest integer n ≥ 0 (or infinity if such
an integer does not exist) such that X can be covered by n + 1 open sets where f and g
are homotopic when restricted to each of these sets. For instance, under the assumption of
path-connectedness, D(idX , c) = cat(X), where idX is the identity map and c is a constant
map defined on X . Furthermore, for the projections pr1, pr2 : X × X → X , we have
D(pr1, pr2) = TC(X) (see [17, Proposition 2.6]).
This framework not only simplifies proofs of key properties of cat(X) and TC(X), but

also leads to new results, including refined inequalities that serve as lower bounds for these
invariants. Specifically, Macías-Virgós and Mosquera-Lois studied the behavior of homo-
topic distance under compositions and products, deriving the well-known product inequal-
ities for both the Lusternik–Schnirelman category and topological complexity. They also
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explored the homotopic distance of maps defined onH-spaces, recovering the result of Lup-
ton and Scherer [15], which asserts that the topological complexity of H-spaces coincides
with their Lusternik–Schnirelman category. Moreover, they established a cohomological
lower bound for the homotopic distance and examined the homotopic distance of fiber-
preserving maps between fibrations.
To address situations where external parameters influence a mechanical system, Cohen,

Farber, and Weinberger developed in [2] a natural topological framework for parameter-
ized settings. These scenarios are modeled by a fibration p : E → B, where E is viewed as
a union of fibers Xb = p−1(b), indexed by points b ∈ B. Fixing a point b ∈ B corresponds
to specifying the external conditions of the system. The parameterized topological com-
plexity TC[p : E → B] quantifies the complexity of universal motion planning algorithms
in this context. Foundational results for TC[p : E → B] provide lower and upper bounds
based on the topology of E, B and the fibers Xb.
García-Calcines introduced a more general framework in [8] for a fibrewise space X

over B, which need not necessarily be a fibration. In this context, the fibrewise topological
complexity TCB(X) coincides with the version introduced by Cohen, Farber, and Wein-
berger when p is a fibration. García-Calcines also demonstrated in [8, Proposition 11] that
fibrewise topological complexity is a fibrewise homotopy invariant, and introduced the
pointed version of parameterized topological complexity, along with sufficient conditions
under which the two notions coincide (see [8, Proposition 29]).
Building upon all these concepts, in this paper, we introduce the parametrized homotopic

distance, which extendes the idea of homotopic distance to the fibrewise setting. Specifi-
cally, the parametrized (or fibrewise) homotopic distanceDB(f, g) between fibrewise maps
f, g : X → Y , where X, Y are fibrewise spaces over B, is defined as the smallest integer
n ≥ 0 such thatX can be covered by n+1 open sets where f and g are fibrewise homotopic
on each set. This new invariant unifies other concepts such as fibrewise unpointed Lus-
ternik–Schnirelman category and parametrized topological complexity within a common
framework. More specifically, if X is a fibrewise space over B and pr1, pr2 : X ×B X → X
are the corresponding projections, then we have DB(pr1, pr2) = TCB(X) (see Corol-
lary 3.6). Moreover, if X is a fibrewise pointed space over B, then DB(idX , sX ◦ pX) =
cat∗

B(X). By relating parametrized homotopic distance to the fibrewise sectional category
in the sense of [9], of specific fibrations, we derive cohomological lower bounds and connec-
tivity upper bounds. Additionally, we explore its behaviour under compositions, products,
and fibre-preserving maps. These results deepen our understanding of fibrewise spaces
and provide powerful tools to address challenges in topology and its applications, including
flexible motion planning algorithms and the study of fibrewise H-spaces.
The content of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we review basic concepts of fibrewise

homotopy theory.
In Section 3, we define and analyze the parametrized homotopic distance. In Propo-

sition 3.5, we show that it corresponds to the fibrewise sectional category of a specific
fibrewise fibration. This leads to the identification of the fibrewise topological complexity
as the parametrized homotopic distance between projections in Corollary 3.6. For fibre-
wise pointed spaces, we derive the fibrewise unpointed LS category as the parametrized
homotopic distance between natural inclusions in Proposition 3.9. Additionally, Theo-
rem 3.10 presents cohomological and homotopy dimension-connectivity bounds for the
parametrized homotopic distance.
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In Section 4, we explore the behavior of parametrized homotopic distance under compo-
sitions and products. We show that it is preserved under precomposition or postcomposition
with fibrewise homotopy inverses (Proposition 4.8), establishing its fibrewise homotopy
invariance (Corollary 4.9). The parametrized homotopic distance also satisfies a triangle
inequality (Proposition 4.12), bounding it above by the sum of fibrewise unpointed LS
categories (Corollary 4.14) and by the sum of distances for compositions of maps (Propo-
sition 4.15). For fibrewise pointed maps, their parametrized homotopic distance is related
to their fibrewise unpointed LS categories (Corollary 4.3). We further show that the fibre-
wise unpointed LS category and parametrized topological complexity satisfy product in-
equalities (Corollary 4.18 and Corollary 4.19), and that the topological complexity TCB(X)
bounds cat∗

B(X) and is itself bounded by cat∗
B(X ×B X) (Corollary 4.7).

The Section 5 explores maps between fibrewiseH-spaces, focusing on conditions for the
existence of a fibrewise division map. We check that a fibrewiseH-space admits a fibrewise
division map if the fibrewise shearing map has a fibrewise pointed homotopy right inverse.
Examples in Example 5.9 highlight cases where fibrewise topological complexity is 1 or 2.
A key result, Theorem 5.10, shows that for a fibrewise H-space with a division map, the
parametrized homotopic distance between certain maps is bounded by cat∗

B(X), leading to
the equalityTCB(X) = cat∗

B(X). Additional results include bounds on homotopic distances
under multiplication and their implications for fibrewise H-spaces.
In Section 6, we estimate the parametrized homotopic distance of fibre-preserving, fibre-

wise maps between fibrewise fibrations in terms of the parametrized homotopic distance
of the induced fibrewise maps between individual fibrewise fibres and the fibrewise un-
pointed LS category of the base space (see Theorem 6.1). We also derive two important
consequences of this result in the context of the unpointed LS category and the fibrewise
topological complexity in Corollary 6.2 and Corollary 6.3, respectively.
In Section 7, we introduce the pointed version of the parametrized homotopic distance.

We observe that similar results, as proven in the unpointed case, can be adapted for the
pointed case. Therefore, we omit their detailed statements and proofs. We define the ap-
propriate notion of fibrewise cohomology for pointed fibrewise spaces in Definition 7.7
and establish the cohomological lower bound for the fibrewise sectional category in Theo-
rem 7.10. As a consequence, we derive the cohomological lower bound for the parametrized
pointed homotopic distance in Proposition 7.11.
In Section 8, we compare the parametrized homotopic distance with its pointed version.

Our result Theorem 8.5 shows that for fibrant fibrewise spaces over locally equiconnected
spaces, which are also ANRs, the parametrized pointed homotopic distance either coincides
with its unpointed version or differs by at most one. Finally, in Theorem 8.9, we establish
sufficient conditions under which the parametrized homotopic distance coincides with its
pointed version.

2. FIBREWISE HOMOTOPY THEORY

We begin by reviewing key notations and results from fibrewise homotopy theory. For
further details, the reader is referred to [4] and [9].
Let B be a fixed topological space. A fibrewise space over B is defined as a pair (X, pX),

where X is a topological space, and pX : X → B is a map, commonly referred to as the
projection of the fibrewise space. When there is no risk of confusion, the pair (X, pX) will
simply be denoted by X and referred to as a fibrewise space. Given two fibrewise spaces X
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and Y , a fibrewise map (over B) fromX to Y is a map f : X → Y that satisfies pY ◦ f = pX :

X
f

//

pX   ❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇ Y

pY~~⑥⑥
⑥⑥
⑥⑥
⑥⑥

B.

We denote the category of fibrewise spaces and fibrewise maps over B by TopB. In this
category, the spaceB with the identity map serves as the final object, while the initial object
is the empty set ∅, with a unique projection map to B. IfX and Y are two fibrewise spaces,
their fibrewise product is given by

X ×B Y = {(x, y) ∈ X × Y : pX(x) = pY (y)}

which is the pullback of the maps pX and pY . This construction provides the categorical
product of X and Y in TopB .
Let I represent the closed unit interval [0, 1]with the standard topology inherited fromR.

The fibrewise cylinder of a fibrewise space X is the product space X × I , with the projection
given by the composition X × I

pr1−→ X
pX−→ B. We refer to the fibrewise cylinder of

X as IB(X). The concepts of fibrewise homotopy ≃B between fibrewise maps and fibrewise
homotopy equivalence follow naturally from this construction.
If X is a fibrewise space consider the pullback in the category Top of topological spaces

and maps:
PB(X) //

��

XI

pI
X

��

B
c

// BI .

Here XI (and BI ) denotes the free path-space provided with the compact-open topology
and pI

X is the obvious map induced by precomposing with pX . Besides c : B → BI is the
map that carries any b ∈ B to the constant path cb in BI . Thus, PB(X) has the expression

PB(X) = B ×BI XI = {(b, α) ∈ B ×XI : cb = pX ◦ α}

with projection PB(X) → B, (b, α) 7→ b, the base change of pI
X in this pullback. The space

PB(X) is called the fibrewise cocylinder of X , or equivalently, the fibrewise free path space of
X .

Remark 2.1. Observe that PB(X) can also be described as the space of all paths α : I → X such
that the path pX ◦ α is constant, i.e., paths lying in a single fibre of X. This description is provided
in [2], where the notation used is XI

B for the fibrewise cocylinder. Also note that PB(X) is fibrewise
homotopy equivalent to X . Indeed, the fibrewise map

γX : X → PB(X), x 7→ (pX(x), cx)

is a fibrewise homotopy equivalence with a homotopy inverse γ′
X : PB(X) → X defined by

γ′
X(b, α) := α(0).

The fibrewise cylinder and fibrewise cocylinder constructions give rise to functors
IB, PB : TopB → TopB.

Associated with the functor IB there are straightforwardly defined natural transformations
i0, i1 : X → IB(X) and ρ : IB(X) → X . Similarly, associated with PB there are natural
transformations d0, d1 : PB(X) → X and c : X → PB(X). Moreover, (IB, PB) is an adjoint
pair in the sense of Baues (see [1, p.29]). A fibrewise fibration is a fibrewise map p : E → Y
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satisfying the Homotopy Lifting Property with respect to any fibrewise space, i.e., given
any commutative diagram of solid arrows in TopB

Z
f

//

i0

��

E

p

��
IB(Z)

H
//

<<

Y

the dotted arrow exists in TopB making the entire diagram commutative. As the functor
IB is left adjoint to the functor PB it is easy to check that, actually, fibrewise fibrations are
precisely the internal fibrations in TopB with respect to PB. Therefore, TopB together
with PB the fibrewise cocylinder is a P -category in the sense of Baues [1, p.31, Prop (4.6)].
If p : E → Y is any fibrewise map such that it is an ordinary Hurewicz fibration, then p

is a fibrewise fibration. In general, the converse is not true. For instance, ifX is a fibrewise
space, then pX : X → B is always a fibrewise fibration, but pX need not be a Hurewicz
fibration.

