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Abstract

In previous work, the second author and others have found conditions on ahomogeneous space
G /H which imply that, up to stabilization, all vector bundles over G/H admit Riemannian
metrics of non-negative sectional curvature. One important ingredient of their approach is
Segal’s result that the set of vector bundles of the form G x y V for a representation V of H
contains inverses within the class. We show that this approach cannot work for biquotients
G/ H, where we consider vector bundles of the form G x i V. We call such vector bundles
biquotient bundles. Specifically, we show that in each dimension n > 4 except n = 5, there
is a simply connected biquotient of dimension n with a biquotient bundle which does not
contain an inverse within the class of biquotient bundles. In addition, we show that forn > 6
except n = 7, there are infinitely many homotopy types of biquotients with the property that
no non-trivial biquotient bundle has an inverse. Lastly, we show that every biquotient bundle
over every simply connected biquotient M" = G/ H with G simply connected and with
n € {2, 3, 5} has an inverse in the class of biquotient bundles.

Mathematics Subject Classification Primary 53C20

1 Motivation and results

Throughout this article, M will denote a closed manifold and Vect(M) the set of isomorphism
classes of vector bundles over M. We will consider the case of real and complex vector bundles
simultaneously, unless otherwise stated. It is well known that given E € Vect(M) one can
always find F' € Vect(M) such that the Whitney sum E @ F is isomorphic to a trivial bundle,
see e.g. [1, Lemma 9.3.5]. We call such a bundle F an inverse for E. Observe that there are
infinitely many inverses for a given bundle, although they all lie in the same stable class. In
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this article we discuss whether particularly interesting subsets S C Vect(M) contain their
own inverses, motivated by certain K-theoretical and geometrical applications.

As a warm up example, suppose that M carries an action by a compact Lie group G,
and consider the natural subset Vectg (M) of G-vector bundles. As observed by Segal, any
such bundle has an inverse in Vectg (M), see [16, Proposition 2.4]. When the G-action is
transitive, M is a homogeneous space G/H and Vects(G/H) coincides with the set of the
so-called homogeneous (vector) bundles, i.e. those of the form G x g V for a representation
H of V [16, p. 130, c)]. Hence, every homogeneous bundle has an inverse which is also
homogeneous. The purpose of this work is to show that the analogous property fails to hold,
in general, for the more general class of biquotient bundles.

We first recall the definition of biquotient, following the approach by Totaro in [20,
Lemma 1.1 (3)]. Let G be a compact Lie group and Z(G) its center, and let Z < G x G
be the diagonal normal subgroup Z := {(g,g) : g € Z(G)}. Any homomorphism
f: H — (G x G)/Z can be written in the form f(h) = [f1(h), f>(h)] and determines
a well-defined two-sided H-action » on G by the rule hxg = fi(h)g fz(h)_]. When this
action is free, the orbit space, denoted by G / H, inherits a manifold structure and is called a
biquotient.

By construction, associated to a biquotient G/ H there is a principal H-bundle H —
G — G/ H. Each representation V of H induces a vector bundle G xy V over GJ/H,
defined as the quotient of G x V via the diagonal action by H consisting of the x-action on
G and the representation action on V; the projection map is given by [g, v] — [g]. A vector
bundle constructed in such a way will be called a biquotient (vector) bundle. A biquotient
bundle is real or complex depending on the nature of the representation V. We remark that,
even though a given biquotient has several descriptions as a biquotient, when we refer to
biquotient bundles over G /H we always mean a bundle of the form G x g V. In general,
one can obtain different isomorphism classes of vector bundles by changing the description
of the biquotient. For example, as shown by the authors [9, Theorem 1.1], whether or not the
tangent bundle of CP¥ or HP¥ is a biquotient vector bundle varies with the presentation.

Theorem 1.1 In each dimension n with n # 2,3, 5, there is a simply connected biquotient
M = G/ H and a biquotient bundle G x g V with no inverse among biquotient bundles.