Remark 2.2. From the general axiomatic theory of a P -category, if X is any fibrewise space, then
the fibrewise map Π = (d0, d1), defined as

Π : PB(X) → X ×B X, (b, α) 7→ (α(0), α(1))

is always a fibrewise fibration, which is not necessarily a Hurewicz fibration. Nevertheless, we
point out that when the projection pX : X → B is a Hurewicz fibration, one can check that
Π : PB(X) → X×BX is also a Hurewicz fibration. This can be checked by simply considering the
co-gluing theorem for Hurewicz fibrations in Top (see, for instance, the dual part of [1, Chapter
II, Lemma 1.2 (a)]).

A fibrewise map j : A → X over B is said to be a fibrewise cofibration if it satisfies the Ho-
motopy Extension Property. That is, for any fibrewise map f : X → Y and any fibrewise
homotopy H : IB(A) → Y such that H ◦ i0 = f ◦ j, there exists a fibrewise homotopy
H̃ : IB(X) → Y such that H̃ ◦ i0 = f and H̃ ◦ IB(j) = H

A

j

��

i0 // IB(A)

H
��

IB(j)

��

X
f

//

i0

22

Y

IB(X)

H̃

dd

As known, fibrewise cofibrations are cofibrations in the usual sense. Therefore, without
loss of generality, we can consider, fibrewise cofibrations as inclusions A →֒ X. The pair
(X,A) is then called fibrewise cofibred pair. Similarly, fibrewise cofibrations are precisely
the internal cofibrations in TopB with respect to IB. Hence, TopB together with IB , the
fibrewise cylinder, is an I-category in the sense of Baues [1, p.31, Prop (4.6)].
In fact, if fibB, cofB and heB denote the classes of fibrewise fibrations, closed fibrewise

cofibrations (equivalently, closed fibrewise cofibred pairs), and fibrewise homotopy equiv-
alences, respectively, then the category TopB together with the classes of cofB, f ibB and
heB has an IP-category structure in the sense of Baues [1]. Moreover, the category TopB
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with the classes cofB, f ibB and heB has a proper closed model category structure in the
sense of Quillen [9, 18].

A fibrewise pointed space over B is a triple (sX , X, pX), where (X, pX) is a fibrewise space
and sX : B → X is a section of pX , meaning pX ◦ sX = idB. For simplicity, we will refer
to the fibrewise pointed space (sX , X, pX) as X , unless clarity requires otherwise. Given
fibrewise pointed spaces X and Y , a fibrewise pointed map f : X → Y is a fibrewise map
such that f ◦ sX = sY .
The category of fibrewise pointed spaces and fibrewise pointed maps will be denoted by

Top(B). Note that the space B, together with the identity map, serves as the zero object,
making Top(B) a pointed category. Any subspace A ⊆ X containing the section (i.e.,
sX(B) ⊆ A) is a fibrewise pointed space. In this case, the inclusion A →֒ X is a fibrewise
pointed map. Such subspaces are called fibrewise pointed subsets of X .
For any fibrewise pointed space X , we can define its fibrewise pointed cylinder as the

pushout:

B × I
pr

//

sX ×id

��

B

��

X × I // IB
B (X).

The projection is naturally induced by the pushout property. This pointed cylinder func-
tor gives rise to the notion of fibrewise pointed homotopy between fibrewise pointed maps,
denoted by ≃B

B . A fibrewise pointed homotopy F : IB
B (X) → Y is equivalent to a fibrewise

homotopy F ′ : IB(X) → Y satisfying F ′(sX(b), t) = sX(b) for all b ∈ B and t ∈ I . The
notion of fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalence follows naturally.
We can also define PB

B (X) = B ×BI XI = {(b, α) ∈ B × XI : cb = pX ◦ α}, which is
the fibrewise space PB(X) together with the section (idB, c ◦ sX) : B → PB

B (X), induced
by the pullback property. There are functors

IB
B , P

B
B : Top(B) → Top(B),

along with natural transformations i0, i1 : X → IB
B (X), ρ : IB

B (X) → X , and d0, d1 :
PB

B (X) → X , c : X → PB
B (X). Moreover, (IB

B , P
B
B ) forms an adjoint pair in the sense of

Baues.
Using these functors, we define the notions of (closed) fibrewise pointed cofibration and fibre-

wise pointed fibration, characterized by the usual Homotopy Extension Property and Homo-
topy Lifting Property in Top(B), respectively. Furthermore, Top(B) has both I-category
and P -category structures as defined by Baues ([1, p.31]).
Every fibrewise map that is a fibrewise cofibration is also a fibrewise pointed cofibration.

Similarly, any fibrewise fibration is a fibrewise pointed fibration. However, as noted by
May and Sigurdsson in [18, p.82], the converses are not generally true, even in the simple
case where B is a point.
Nevertheless, we can consider a suitable subcategory of Top(B) where the notions of

fibrewise and fibrewise pointed cofibrations, fibrewise and fibrewise pointed fibrations, as
well as fibrewise and fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalences coincide. This enables a
more unified treatment of these concepts within the chosen subcategory.
A fibrewise well-pointed space is a fibrewise pointed spaceX such that the section sX : B →

X is a closed fibrewise cofibration. Let Topw(B) denote the full subcategory of Top(B)
consisting of fibrewise well-pointed spaces.
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Proposition 2.3. [9, Proposition 3.3] Let f : X → Y be a fibrewise pointed map between
fibrewise well-pointed spaces over B. Then:

(i) f is a fibrewise pointed fibration if and only if it is a fibrewise fibration.
(ii) If f is a closed map, then f is a fibrewise pointed cofibration if and only if it is a fibrewise

cofibration.
(iii) f is a fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalence if and only if it is a fibrewise homotopy

equivalence.

Although Topw(B) is not closed under finite limits and colimits and, therefore, cannot
form a model category, the following result suffices for our homotopical framework.

Proposition 2.4. [9, Proposition 3.2] The category Topw(B) is closed under pullbacks of fi-
brewise pointed maps that are fibrewise fibrations. Likewise, it is closed under pushouts of fibrewise
pointed maps that are closed fibrewise cofibrations.

Taking the two propositions above into account, it follows that TopB induces cofibration
and fibration category structures on Topw(B) in the sense of Baues.

3. INTRODUCING PARAMETRIZED HOMOTOPIC DISTANCE

We here introduce the central concept of our study, along with its formal definition and
the key initial properties that will be explored in this section.

Definition 3.1. Let f, g : X → Y be two fibrewise maps between fibrewise spaces X and Y
over B. The parametrized homotopic distance between f and g, denoted DB(f, g), is defined as the
smallest integer n for which there exists an open cover {U0, . . . , Un} of X such that f |Ui

≃B g|Ui

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. If no such open cover exists, we set DB(f, g) = ∞.

In this sense, the parametrized homotopic distance serves a measure of how close two
fibrewise maps are to being fibrewise homotopic. From the definition above, we immedi-
ately obtain the following properties:

(i) DB(f, g) = DB(g, f);
(ii) DB(f, g) = 0 if, and only if, f ≃B g;
(iii) If f ≃B g and f ′ ≃B g′, then DB(f, g) = DB(f ′, g′).

Remark 3.2. Given two fibrewise maps f, g : X → Y , it is clear that D(f, g) ≤ DB(f, g)
in general. Moreover, this inequality can indeed be strict. To illustrate this, consider two fibrewise
maps that are homotopic but not fibrewise homotopic. For example, let us take the trivial fibration
p : S1 × I → S1 and define the fibrewise maps as follows:

S1 × I

p
##●

●●
●●

●●
●●

f,g
// S1 × I

p
{{✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇

S1

where f is the identity map on S1×I , and g is defined by g(x, t) := (x, 1−t). It is straightforward to
verify that f and g are homotopic so D(f, g) = 0. However, f and g cannot be fibrewise homotopic.
In other words, DS1(f, g) ≥ 1.

Our goal is to establish a connection between the parametrized homotopic distance and
the fibrewise sectional category. To this end, we first recall the notion of fibrewise sec-
tional category, originally introduced and extensively developed in [9]. Here, we adopt
this framework and utilize several of its key properties to achieve our objectives.
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Definition 3.3. The fibrewise sectional category of a fibrewise map f : E → X , denoted secatB(f),
is the smallest integer n ≥ 0 such thatX admits an open cover {Ui}

n
i=0 where each Ui has a fibrewise

homotopy section si : Ui → E of f , meaning that f ◦ si ≃B incUi
:

Ui
� �

incUi //

si   ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

X

E.
f

>>⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥

If no such n exists, then we set secatB(f) = ∞.

Remark 3.4. When f : E → X is a fibrewise fibration, the definition of fibrewise sectional
category can be strengthened to require the triangles to be strictly commutative, rather than merely
homotopy commutative.

Given two fibrewise maps f, g : X → Y, we can consider the following pullback square:

PB(f, g)

Π∗

Y

��

// PB(Y )

ΠY

��
X

(f,g)
// Y ×B Y.

Note that Π∗
Y is a fibrewise fibration, as ΠY is, and they are connected by a pullback.

Proposition 3.5. DB(f, g) = secatB(Π∗
Y )

Proof. Let U ⊂ X be an open subset with a fibrewise homotopy F : f |U ≃B g|U . Denote
by s : U → PB(Y ) the adjoint map of F . By the universal property of the pullback, we
obtain the following induced diagram:

U s

%%

incU

$$

σ

##

PB(f, g) //

Π∗

Y

��

PB(Y )

ΠY

��
X

(f,g)
// Y ×B Y.

This diagram shows that σ provides a local section of the fibrewise map Π∗
Y over the open

subset U . Conversely, given such a local section σ : U → PB(f, g), the composition of σ
with the fibrewise map PB(f, g) → PB(Y ) yields a fibrewise homotopy f |U ≃B g|U . By
applying this construction to open covers, we obtain the desired result, which establishes
the equality DB(f, g) = secatB(Π∗

Y ). �

Corollary 3.6. Let X be a fibrewise space. Denote by pr1, pr2 : X ×B X → X the projection
maps corresponding to the first and second factors in the fibrewise product space X ×B X . Then,

TCB(X) = DB(pr1, pr2).

Proof. In this case, observe that the fibrewise map (pr1, pr2) is the identity on X ×B X .
Consequently, we have Π∗

X = ΠX : PB(X) → X ×B X. �
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Next, we will examine an interesting connection between the parametrized homotopy
distance and the fibrewise unpointed LS category, as defined by N. Iwase and M. Sakai in
[13]. To begin, we will recall its definition.

Definition 3.7. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space over B. The fibrewise unpointed LS category
of X , denoted cat∗

B(X), is defined as the smallest non-negative integer n for which there exists an
open cover {U0, . . . , Un} of X such that, for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n, the following diagram commutes up
to fibrewise homotopy:

Ui
� �

incUi //

pX |Ui   ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

X

B.

sX

>>⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥

If no such integer exists, we set cat∗
B(X) = ∞.

Remark 3.8. Observe that cat∗
B(X) is simply the fibrewise sectional category of the section sX :

B → X , where sX is regarded as a fibrewise map:

cat∗
B(X) = secatB(sX).

Additionally, based on the definition of the parametrized homotopic distance, we note that

cat∗
B(X) = DB(idX , sX ◦ pX).

Suppose X is a fibrewise pointed space over B. Then, it can be observed that X ×B

X is also a fibrewise pointed space over B, where the projection pX×BX is given by the
composition pX ◦ pr2 and the section is defined as sX×BX = (sX , sX), that is, sX×BX(b) =
(sX(b), sX(b)), for all b ∈ B. Consider the fibrewise maps i1, i2 : X → X ×B X defined by

i1(x) := (x, (sX ◦ pX)(x)) and i2(x) := ((sX ◦ pX)(x), x)

which can be written more compactly as i1 = (idX , sX ◦pX) and i2 = (sX ◦pX , idX)). With
these, we have the following result:

Proposition 3.9. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space. Then cat∗
B(X) = DB(i1, i2).

Proof. We first show the inequality DB(i1, i2) ≤ cat∗
B(X). Let U be a fibrewise categorical

subset ofX . Then there exists a fibrewise homotopyH : IB(U) → X such thatH(u, 0) = u
and H(u, 1) = (sX ◦ pX)(u), for all u ∈ U . Define the fibrewise homotopy H ′ : IB(U) →
X ×B X by

H ′(u, t) =





(H(u, 2t), sX ◦ pX(u)), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
2
,

(sX ◦ pX(u), H(u, 2 − 2t)), 1
2

≤ t ≤ 1.

Observe that H ′ gives a fibrewise homotopy between i1|U and i2|U .
Now we will show the other inequality cat∗

B(X) ≤ DB(i1, i2). Consider the fibrewise
homotopy F : IB(U) → X ×B X between i1|U and i2|U . Then, composing F with the first
projection gives a fibrewise homotopy between the inclusion i|U : U →֒ X and sX ◦ pX|U :
U → X . This concludes the proof. �

Wenowestablish a cohomological lower bound and a homotopy dimension-connectivity
upper bound for the parametrized homotopic distance. Recall that a fibrewise space X is
called fibrant if the projection pX : X → B is a Hurewicz fibration. As previously com-
mented, in this case, the fibrewise map ΠX : PB(X) → X×BX is also a Hurewicz fibration.

Theorem 3.10. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise maps with X and Y fibrant spaces. Then the
following hold:

9



(1) Let z1, . . . , zk ∈ H∗(Y ×B Y ;R), where R is any coefficient ring, such that ∆∗
Y (zi) = 0

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and (f, g)∗(z1 · · · zk) 6= 0. Then

DB(f, g) ≥ k.

(2) Suppose Y is path-connected and X has the homotopy type of a CW-complex. If pY :
Y → B is an r-equivalence for some r ≥ 1, then

DB(f, g) ≤
hdim(X)

r
,

where hdim(X) denotes the homotopy dimension of X , defined as the smallest dimension
of any CW-complex that has the homotopy type of X .

Proof. Consider the following pullback diagram:

PB(f, g) PB(Y )

X Y ×B Y.

Π∗

Y ΠY

(f,g)

By Proposition 3.5, we have DB(f, g) = secatB(Π∗
Y ).

Since Y is fibrant, the map ΠY : PB(Y ) → Y ×BY is a Hurewicz fibration, which implies
that Π∗

Y is also a Hurewicz fibration. Furthermore, asX is fibrant, PB(f, g) is fibrant as well.
Therefore, Π∗

Y is a fibrewise map between fibrant spaces over B.
The equality secatB(Π∗

Y ) = secat(Π∗
Y ) (i.e., the fibrewise sectional category equals the

ordinary sectional category ofΠ∗
Y ) follows from [9, Theorem 2.10]. SinceΠY is a Hurewicz

fibration, [10, Corollary 1.5] implies that secat(Π∗
Y ) = secat(f,g)(ΠY ), the relative sectional

category of ΠY with respect to the map (f, g) : X → Y ×B Y.
By combining the results above with the fact that ∆∗

Y (zi) = 0 if and only if (ΠY )∗(zi) = 0
for cohomology classes zi ∈ H∗(Y ×B Y ;R), we obtain the following inequality by [10,
Proposition 3.1(1)] (also see [11, Proposition 3.8 (5)]):

DB(f, g) = secat(f,g)(ΠY ) ≥ k,

thus completing the proof of our first assertion.
Now observe that the assumption that pY : Y → B is an r-equivalence implies that ΠY

is an (r − 1)-equivalence. This yields the desired inequality by [10, Proposition 3.1(2)] or
[11, Proposition 3.8 (4)]. �

Example 3.11. Let X be a fibrant fibrewise space over B. By Corollary 3.6, we haveDB(f, g) =
TCB(X), where pr1, pr2 : X ×B X → X denote the canonical projections. Note that X ×B X
is also fibrant. Since (pr1, pr2)

∗ = id∗
X×BX = idH∗(X×BX;R), the lower bound in Theorem 3.10

aligns with the cohomological lower bound established in [2, Proposition 7.3].
Similarly, if pX : X → B is a locally trivial fibration with an (r−1)-connected fiber F (i.e., pX is

an r-equivalence), whereX ,B and F are CW-complexes, the upper bound derived in Theorem 3.10
coincides with the upper bound presented in [2, Proposition 7.2].

4. PROPERTIES OF PARAMETRIZED HOMOTOPIC DISTANCE

This section focuses on analyzing the fundamental properties of the parametrized homo-
topic distance. We will begin by examining its behavior with respect to the composition of
fibrewise maps andwill also explore some characteristics derived from the fibrewise versions
of the Lusternik-Schnirelman category and topological complexity.
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Proposition 4.1. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise maps.

(1) If h : Y → Z is a fibrewise map, then DB(h ◦ f, h ◦ g) ≤ DB(f, g).
(2) If k : Z → X is a fibrewise map, then DB(f ◦ k, g ◦ k) ≤ DB(f, g).

Proof. To prove part (1), let us consider an open set U ⊂ X with a fibrewise homotopy
F : f |U ≃B g|U . Then, we obtain the fibrewise homotopy h ◦F : h ◦ f |U ≃B h ◦ g|U . Since
(h ◦ f)|U = h ◦ f |U and (h ◦ g)|U = h ◦ g|U , we conclude that (h ◦ f)|U ≃B (h ◦ g)|U . By
applying this construction to open covers, we obtain the desired inequality in part (1).
We now proceed to prove part (2). Consider an open set V := k−1(U) ⊂ Z. Denote
k̄ : V → U as the restriction of k. Then we have a fibrewise map k̃ : IB(V ) → IB(U).
The composition F ◦ k̃ gives a fibrewise homotopy between f |U ◦ k̄ and g|U ◦ k̄. Since
f |U ◦ k̄ = (f ◦ k)|V and g|U ◦ k̄ = (g ◦ k)|V , we obtain (f ◦ k)|V ≃B (g ◦ k)|V . By applying
such construction to open covers, we obtain the desired inequality in part (2). �

Given any fibrewise map f : X → Y , where Y is fibrewise pointed, we define the fibre-
wise unpointed LS category of f , denoted by cat∗

B(f), as the smallest non-negative integer
n (or infinity if such n does not exist) for which there exists an open cover {U0, . . . , Un} ofX
such that for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n, the following diagram commutes up to fibrewise homotopy:

Ui Y

B.
pX |Ui

f |Ui

sY

It is immediate that if f = idX , we recover the notion of fibrewise unpointed LS category
of X . Moreover, it follows that cat∗

B(f) = DB(f, sY ◦ pX).

Corollary 4.2. Let f : X → Y be a fibrewise pointed map. Then

cat∗
B(f) ≤ min{cat∗

B(X), cat∗
B(Y )}.

Proof. The following inequality follows from part (1) of Proposition 4.1:

DB(f ◦ idX , f ◦ sX ◦ pX) ≤ DB(idX , sX ◦ pX).

Since f ◦sX = sY , we haveDB(f ◦ idX , f ◦sX ◦pX) = cat∗
B(f). Furthermore,DB(idX , sX ◦

pX) = cat∗
B(X), so we obtain the inequality cat∗

B(f) ≤ cat∗
B(X).

Similarly, by using part (2) of Proposition 4.1, we get the inequality

DB(idY ◦ f, sY ◦ pY ◦ f) ≤ DB(idY , sY ◦ pY ).

Since pY ◦f = pX , we obtainDB(idY ◦f, sY ◦pY ◦f) = cat∗
B(f) and sinceDB(idY , sY ◦pY ) =

cat∗
B(Y ), we conclude cat∗

B(f) ≤ cat∗
B(Y ). Thus, we have shown the desired inequality

cat∗
B(f) ≤ min{cat∗

B(X), cat∗
B(Y )}. �

Corollary 4.3. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise pointed maps. Then

DB(f, g) ≤ (cat∗
B(f) + 1) · (cat∗

B(g) + 1).

Proof. Recall that cat∗
B(f) = DB(f, sY ◦ pX). Similarly, we have cat∗

B(g) = DB(g, sY ◦ pX).
Now, consider the open covers {U0, . . . , Un} and {V0, . . . , Vm} of X , such that f |Ui ≃B

(sY ◦ pX)|Ui
for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, and g|Vj

≃B (sY ◦ pX)|Vj
for 0 ≤ j ≤ m, respectively.