We stress that Theorem 1.1 equally holds for real and complex biquotient bundles.
Simple examples satisfying the statement in Theorem 1.1 include the connected sum
(§3)?)T? ~ CP?*CP? and Eschenburg’s inhomogeneous flag manifold SU (3)/T?, see
Proposition 3.4. By taking appropriate products with certain bundles over CP2#C P2, we
can improve Theorem 1.1 in dimension n > 6.

Theorem 1.2 In each dimension n > 6 with n # 7 there are infinitely many homotopy types
of simply connected biquotients M = G || H with the following stronger property: if V is any
non-trivial representation of H, then the biquotient bundle G x iy V does not have an inverse
among biquotient bundles. Moreover, when n = 7 there are infinitely many homeomorphism
types with this stronger property.

In fact, when n # 7, we find infinitely many pairwise non-isomorphic cohomology rings.
Our examples in dimension 7 are certain S3-bundles over C P>4C P2 whose integral coho-
mology ring is isomorphic to that of §3 x CP24CP2. We distinguish them by their first
Pontryagin class.

As mentioned previously, if one has diffeomorphic biquotients G|/ H; = G,/ Ha, the
isomorphism classes of biquotient vector bundles obtained from each description do not
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necessarily coincide. However, for the examples we construct to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2,
this does not occur. Specifically, our descriptions are all of the form G /T* for T* a torus. It
follows from Propsition 3.2 below and the fact that the irreducible representations of T* are
trivial or two (real) dimensional that the set of complex biquotient vector bundles obtained
from such a description are simply the sums of complex line bundles. Likewise, one concludes
that the real biquotient vector bundles are the realification of such a complex bundle, possibly
summed with a trivial bundle. On the other hand, if G,/ H, happens to be diffeomorphic to
one of our examples, [9, Propositions 2.2 and 2.5] implies that replacing G, with its universal
cover and simplifying to its so-called reduced form can only enlarge the class of biquotient
vector bundles. Thus, we may assume G, is simply connected and that G,/ H; is reduced.
Now [8, Proposition 3.4 and Corollary 3.5] imply that G is a product of SU (2)s and that
H, is a torus. In particular, the set of biquotient vector bundles obtained agrees with that
obtained using our original description.

It would be interesting to derive sufficient conditions on a given closed biquotient G / H
for the existence of inverses within the class of biquotient bundles. As mentioned above, by
Segal’s work one such condition is that G/ H is actually a homogeneous space. Here we
provide the following topological sufficient conditions.

Theorem 1.3 Let M = G JH be a closed biquotient. If ®i-oHY (M, Q) = 0, then any real
biquotient bundle has an inverse among biquotient bundles.
Suppose moreover that one of the following stronger assumptions holds:

o ®i0H* (M. Q) =0
o ®i-oHE (M, Q)= H*(M,Q) =Qand M and G are simply connected.

Then any complex biquotient bundle has an inverse among biquotient bundles.

From the classification of low-dimensional biquotients [7, 15, 20], one easily sees that
Theorem 1.3 applies to all simply connected biquotients in dimension 2, 3, and 5. Thus, we
immediately deduce the following corollary which explains the exceptions in Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.4 For any presentation G | H of a simply connected biquotient of dimension 2, 3,
orSwith G simply connected, any biquotient bundle has an inverse among biquotient bundles.

As shown by Totaro [20, Lemma 3.1], every simply connected biquotient has such a
presentation.

Our interest in the existence of inverses within the class of biquotient bundles arises when
studying the following:

Question 1.5 Which vector bundles over a given biquotient are isomorphic to a biquotient
bundle?

The importance of Question 1.5 is that the presence of a biquotient bundle structure
has very nice topological and geometrical implications. On the topological side, Singhof
developed a method that allows the computation of certain characteristic classes [18]. On the
geometrical side, biquotient bundles admit metrics of non-negative sectional curvature with
very interesting properties, see e.g. [19].