We construct another open cover {Wij = Ui ∩ Vj | 0 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ m} of X , for
which we have f |Wij

≃B (sY ◦ pX)|Wij
≃B g|Wij

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n and 0 ≤ j ≤ m. This
construction establishes the desired inequality. �
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Proposition 4.4. Let h, h′ : Z → X and f, g : X → Y be fibrewise maps such that f ◦ h′ ≃B

g ◦ h′. Then
DB(f ◦ h, g ◦ h) ≤ DB(h, h′). (1)

Proof. Consider U ⊂ Z an open subset such that h|U ≃B h′|U . Since f ◦ h′ ≃B g ◦ h′, it
follows that f ◦ h′|U = (f ◦ h′)|U ≃B (g ◦ h′)|U = g ◦ h′|U . Therefore, we have

(f ◦ h)|U = f ◦ h|U ≃B f ◦ h′|U ≃B g ◦ h′|U ≃B g ◦ h|U = (g ◦ h)|U .

By applying this argument to an open cover, the result follows. �

Corollary 4.5. Let f, g : X → Y be two fibrewise pointed maps. Then

DB(f, g) ≤ min{cat∗
B(X),TCB(Y )}.

Proof. We first show the inequality DB(f, g) ≤ cat∗
B(X). Observe that f ◦ sX ◦ pX =

sY ◦ pX = g ◦ sX ◦ pX . By setting h = idX and h′ = sX ◦ pX in (1), we obtain the inequality

DB(f, g) = DB(f ◦ idX , g ◦ idX) ≤ DB(idX , sX ◦ pX) = cat∗
B(X).

It follows from Proposition 3.5 that DB(f, g) = secatB(Π∗
Y ). Since Π∗

Y is the fibrewise
pullback of ΠY , we deduce the inequality secatB(Π∗

Y ) ≤ secatB(ΠY ) = TCB(Y ). This
concludes the proof. �

Remark 4.6. Note that the inequality DB(f, g) ≤ cat∗
B(X) can still hold even when f and g

are not pointed, provided X is considered a fibrewise pointed space and Y is a vertically connected
fibrewise space. By a vertically connected fibrewise space, we mean a fibrewise space where, up to
fibrewise homotopy, there exists only one fibrewise map B → Y . When B is a point, this condition
reduces to path-connectedness. When B is a CW complex, a fibre bundle over B with fibre F is
vertically connected if the dimension of B does not exceed the connectivity of F .

We can also recover a result proved in [8, Proposition 13]:

Corollary 4.7. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space. Then

cat∗
B(X) ≤ TCB(X) ≤ cat∗

B(X ×B X).

Proof. Recall the fibrewise map i2 : X → X×BX defined by i2(x) = (sX ◦pX(x), x). Using
part (2) of Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 3.6, we obtain the following inequality

cat∗
B(X) = DB(sX ◦ pX , idX) = DB(pr1 ◦ i2, pr2 ◦ i2) ≤ DB(pr1, pr2) = TCB(X).

Next, using Corollary 4.5, we get the following inequality:

TCB(X) = DB(pr1, pr2) ≤ cat∗
B(X ×B X).

This concludes the proof. �

Wewill now establish the fibrewise homotopy invariance of the parametrized homotopic
distance.

Proposition 4.8. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise maps. Suppose there exists a fibrewise map
h : Y → Y ′ with a left fibrewise homotopy inverse. Then, we have the equality

DB(h ◦ f, h ◦ g) = DB(f, g).

Similarly, if there exists a fibrewise map h : X ′ → X with a right fibrewise homotopy inverse, then

DB(f ◦ h, g ◦ h) = DB(f, g).
12



Proof. Let h′ : Y ′ → Y be the left fibrewise homotopy inverse of h, meaning that h′ ◦ h ≃B

idY . By applying Proposition 4.1, we obtain the following chain of inequalities:

DB(f, g) = DB(h′ ◦ h ◦ f, h′ ◦ h ◦ g) ≤ DB(h ◦ f, h ◦ g) ≤ DB(f, g).

This yields the desired equality. The proof for the second case follows analogously. �

As a consequence, the parametrized homotopic distance is a fibrewise homotopy invari-
ant in the following sense:

Corollary 4.9. Given fibrewise maps f, g : X → Y and f ′, g′ : X ′ → Y ′, and fibrewise
homotopy equivalences α : Y → Y ′ and β : X ′ → X such that α◦f ◦β ≃B f ′ and α◦g◦β ≃B g′,
we have

DB(f, g) = DB(f ′, g′).

Corollary 4.10. If there is a fibrewise homotopy equivalence f : X → X ′, then TCB(X) =
TCB(X ′). Moreover, if X and X ′ are fibrewise pointed spaces, and f is a fibrewise pointed map,
then cat∗

B(X) = cat∗
B(X ′).

Our goal is now to prove that the parametrized homotopic distance satisfies the triangle
inequality, at least when the domain space is normal. This will induce a well-defined metric
on the set of fibrewise homotopy classes [X, Y ]B . To achieve this, we will employ the same
tool used in the classical case of homotopic distance, as analyzed by E. Macías-Virgós and D.
Mosquera-Lois [17], namely the following remarkable result, proven by Oprea and Strom
in [19, Lemma 4.3]:

Lemma 4.11. Let Z be a normal space with two open covers, U = {Ui}
n
i=0 and V = {Vj}

m
j=0,

where each set in U satisfies Property (A) and each set in V satisfies Property (B). Assume that
Properties (A) and (B) are inherited by open subsets and disjoint unions. Then, there exists an open
cover W = {Wk}m+n

k=0 of Z consisting of open sets, each of which satisfies both Property (A) and
Property (B).

Proposition 4.12. Let f, g, h : X → Y be fibrewise maps where X is a normal space. Then

DB(f, g) ≤ DB(f, h) +DB(h, g).

Proof. Suppose that DB(f, g) = m and DB(g, h) = n and consider open covers {Ui}
m
i=0

and {Vj}
m
j=0 of X such that f |Ui

≃B g|Ui
for all i ∈ {0, . . . , m}, and g|Vj

≃B h|Vj
for all

j ∈ {0, . . . , n}. Then, by Lemma 4.11 above, there exists a third open cover {Wk}m+n
k=0 such

that f |Wk
≃B g|Wk

≃B h|Wk
for all k, thereby proving that DB(f, h) ≤ m+ n. �

Remark 4.13. Note that the above result also holds when X is fibrewise homotopy equivalent to
a fibrewise space X ′ that is normal. It suffices to apply Corollary 4.9.

As a consequence to Proposition 4.12, we can improve the inequality in Corollary 4.3.

Corollary 4.14. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise pointed maps. Then

DB(f, g) ≤ cat∗
B(f) + cat∗

B(g).

Proof. This follows by taking h = sY ◦ pX in Proposition 4.12. �

Next, we present another result that follows from Lemma 4.11.

Proposition 4.15. Consider fibrewise maps f, g : X → Y and f ′, g′ : Y → Z where X is
normal. Then

DB(f ′ ◦ f, g′ ◦ g) ≤ DB(f, g) +DB(f ′, g′).
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Proof. Suppose that DB(f, g) = m and DB(f ′, g′) = n. Consider an open cover {Ui}
m
i=0

of X and an open cover {Vj}
n
j=0 of Y , such that f |Ui

≃B g|Ui
for all i ∈ {0, . . . , m}, and

f ′|Vj
≃B g′|Vj

for all j ∈ {0, . . . , n}.
Clearly, for each i ∈ {0, . . . , m}, we have (g′ ◦ f)|Ui

≃B (g′ ◦ g)|Ui
, and for each j ∈

{0, . . . , n}, we have (f ′ ◦ f)|V ′

j
≃B (g′ ◦ f)|V ′

j
, where V ′

j := f−1(Vj), and {V ′
j }n

j=0 is also an
open cover of X .
By applying Lemma 4.11, we obtain a new open cover {Wk}m+n

k=0 of X , such that (f ′ ◦
f)|Wk

≃B (g′ ◦ f)|Wk
≃B (g′ ◦ g)|Wk

for each k ∈ {0, . . . , m+ n}. �

We also examine the behavior of parametrized homotopic distance under the product of
fibrewise maps. Observe that given fibrewise maps f, g : X → Y and h : X ′ → Y ′, we can
form the natural products f ×B h, g ×B h : X ×B X ′ → Y ×B Y ′. It is straightforward to
verify the inequality

DB(f ×B h, g ×B h) ≤ DB(f, g)

since f |U ≃B g|U implies (f ×B h)|(U×X′)∩(X×BX′) ≃B (g ×B h)|(U×X′)∩(X×BX′) for any
subset U ⊂ X . By symmetry, it is evident that we also have

DB(h×B f, h×B g) ≤ DB(f, g).

With additional conditions, equality can also be achieved. Specifically, suppose that X ′

is pointed. In this case, we can consider the fibrewise map i1 : X → X ×B X ′, defined by
i1(x) = (x, (sX′ ◦ pX)(x)), and let pr1 : Y ×B Y

′ → Y be the projection onto the first factor.
It is evident that

f = pr1 ◦ (f ×B h) ◦ i1 and g = pr1 ◦ (g ×B h) ◦ i1.

Thus, by applying Proposition 4.1, we obtain

DB(f, g) = DB(pr1 ◦ (f ×B h) ◦ i1, pr1 ◦ (g ×B h) ◦ i1) ≤ DB(f ×B h, g ×B h). (2)

Now we are prepared for our next result:

Proposition 4.16. Consider the fibrewise maps f, g : X → Y and f ′, g′ : X ′ → Y ′. If the space
X ×B X

′ is normal, then the following inequality holds:

DB(f ×B f
′, g ×B g

′) ≤ DB(f, g) +DB(f ′, g′).

Proof. Just apply Proposition 4.12 along with the preceding comments:

DB(f ×B f
′, g ×B g

′) ≤ DB(f ×B f ′, g ×B f
′) +DB(g ×B f ′, g ×B g

′)
≤ DB(f, g) +DB(f ′, g′).

�

Remark 4.17. It is important to note that the condition of X ×B X ′ being normal is not overly
restrictive. For instance, when bothX andX ′ are metrizable and B is Hausdorff, the spaceX×BX

′

is normal.

Corollary 4.18. Let X and X ′ be fibrewise pointed spaces, both of which are metrizable, and
assume that B is Hausdorff. Then,

cat∗
B(X ×B X

′) ≤ cat∗
B(X) + cat∗

B(X ′).

Proof. Consider f = idX , f ′ = idX′ , g = sX ◦ pX , and g′ = sX′ ◦ pX′ , and apply Proposi-
tion 4.16. Note that B ×B B = B. �

As an application of Proposition 4.16, we now prove a slight generalization of [2, Corol-
lary 6.2].
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Corollary 4.19. Let X and X ′ be fibrewise spaces such that both X and X ′ are metrizable, and
assume that B is Hausdorff. Then,

TCB(X ×B X ′) ≤ TCB(X) + TCB(X ′).

Proof. Consider f = pr1 : X×BX → X , f ′ = pr1 : X ′×BX
′ → X ′, g = pr2 : X×BX → X ,

and g′ = pr2 : X ′ ×B X ′ → X ′. We now apply Proposition 4.16. Note that there is an
obvious fibrewise homeomorphism that makes the following diagram commute:

(X ×B X ′) ×B (X ×B X
′)

∼= //

prε ))❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
(X ×B X) ×B (X ′ ×B X

′)

prε×Bprεuu❥❥❥❥
❥❥❥

❥❥❥
❥❥❥

❥❥

X ×B X
′

for all ε ∈ {1, 2}. �

5. FIBREWISE H-SPACES

In this section, we study fibrewise H-spaces and their relation to fibrewise homotopic
distance. To begin, we recall the notion of a fibrewise Hopf space, also known as a fibrewise
H-space. A fibrewise H-space is a fibrewise pointed space X equipped with a fibrewise
pointed map

µ : X ×B X → X, (x, y) 7→ µ(x, y) = x · y,

called fibrewise multiplication, such that the following diagram commutes up to fibrewise
pointed homotopy:

X
i1 //

idX $$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
■ X ×B X

µ

��

X
i2oo

idXzz✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉

X.

Here, i1 and i2 denote the natural inclusions of X into X ×B X ; that is, i1 = (idX , sX ◦ pX)
and i2 = (sX ◦ pX , idX). For a basic discussion of fibrewise H-spaces, see [4].
We say thatX is homotopy associative if, in addition, we have a fibrewise pointed homotopy

µ ◦ (µ×B idX) ≃B
B µ ◦ (idX ×B µ).

A fibrewise homotopy right inverse for a fibrewise multiplication µ on X is a fibrewise
pointed map u : X → X such that µ ◦ (idX , u) is fibrewise pointed nullhomotopic, mean-
ing it is fibrewise pointed homotopic to sX ◦ pX . A similar definition holds for fibrewise
homotopy left inverses.
When µ is homotopy associative, a fibrewise pointed map is a homotopy right inverse if

and only if it is also a fibrewise homotopy left inverse. In this case, we simply refer to it as
a fibrewise homotopy inverse. The standard notation for this is u(x) = x−1, for all x ∈ X .
A fibrewise group-like space is a homotopy associative fibrewise H-space X where the

fibrewise multiplication admits a fibrewise homotopy inverse.

Remark 5.1. Using reasoning similar to the classical case (see, for example, [24, page 119]), it
can be easily verified that if X is a homotopy associative fibrewise H-space, then X is a fibrewise
group-like space if and only if the fibrewise shearing map

sh : X ×B X → X ×B X, (x, y) 7→ (x, x · y)

is a fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalence.

We are particularly interested in fibrewise H-spaces that admit a fibrewise division:
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Definition 5.2. Let X be a fibrewise H-space. A fibrewise division on X is a fibrewise pointed
map δ : X ×B X → X such that there is a fibrewise pointed homotopy

µ ◦ (pr1, δ) ≃B
B pr2,

where pr1, pr2 : X ×B X → X are the respective projection maps.

We now examine a related condition for the existence of a fibrewise division map.

Lemma 5.3. Let X be a fibrewise H-space. Then X admits a fibrewise division if and only if the
fibrewise shearing map sh = (pr1, µ) has a fibrewise pointed homotopy right inverse.

Proof. Suppose δ : X ×B X → X a fibrewise division, and define ψ := (pr1, δ). Then we
have

sh ◦ ψ = (pr1, µ) ◦ (pr1, δ) = (pr1, µ ◦ (pr1, δ)) ≃B
B (pr1, pr2) = id.

Conversely, let ψ : X ×B X → X ×B X be a fibrewise pointed homotopy right inverse
of sh, and consider its components ψ = (ψ1, ψ2), where, ψ1, ψ2 : X ×B X → X . Define
δ := ψ2, which will act as a division map. Indeed, observe the following:

(pr1, pr2) = id ≃B
B sh ◦ ψ

= (pr1, µ) ◦ (ψ1, ψ2)
= (pr1, µ) ◦ (ψ1, δ)
= (ψ1, µ ◦ (ψ1, δ)).

Thus, by separating components, we obtain pr1 ≃B
B ψ1 and

pr2 ≃B
B µ ◦ (ψ1, δ)

≃B
B µ ◦ (pr1, δ).

This shows that pr2 ≃B
B µ ◦ (pr1, δ), meaning that δ is indeed a fibrewise division. �

A notable example of H-spaces that admit a fibrewise division is provided by fibrewise
group-like spaces.

Example 5.4. If X is a fibrewise group-like space, then Remark 5.1 implies that the fibrewise
shearing map is a fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalence. As a result, by Lemma 5.3, X admits a
fibrewise division map. In this case, the fibrewise division map δ : X ×B X → X can be defined by
δ(x, y) = x−1 · y.

However, a fibrewise H-space does not necessarily need to be group-like in order to
admit a fibrewise division map. In the following, we explore sufficient conditions for the
existence of such a map. To establish these conditions, we first present a preliminary lemma,
which will play a crucial role in our argument. The proof of this lemma can be found in
[5].
We begin by introducing the concept of a space B being numerably categorical. A space B

is numerably categorical if it has a numerable cover U = {Vj}j∈J such that each inclusion
map Vj →֒ B is nullhomotopic for all j ∈ J . This class of spaces is quite broad. For instance,
CW-complexes, locally contractible paracompact spaces (such as topological manifolds),
and classifying spaces BG all belong to this class.
Next, we define a weak fibration (or Dold fibration) as a map p : E → B that is fibrewise

homotopy equivalent to a Hurewicz fibration (as fibrewise spaces over B). Equivalently, p
is a weak fibration if it satisfies the weak covering homotopy property (WCHP) for any
space X , as described in [5, Definition 5.1]. It is well-known that the composition of weak
fibrations is itself a weak fibration. Furthermore, in a pullback diagram, the induced map
of a weak fibration is also a weak fibration.
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A fibrewise space X is said to be weakly fibrant if the projection map pX : X → B is a
weak fibration. As a consequence, every fibrant fibrewise space is weakly fibrant.
With these definitions in place, we now turn to the aforementioned lemma, which will

provide the necessary framework for understanding the sufficient conditions for the exis-
tence of a fibrewise division map.

Lemma 5.5. [5, Theorem 6.3] Let f : X → Y be a fibrewise map over a numerably categorical
space B, where both X and Y are weakly fibrant. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) f is a fibrewise homotopy equivalence.
(2) The restriction of f to every fibre, denoted by fb : p−1

X ({b}) → p−1
Y ({b}) for each b ∈ B,

is an ordinary homotopy equivalence.

Remark 5.6. In fact, as demonstrated by A. Dold, the result remains valid even if statement (2) is
replaced with the condition that fb is a homotopy equivalence for at least one point b ∈ B in each
path component of B. Specifically, if B is path-connected, the result holds as long as there exists a
single point b ∈ B such that fb is a homotopy equivalence.

Now, we are ready to state and prove the following result:

Proposition 5.7. Let X be a fibrewise well-pointed H-space over a path-connected, numerably
categorical space B. Suppose that X is weakly fibrant, and there exists a point b ∈ B such that
the fibre Xb = p−1

X ({b}) is a connected CW-complex. Then, the fibrewise shearing map sh :
X ×B X → X ×B X is a fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalence. Consequently, X admits a
fibrewise division map δ : X ×B X → X .

Proof. Since X is a fibrewise H-space, it is straightforward to verify that the restriction of
the multiplication map µ to each fibre, µb : Xb × Xb → Xb, equips the fibre Xb with the
structure of an ordinary H-space. Consequently, as Xb is a connected CW H-space, the
ordinary shearing map (specifically, the restriction of sh to the fibres)

shb : Xb ×Xb → Xb ×Xb

is a (pointed) homotopy equivalence. Since X ×B X is weakly fibrant, Lemma 5.5 (and/or
Remark 5.6) implies that the fibrewise shearing map

sh : X ×B X → X ×B X

is a fibrewise homotopy equivalence. Furthermore, sinceX×BX is fibrewise well-pointed
by Proposition 2.4, and since pX : X → B is always a fibrewise fibration, it follows from
Proposition 2.3 (iii) that sh is a fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalence. �

Remark 5.8. If B is not path-connected, the result still holds by requiring that for each path
component of B, there exists a point b ∈ B such that the fibre Xb is a connected CW-complex.

As an application of Proposition 5.7, we now present an example of a fibrewise H-space
that admits a division map but is not a fibrewise group-like space.
For a compact Lie group G, Cook and Crabb construct fibrewise Hopf structures on

sphere bundles using principal G-bundles and G-equivariant Hopf structures on spheres in
[3]. To construct our desired example, we briefly recall their general construction: Let B
be a finite CW-complex, and let q : P → B be a principal G-bundle over B. Consider
an odd-dimensional vector space V on which G acts orthogonally. This action induces a
vector bundle ξ := P ×G V over B. Now, consider the vector bundle R⊕ ξ over B, and the
corresponding sphere bundle, denoted by S(R ⊕ ξ) = P ×G S(R ⊕ V ). This construction
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provides a fibrewise Hopf structure on S(R⊕ ξ), extending the equivariant Hopf structure
of the fibre S(R ⊕ V ).
Now, we are ready to describe our desired example.

Example 5.9. Let G2 denote the automorphism group of the octonions, which is a subgroup of the
orthogonal group O(7). As shown in [3, Proposition 2.1], the Hopf structure on S(R⊕R

7) = S7

given by Cayley multiplication isG2-equivariant. Moreover, it is well known that this Hopf structure
is non-homotopy associative and admits a division map.
Note that G2 acts orthogonally on R

7. Suppose P → B is a principal G2-bundle as in the
previous general discussion, and ξ = P ×G2

R
7. Then, we have a fibrewise Hopf structure on the

sphere bundle S(R ⊕ ξ), which extends the G2-equivariant Hopf structure of S7. This fibrewise
Hopf structure is clearly not fibrewise homotopy associative. On the other hand, it follows from
Proposition 5.7 that the fibrewise H-space S(R ⊕ ξ) admits a fibrewise division map. Thus, this
provides an example of a fibrewise H-space with a division map that is not fibrewise group-like.
As an additional noteworthy observation, estimating the parametrized topological complexity for

this particular class of fibrewise H-spaces is relatively straightforward. Specifically, by applying
the homotopy dimension-connectivity upper bound from Theorem 3.10 (or alternatively using [2,
Proposition 7.2], since S(R ⊕ ξ) is fibrant), we obtain:

TCB(S(R ⊕ ξ)) ≤ 2 +
dim(B)

7
.

Moreover, since the fibre of S(R⊕ ξ) is S7, which is not contractible, the following inequality can
be established using [2, Proposition 4.5]:

1 ≤ TCB(S(R ⊕ ξ)) ≤ 2 +
dim(B)

7
.

In particular, if dim(B) ≤ 6, then TCB(S(R ⊕ ξ)) is either 1 or 2.

We now present an interesting result that connects the parametrized homotopic distance
to the fibrewise unpointed Lusternik-Schnirelman (LS) category, specifically when consid-
ering fibrewise H-spaces with a fibrewise division.

Theorem 5.10. Let X be a fibrewise H-space with a fibrewise division map, and let f, g : X×B

X → X be fibrewise pointed maps. Then, we have the inequality

DB(f, g) ≤ cat∗
B(X).

Proof. Let U be a fibrewise categorical subset ofG, meaning that i|U ≃B sX ◦pX|U . Consider
the division map δ : X ×B X → X , and the composite map

φ := δ ◦ (f, g) : X ×B X → G,

along with the open set V := φ−1(U). We have the following strictly commutative diagram:

V

φ|V
��

� � incV // X ×B X

φ

��
U � �

incU

// X.

18



This gives rise to the following sequence:

g|V = g ◦ incV

= pr2 ◦ (f, g) ◦ incV

≃B
B µ ◦ (pr1, δ) ◦ (f, g) ◦ incV

= µ ◦ (f, δ ◦ (f, g)) ◦ incV

= µ ◦ (f, φ) ◦ incV

= µ ◦ (f ◦ incV , φ ◦ incV )
= µ ◦ (f |V , incU ◦ φ|V )

≃B µ ◦ (f |V , sX ◦ pX |U ◦ φ|V )
= µ ◦ (f |V , sX ◦ pX ◦ φ|V )
= µ ◦ (f |V , sX ◦ pX ◦ pr1|V )
= µ ◦ (f |V , sX ◦ pX ◦ f |V )
= µ ◦ (idX , sX ◦ pX) ◦ f |V

≃B
B idX ◦ f |V = f |V .

Thus, we have g|V ≃B f |V . By applying this argument to open covers, we can derive the
desired inequality. �

In [15, Theorem 1], Lupton and Scherer demonstrated that the topological complexity
of path-connected CW H-spaces coincides with their LS category. The following result
provides a fibrewise analogue of this result.

Corollary 5.11. Let X be a fibrewise H-space with a fibrewise division map. Then

TCB(X) = cat∗
B(X).

Proof. The inequality TCB(X) ≤ cat∗
B(X) follows by setting f = pr1 and g = pr2 in

Theorem 5.10. The reverse inequality is a consequence of Corollary 4.7. �

In the following result, we will use the product f · g := µ ◦ (f, g) = µ ◦ (f ×B g) ◦ ∆ of
two fibrewise maps f, g : X → Y when Y is a fibrewise H-space:

X
∆ // X ×B X

f×Bg
// Y ×B Y

µ
// Y .

Here, ∆ : X → X ×B X is the diagonal map, f ×B g : X ×B X → Y ×B Y is the fibrewise
product map, and µ : Y ×B Y → Y is the fibrewise multiplication map in the fibrewise
H-space structure on Y .

Proposition 5.12. Let f, g, h : X → Y be fibrewise maps where Y is a fibrewise H-space. Then

DB(f · h, g · h) ≤ DB(f, g).

Proof. We already know that DB(f ×B h, g ×B h) ≤ DB(f, g). Consequently, by applying
Proposition 4.1, we obtain

DB(f ·h, g ·h) = DB(µ◦ (f ×B h) ◦ ∆, µ◦ (g×B h) ◦ ∆) ≤ DB(f ×B h, g×B h) ≤ DB(f, g).

�

Corollary 5.13. If X is a fibrewise group-like space, then

DB(µ, δ) = DB(idX , u),

where δ : X ×B X → X is the fibrewise division map, and u : X → X represents the fibrewise
homotopy inverse.
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Proof. Recall the fibrewise pointed map i1 = (idX , sX ◦ pX) : X → X ×B X. Since µ ◦ i1 ≃B
B

idX and δ ◦ i1 ≃B
B u, we obtain the inequality

DB(idX , u) = DB(µ ◦ i1, δ ◦ i1) ≤ DB(µ, δ).

Conversely, since µ = pr1 · pr2 = (idX ◦ pr1) · pr2 and δ = (u ◦ pr1) · pr2, we have
DB(µ, δ) ≤ DB(idX ◦ pr1, u ◦ pr1) ≤ DB(idX , u).

�

Now, assuming that a fibrewise space X ×B X is normal, we generalize the inequality
stated in Proposition 5.12.

Proposition 5.14. Let f, g, h, h′ : X → Y be fibrewise maps, where Y is a fibrewise H-space
and X ×B X is normal. Then

DB(f · h, g · h′) ≤ DB(f, g) +DB(h, h′).

Proof. Using triangle inequality, the factDB(f×Bh, g×Bh) ≤ DB(f, g) and Proposition 4.1,
we obtain

DB(f · h, g · h′) = DB(µ ◦ (f ×B h) ◦ ∆, µ ◦ (g ×B h
′) ◦ ∆)

≤ DB(f ×B h, g ×B h′)
≤ DB(f ×B h, g ×B h) +DB(g ×B h, g ×B h′)
≤ DB(f, g) +DB(h, h′).

�

6. FIBREWISE FIBRATIONS

In this section, our goal is to estimate the parametrized homotopic distance of fibre-
preserving, fibrewise maps between fibrewise fibrations, in terms of the parametrized ho-
motopic distance of the induced fibrewise maps between individual fibrewise fibres, as well
as the fibrewise unpointed LS category of the base space.
We begin by recalling the concept of a fibre in the fibrewise setting. LetX be a fibrewise

pointed space over B with section sX : B → X , and let π : E → X be a fibrewise fibration.
The fibre of π : E → X at sX is given by the following pullback:

F
i //

��

E

π
��

B
sX

// X.

That is, F = {(b, e) ∈ B × E | sX(b) = π(e)}. Since sX is an embedding, we can
equivalently consider F = π−1(sX(B)), with i : F →֒ E being the natural inclusion, and
the obvious projection

F
π|F
−→ sX(B)

s−1

X−→ B.

Let X , X ′ be fibrewise pointed spaces over B. Suppose π : E → X and π′ : E ′ → X ′ are
fibrewise fibrations with fibres F and F ′, respectively. Let f, g : E → E ′ be fibrewise maps,
and f̄ , ḡ be fibrewise pointed maps satisfying π′ ◦ f = f̄ ◦ π and π′ ◦ g = ḡ ◦ π:

E

π

��

f,g
// E ′

π′

��
X

f̄ ,ḡ

// X ′.

(3)
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Since f̄ ◦ sX = sX′ = ḡ ◦ sX it follows f(F ) ⊂ F ′ and g(F ) ⊂ F ′. Therefore, we ob-
tain induced fibrewise maps f0 = f |F : F → F ′ and g0 = g|F : F → F ′ between the
corresponding fibres. Under these hypotheses, we have the following result:

Theorem 6.1. DB(f, g) + 1 ≤ (DB(f0, g0) + 1) · (cat∗
B(X) + 1).

Proof. Suppose cat∗
B(X) = n and DB(f0, g0) = m. Consider {U0, . . . , Un} a fibrewise cate-

gorical open cover of X , and let {V0, . . . , Vm} be an open cover of F0 such that f0|V j ≃B

g0|V j for 0 ≤ j ≤ m. For each 0 ≤ j ≤ m, denote this fibrewise homotopy by Fj :
IB(Vj) → F ′.
Since each Ui is a fibrewise categorical open subset of X , there exists a fibrewise ho-

motopy Hi : IB(Ui) → X with Hi : incUi
≃B sX ◦ pX |Ui

. Define U ′
i := p−1(Ui).

Then, applying the fibrewise homotopy lifting property for π, we obtain a lifted homo-
topy H̃i : IB(U ′

i) → E that makes the following diagram commute:

U ′
i

i0

��

� � // E

π

��
IB(U ′

i)

H̃i

44

IB(π)
// IB(Ui)

Hi

// X.

Since π ◦ H̃i = Hi ◦ IB(π), we have

π(H̃i(x, 1)) = Hi(π(x), 1) = (sX ◦ pX)(π(x)) ∈ sX(B).

In other words, H̃i(x, 1) ∈ π−1(sX(B)) = F . This defines a fibrewise map H̃i,1 := H̃i(−, 1) :
U ′

i → F . Now define Wi,j = U ′
i ∩ V ′

j for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , m}, where
V ′

j = H̃−1
i,1 (Vj). A simple inspection proves that the collection {Wi,j} is indeed an open

cover of E.
Finally, we demonstrate that f |Wi,j

≃B g|Wi,j
for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , m}.

To do so, we define the fibrewise homotopy Ki,j : IB(Wi,j) → E ′ by

Ki,j(e, t) =





f(H̃i(e, 3t)), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1/3,

Fj(H̃i,1(e), 3t− 1), 1/3 ≤ t ≤ 2/3,

g(H̃i(e, 3 − 3t)), 2/3 ≤ t ≤ 1.

This completes the proof. �

Let p : E → X be a fibration with fibre F in the non-fibrewise setting. In [23], Varadara-
jan established the following inequality:

cat(E) + 1 ≤ (cat(F ) + 1) · (cat(X) + 1). (4)

We will now prove the corresponding fibrewise version of (4). Note that when B is point,
we recover the inequality (4).

Corollary 6.2. Let E andX be fibrewise pointed spaces over B, and let π : E → X be a fibrewise
fibration that is also fibrewise pointed. Then, the following inequality holds:

cat∗
B(E) + 1 ≤ (cat∗

B(F ) + 1) · (cat∗
B(X) + 1).
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Proof. By setting E ′ = E, X ′ = X , f = idE, g = sE ◦ pE, f̄ = idX , ḡ = sX ◦ pX in (3), we
obtain the following commutative diagram:

E
idE , sE◦pE //

π
��

E

π
��

X
idX , sX◦pX

// X.

Note that f0 = idF and g0 = sF ◦pF , where sF and pF are the natural restrictions of sX and
pX to the fibre F . Therefore, by applying Theorem 6.1 to the diagram above, we obtain
the following inequality:

cat∗
B(idE, sE ◦ pE) + 1 ≤ (cat∗

B(idF , sF ◦ pF ) + 1) · (cat∗
B(idX , sX ◦ pX) + 1).

This gives us the desired result. �

For a fibration F →֒ E → X , Farber and Grant [7] proved the inequality

TC(E) + 1 ≤ (TC(F ) + 1) · (cat(X ×X) + 1). (5)

In the following corollary, we establish the fibrewise analogue of (5). Note that when B is
point, we recover the inequality (5).

Corollary 6.3. Let E andX be fibrewise pointed spaces over B and let π : E → X be a fibrewise
fibration. Then

TCB(E) + 1 ≤ (TCB(F ) + 1) · (cat∗
B(X ×B X) + 1).

Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram as in Equation (3).

E ×B E

π×Bπ

��

pr1, pr2 // E

π

��
X ×B X pr1, pr2

// X.

Observe that f0 = pr1 : F ×B F → F and g0 = pr2 : F ×B F → F . Thus, the desired
inequality follows again from Theorem 6.1. �

7. PARAMETRIZED POINTED HOMOTOPIC DISTANCE

In this section, we introduce the pointed version of the parametrized homotopic distance.
Its definition is framed within the context of fibrewise pointed homotopy. However, as
we will see, its numerical value does not differ significantly from the non-pointed version.
We will even verify that, under conditions of dimension and connectivity that are not too
restrictive, both invariants coincide. We begin by defining the concept of parametrized
pointed homotopic distance.

Definition 7.1. Let f, g : X → Y be two fibrewise pointed maps between fibrewise pointed
spaces X and Y over B. The parametrized pointed homotopic distance between f and g, de-
noted by DB

B(f, g), is defined as the smallest positive integer n for which there exists an open cover
{U0, . . . , Un} of X with sX(B) ⊂ Ui and f |Ui

≃B
B g|Ui

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. If no such open cover
exists, we set DB

B(f, g) = ∞.

The following statements follow directly from Definition 7.1:
(1) DB

B(f, g) = DB
B(g, f)

(2) DB
B(f, g) = 0 if, and only if, f ≃B

B g.
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(3) If f ≃B
B f ′ and g ≃B

B g′, then DB
B(f, g) = DB

B(f ′, g′).

The numerical invariant associated with the parametrized pointed homotopic distance is
the so-called fibrewise pointed sectional category, which was introduced in [9].

Definition 7.2. The fibrewise pointed sectional category of a fibrewise pointed map f : E →
X , denoted by secatBB(f), is the smallest integer n ≥ 0 such that X admits an open cover {Ui}

n
i=0

with sX(B) ⊂ Ui and, for each i, there exists a fibrewise pointed homotopy section si : Ui → E of
f , meaning that f ◦ si ≃B

B incUi
, for each i. This is depicted in the following diagram, commutative

up to fibrewise pointed homotopy:

Ui
� �

incUi //

si   ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

X

E.
f

>>⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥

If no such n exists, we define secatBB(f) = ∞.

Similarly to the non-pointed case, when f : E → X is a fibrewise pointed fibration,
the definition of fibrewise pointed sectional category can be strengthened by requiring the
triangles in the diagram to be strictly commutative.

Given two fibrewise pointed maps f, g : X → Y,we can consider the following pullback
diagram:

PB(f, g)

Π∗

Y

��

// PB(Y )

ΠY

��
X

(f,g)
// Y ×B Y.

Note that Π∗
Y is a fibrewise pointed fibration, as ΠY is, and they are connected by this

pullback. Similar to the non-pointed case, the parametrized pointed homotopic distance
can be expressed in terms of the fibrewise pointed sectional category. The proof of this
result is analogous and is thus is omitted.

Proposition 7.3. DB
B(f, g) = secatBB(Π∗

Y ).

Other notable examples of numerical invariants that can be expressed in terms of the
fibrewise pointed sectional category include the fibrewise pointed LS category, catBB(X),
and the fibrewise pointed topological complexity, TCB

B(X), both of which are studied in
[8] and [9]. Specifically, for any given fibrewise pointed space X , we have the following
relationships:

catBB(X) = secatBB(sX : B → X) and TCB
B(X) = secatBB(ΠX : PB(X) → X ×B X).

If X is a fibrewise pointed space over B, then we have fibrewise pointed maps i1 =
(idX , sX ◦ pX) and i2 = (sX ◦ pX , idX). Moreover, the projections pr1, pr2 : X ×B X → X
are also fibrewise pointed maps. Using similar ideas to those in the proof of Proposition 3.9,
and Corollary 3.6, we can also establish the following result:

Proposition 7.4. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space. Then

catB
B(X) = DB

B(i1, i2) and TCB
B(X) = DB

B(pr1, pr2).
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Having analyzed the properties of the parametrized homotopic distance in Section 4,
we now proceed similarly for its pointed version. Notable properties include its behavior
under compositions and their consequences, fibrewise pointed homotopy invariance, the
triangle inequality for the parametrized pointed homotopic distance, and its behavior under
the product of maps. Additional results address fibrewise H-spaces, its interaction with the
multiplication of fibrewise pointed maps, and fibrewise pointed fibrations.
Since the statements and proofs follow the same structure, with only minor adjustments

(mutatis mutandis), we will omit them. We leave the details to the reader, presenting them
as an excellent exercise.

7.1. Cohomological lower bound. We will work with singular cohomology with coef-
ficients in a commutative ring R with unity, where R will be omitted from the notation.
Let X be a fibrewise pointed space over B. Taking cohomology yields the following com-
mutative diagram of graded cohomology rings and homomorphisms:

H∗(B)
p∗

X //

id∗

%%❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏❏

❏❏
H∗(X)

s∗

Xyyss
ss
ss
ss
s

H∗(B).

Lemma 7.5. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space over B. Then, there exists an isomorphism of
graded abelian groups:

H∗(X)/ 〈p∗
X(H∗(B))〉 ∼= ker(s∗

X).

Proof. The desired isomorphism follows immediately consequence from the split short exact
sequence of graded abelian groups:

0 // H∗(B)
p∗

X // H∗(X)

s∗

X

jj
// H∗(X)/〈p∗

X(H∗(B))〉 // 0

�

Working with the kernel of s∗
X is often more convenient, as it directly captures the co-

homology classes in H∗(X) that vanish when restricted to the base space B through the
section sX . This viewpoint is especially valuable for studying the intrinsic properties of the
fibre and examining the additional structure of X that goes beyond what is inherited from
B.

Lemma 7.6. Let H∗(X, sX(B)) denote the cohomology of the pair (X, sX(B)) viewed as the
graded abelian group. Then there is an isomorphism of graded abelian groups:

H∗(X, sX(B)) ∼= ker(s∗
X).

Proof. Let i : sX(B) → X and j : (X, ∅) → (X, sX(B)) be the inclusions. Consider the
following segment of the long exact sequence in cohomology associated with the pair
(X, sX(B)):

H∗+1(X)
i∗

// H∗+1(sX(B))
δ∗

// H∗(X, sX(B))
j∗

// H∗(X)
i∗

// H∗(sX(B)).

Since i∗ is clearly surjective in all dimensions, we have that δ∗ = 0. Consequently, j∗ must
also be surjective. This implies that

ker(s∗
X) = ker(i∗) = im(j∗) ∼= H∗(X, sX(B)),

which completes the proof our desired conclusion. �
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All the previous arguments enable us to define the fibrewise pointed cohomology of X
in a more convenient form:

Definition 7.7. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space over B. The fibrewise pointed cohomology of
X (with coefficients in R) is defined as H∗

B(X) := H∗(X, sX(B)).

Remark 7.8. From the previous discussion, for a fibrewise pointed space X , we conclude that

H∗
B(X) = H∗(X)/ 〈p∗

X(H∗(B))〉 .

We now proceed to verify the cohomological lower bound on the fibrewise unpointed
LS category of a fibrewise pointed space, as given by James and Morris [14].

Proposition 7.9. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space. Then

nil(H∗
B(X)) ≤ cat∗

B(X).

Proof. Since H∗
B(X) = ker(sX) , we have

nil(H∗
B(X)) ≤ secat(sX) ≤ secatB(X) = cat∗

B(X).

�

We now aim to establish a similar bound in the context of a fibrewise pointed map π :
E → X . To do so, we consider the ring homomorphism

π∗ : H∗
B(X) → H∗

B(E),

which is induced in cohomology by the map of pairs π : (E, sE(B)) → (X, sX(B)).

Theorem 7.10. Let π : E → X be a fibrewise pointed map. Then

nil(ker(π∗)) ≤ secatB
B(π).

Proof. Suppose secatB
B(π) = n. Consider an open cover {Ui}

n
i=0 such that sX(B) ⊂ Ui for

each i, and fibrewise pointed maps σi : Ui → E such that π ◦σi ≃B
B incUi

. In particular, this
implies that for each i, we have the following diagram in the category of pairs of spaces, up
to homotopy of pairs:

(Ui, sX(B))
incUi //

σi ''PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
PP

(X, sX(B))

(E, sE(B)).

π

77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦

Now let α0, . . . , αn be cohomology classes from ker(π∗) ⊂ H∗
B(X) = H∗(X, sX(B)).

Fix αi ∈ Hmi

B (X) and consider the following portion of the cohomology exact sequence
associated with the triple (X,Ui, sX(B)):

Hmi(X,Ui)
q∗

i // Hmi(X, sX(B))
inc∗

Ui // Hmi(Ui, sX(B))

Since inc∗
Ui

(αi) = σ∗
i (π∗(αi)) = σ∗

i (0) = 0, there exist ᾱi ∈ Hmi(X,Ui) such that q∗
i (ᾱi) =

αi. Finally, we obtain

α0 ∪ α1 ∪ · · · ∪ αn = q∗
0(ᾱ0) ∪ q∗

1(ᾱ1) ∪ . . . q∗
n(ᾱn)

= q∗(ᾱ0 ∪ ᾱ1 ∪ · · · ∪ ᾱn)
= q∗(0) = 0 (as ᾱ0 ∪ ᾱ1 ∪ · · · ∪ ᾱn ∈ Hm(X,X)),

where q : (X, sX(B)) → (X,∪n
i=0Ui) = (X,X) denotes the natural inclusion and m =∑n

i=0 mi. �
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Wenow apply Proposition 7.3 to establish the cohomological lower bound on the parametrized
pointed homotopic distance. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise pointed maps. Recall the fol-
lowing pullback diagram:

PB(f, g)

Π∗

Y

��

// PB(Y )

ΠY

��
X

(f,g)
// Y ×B Y.

By Proposition 7.3, we have DB
B(f, g) = secatB

B(Π∗
Y ). Now, let (Π∗

Y )∗ be the induced map
on cohomology:

(Π∗
Y )∗ : H∗

B(X) → H∗
B(PB(f, g)).

As a consequence of Theorem 7.10, we have the following cohomological bound:

Proposition 7.11. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise pointed maps. Then

nil(ker((Π∗
Y )∗)) ≤ DB

B(f, g).

We now establish a cohomological lower bound for the pointed parametrized topological
complexity.

Proposition 7.12. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space over B and let ∆X : X → X ×B X be
the diagonal map. Then the following inequality holds:

nil(ker[∆∗
X : H∗

B(X ×B X) → H∗
B(X)]) ≤ TCB

B(X).

Proof. Recall that DB
B(pr1, pr2) = TCB

B(X), where pr1, pr2 : X ×B X → X are projections.
Since (pr1, pr2) : X ×B X → X ×B X is the identity map, the pullback Π∗

X coincides
with ΠX . Moreover, we have the following commutative diagram up to pointed fibrewise
homotopy:

X
γX //

∆X $$❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍ PB(X)

ΠXxxrrr
rr
rr
rr
r

X ×B X,

where γX is the fibrewise pointed homotopy equivalence defined by mapping a point x to
(pX(x), cx), where cx represents the constant path at x. Therefore, we have the following
equality:

ker[∆∗
X : H∗

B(X ×B X) → H∗
B(X)] = ker[Π∗

X : H∗
B(X ×B X) → H∗

B(PBX)].

Using Theorem 7.10, we obtain the desired cohomological bound. �

8. POINTED VS. UNPOINTED PARAMETRIZED HOMOTOPIC DISTANCE

Wenow compare the parametrized homotopic distance with its pointed counterpart. For
fibrewise pointed maps f, g : X → Y , observe that the following inequality naturally holds:

DB(f, g) ≤ DB
B(f, g).

The next result demonstrates that, under relatively mild conditions, the gap between
the parametrized homotopic distance and its pointed version is less significant than one
might initially anticipate. Before presenting this result, we first introduce some preliminary
lemmas.
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Recall that a fibrewise space X over B is termed fibrant if the projection pX : X → B is
a Hurewicz fibration. Additionally, a fibrewise well-pointed space is defined as a fibrewise
pointed space where the section is a closed fibrewise cofibration.

Lemma 8.1. Let X be a fibrewise pointed space. If X is both a fibrant fibrewise space and an
ANR (absolute neighborhood retract) space, then X is fibrewise well-pointed.

Proof. Applying [8, Corollary A.6 (ii)], we conclude that X is fibrewise locally equicon-
nected; that is, the diagonal map ∆X : X → X ×B X is a closed fibrewise cofibration. The
result then follows directly from Corollary A.9 and Remark A.10 in [8]. �

Our second lemma is a well-known result attributed to Strøm (see the final remark in
[21]). Although he did not provide an explicit proof, we include one here for the sake of
completeness. For a topological space X , let c : X → XI denote the map that assigns to
each x ∈ X the constant path at x, denoted cx. A locally equiconnected space (LEC space) is a
topological spaceX in which the diagonal map ∆ : X → X×X is a closed cofibration. It is
worth noting that CW-complexes and metrizable spaces serve as examples of LEC spaces.

Lemma 8.2. Let X be a topological space. Then,

(1) c : X → XI is a closed cofibration if and only if there exists a continuous map ϕ : XI → I
such that c(X) = ϕ−1({0}).

(2) If there is a continuous map ψ : X ×X → I such that ψ−1({0}) = ∆(X), then c : X →
XI is a closed cofibration. In particular, if X is a LEC space, c : X → XI is guaranteed to
be a closed cofibration.

Proof. (1) Suppose c is a closed cofibration, and let (ϕ,H) be a Strøm structure associated
with the cofibred pair (XI , c(X)). Then, the map ϕ : XI → I must satisfy c(X) =
ϕ−1({0}).
Conversely, assume there exists a continuous map ϕ : XI → I such that c(X) =

ϕ−1({0}). To prove that c is a cofibration, we need to construct a Strøm structure for
(XI , c(X)). Consider the pair (ϕ,H), where H : XI × I → XI is defined by the formula:

H(α, t)(s) =




α((1 − t

ϕ(α)
)s), if t < ϕ(α)

α(0), if t ≥ ϕ(α).

It can be verified that H is continuous, satisfies H(α, 0) = α and H(cx, t) = cx, for all
α ∈ XI , x ∈ X and t ∈ I.Moreover, H(α, t) ∈ c(X), whenever t > ϕ(α).

(2) Define ϕ : XI → I by

ϕ(α) := sup{ψ(α(t), α(0)) : t ∈ I}.

It is straightforward to verify that ϕ is continuous and satisfies ϕ−1({0}) = c(X). Therefore,
by part (1) it follows that c : X → XI is a closed cofibration. �

Remark 8.3. As observed by Strøm, P. Tulley provides in [22] an example of a space X that does
not admit a continuous map ϕ : XI → I satisfying ϕ−1({0}) = c(X). Equivalently, c : X → XI

is not a closed cofibration.

Lemma 8.4. Let Y be a fibrant fibrewise space over a LEC space B. If Y is an ANR space, then
PB(Y ) is also an ANR space. Consequently, if Y is additionally a fibrewise pointed space, PB(Y )
must be fibrewise well-pointed.
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Proof. Consider the pullback that defines PB(Y ):

PB(Y ) �
�

//

��

Y I

pI
Y

��

B � �

c
// BI .

By Lemma 8.2 above, the map c : B →֒ BI , which assigns to each b ∈ B the constant path
cb, is an ordinary closed cofibration. Since pI

Y is a Hurewicz fibration, it follows from [20,
Theorem 12] that PB(Y ) →֒ Y I is also a closed cofibration. Given that Y I is an ANR space,
we conclude from [12, Chapter IV, Theoren 3.2] that PB(Y ) is also an ANR space. The
final statement follows from the fact that PB(Y ) is fibrant, allowing us to apply Lemma 8.1
above. �

Now, we are in a position to state and prove our result:

Theorem 8.5. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise pointed maps where X and Y are fibrant. If, in
addition, X and Y are ANR spaces and B is a LEC space, then

DB(f, g) ≤ DB
B(f, g) ≤ DB(f, g) + 1.

Proof. Consider the following pullback of fibrewise pointed maps and spaces

PB(f, g)

Π∗

Y

��

// PB(Y )

ΠY

��
X

(f,g)
// Y ×B Y.

By Lemmas 8.1 and 8.4, both X and PB(Y ) are fibrewise well-pointed spaces. Addi-
tionally, by Proposition 2.4, Y ×B Y is also a fibrewise well-pointed space. Therefore,
again by Proposition 2.4, PB(f, g) is likewise fibrewise well-pointed. Considering that
DB(f, g) = secatB(Π∗

Y ) and DB
B(f, g) = secatBB(Π∗

Y ), the result follows from [9, Theorem
4.1]. �

Remark 8.6. Note that Theorem 8.5 also holds under the same hypotheses for Y and B but
requiring that X be metrizable and fibrewise well-pointed, rather than necessarily fibrant or an
ANR space.

As a consequence to Theorem 8.5 we recover [8, Corollary 25].

To conclude, we will provide sufficient conditions for the parametrized homotopic dis-
tance to coincide with its pointed version. Recall that a fibrewise pointed space X is said to
be cofibrant if the section sX : B → X is a closed cofibration.

Lemma 8.7. Let Y be a fibrewise pointed space over a LEC space B. If Y is both cofibrant and
fibrant, then PB(Y ) is also cofibrant (and fibrant).
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Proof. We consider the pullback that defines PB(Y ), along with s = sPB(Y ) : B → PB(Y ),
the induced section on that pullback:

B � � c //

idB

##

s

""

BI
� _

sI
Y

��

PB(Y ) �
�

c
//

��

Y I

pI
Y

��

B � �

c
// BI .

Since pI
Y is a Hurewicz fibration and c : B →֒ BI is a closed cofibration, by applying [20,

Theorem 12], we obtain that the base change c : PB(Y ) →֒ Y I is also a closed cofibration
(and the projection PB(Y ) → B is a Hurewicz fibration, confirming that PB(Y ) is fibrant).
Furthermore, since sI

Y is a closed cofibration (see [21, Lemma 4]), the composition c ◦ s =
sI

Y ◦ c is a closed cofibration. By [21, Lemma 5], we conclude that s is a closed cofibration.
�

The following lemma is well-known; for instance, the concluding remark in [21] im-
plies a proof, although it is not explicitly stated. For the reader’s convenience, we provide
a complete proof here. Let B be a space, and consider the category cofB of closed cofi-
brations. That is, the objects are closed cofibrations sX : B → X , and the morphisms are
commutative triangles between closed cofibrations:

B
sX

~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦ sY

  ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

X // Y.

Lemma 8.8. cofB is closed under pullbacks along morphisms that are Hurewicz fibrations.

Proof. Suppose p : E → X and f : X ′ → X are morphisms in cofB , where p is a Hurewicz
fibration. Consider the following consecutive pullback diagrams:

F

��

i // E ′

p′

��

f ′

// E

p

��
B

sX′

// X ′

f
// X.

Since p is a Hurewicz fibration, by [20, Theorem 12], both i and f ′◦i are closed cofibrations.
By applying [21, Lemma 5], and noting that (f ′ ◦ i) ◦ sF = sE is a closed cofibration,
we conclude that sF is a closed cofibration. Consequently, sE′ = i ◦ sF is also a closed
cofibration. �

Theorem 8.9. Let f, g : X → Y be fibrewise pointed maps between fibrant and cofibrant fibrewise
pointed spaces. Additionally, suppose that B is a CW-complex and that the following conditions
hold:

(1) The projection pY : Y → B is a k-equivalence, for some integer k ≥ 1;
(2) dim(B) < (DB(f, g) + 1) · k − 1.

Then, it follows that DB(f, g) = DB
B(f, g).
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Proof. Again, we consider the pullback of fibrewise pointed maps and spaces

PB(f, g)

Π∗

Y

��

// PB(Y )

ΠY

��
X

(f,g)
// Y ×B Y.

Since Y is fibrant, the map ΠY : PB(Y ) → Y ×B Y is a Hurewicz fibration, implying that
Π∗

Y is also a Hurewicz fibration. Furthermore, as X is fibrant, PB(f, g) is also fibrant.
Next, applying Lemma 8.7 and Lemma 8.8, we observe that both PB(Y ) and Y ×B Y

are cofibrant. Consequently, by Lemma 8.8 once more, we conclude that PB(f, g) is also
cofibrant.
Finally, the result follows from applying [9, Theorem 4.4], noting that DB(f, g) =

secatB(Π∗
Y ) and DB

B(f, g) = secatBB(Π∗
Y ). Moreover, condition (1) in the statement of our

theorem ensures that the diagonal map ∆Y : Y → Y ×B Y is a (k− 1)-equivalence, which
implies that ΠY is also a (k − 1)-equivalence. Therefore, Π∗

Y is a (k − 1)-equivalence. �

As a consequence to Theorem 8.9, we recover [8, Proposition 28].
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