Roughly speaking, the existence of inverses within a given subset S C Vect(M) allows the
use of K-theory in order to detect which bundles over M actually belong to S, up to stabiliza-
tion. To make this connection precise, let K(M) and K(S) denote the Grothendieck groups of
Vect(M) (i.e. topological K-theory) and of S respectively, and denote by 1: K(S) — K(M)
the induced group inclusion. Given an integer k, we denote also by k the trivial bundle of
rank k.
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Proposition 1.6 Suppose that S C Vect(M) satisfies the following properties:

(1) S contains all trivial bundles,
(2) the sum of two bundles in S belongs to S, and
(3) every bundle in S has an inverse in S.

Then, the following are equivalent:

e The natural inclusion 1: K(S) — K(M) is surjective.
e For every vector bundle E over M there exists an integer k (depending on E) such that
the Whitney sum E @ k is isomorphic to a bundle in S.

We remark that Proposition 1.6 and its proof holds for both complex or real vector bundles;
note that in the real case the Grothendieck group of a set of vector bundles is usually denoted
by KO(—) instead of K(—).

The upshot of Proposition 1.6 is that K-theory has been extensively investigated and there
is a powerful machinery at our disposal for studying the possible surjectivity of :. This has
been done in various situation as we review next, where we restrict to the case of complex
bundles for simplicity. The assumptions on § are satisfied when M is a G-manifold and
S = Vectg(M); its Grothendieck group K(S) is usually denoted by Ks (M) [16]. When
M = G/H is homogeneous, Kg (M) identifies naturally with the representation ring R(H).
In this case, the study of the surjectivity of the map 1: R(H) — K(G/H) was already
initiated by Atiyah and Hirzebruch in the seminal article in which K-theory was founded [3,
Section 5]. Recently, surjectivity of 1 : R(H) — K(G/H) has been characterized in the case
where H, G are connected and 71 G is torsion-free, and it turns out that it is equivalent to
the condition rank G — rank H < 1 (see [2, Theorem B] and its proof). Equivalently, every
complex bundle over such a homogeneous space is homogeneous, up to stabilization. This
property no longer holds for biquotients: our examples G / H from Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 have
rank G —rank H = 0 or 1 (depending on the parity of the dimension) and for any non-trivial
complex biquotient bundle £ = G xy V we have that F @ k is not a biquotient bundle
for any k, where F' denotes any inverse for E. In the case where M is a cohomogeneity one
G-space, sufficient conditions for the surjectivity of 1 : Kg(M) — K(M) have been given
in [5, Theorem 6.1].

We finish by providing a geometric application which motivated the present work. Some
particular cases of Proposition 1.6 were crucial in the series of papers [2, 11, 12]. Therein, the
surjectivity of the map 1: Kg(M) — K(M), for certain manifolds M on which a compact
Lie group G acts transitively or by cohomogeneity one, is used to show that every vector
bundle over M (is a G-vector bundle and hence) carries a metric of non-negative sectional
curvature, up to stabilization. This partially answers the so-called Converse Question to the
Soul Theorem of Cheeger and Gromoll [6] asking which vector bundles over a non-negatively
curved closed manifold admit a complete metric of non-negative curvature.

The set S of biquotient bundles over a given G/ H satisfies the first two assumptions in
Proposition 1.6, since the rule that assigns biquotient bundles to representations commutes
with respect to direct sums (and tensor products). Unfortunately, the third condition is not
satisfied, in general, as Theorem 1.1 shows. Thus, Proposition 1.6 does not help to partially
answer Question 1.5 nor the Converse Question to the Soul Theorem over arbitrary biquo-
tients. In any case, we are not aware of any general result concerning the surjectivity of the
natural map:: R(H) - K(G/H).

We now describe the outline of the paper. Section 2 is devoted to proving Proposition 1.6
as well as Theorem 1.3. The main tool used is K-theory. Section 3 contains the proof of
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In order to find examples, we identify a cohomological property
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which guarantees that the only biquotient bundles with inverses are trivial (Proposition 3.1).
We then just need to construct the relevant biquotients verifying this property; we do this in
Proposition 3.6.

2 K-theoretical proofs: biquotients bundles with inverses

Here we prove Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.6. The proofs use basics of K-theory and stable
classes of vector bundles. We refer e.g. to [1, Sect. 9] for the reader unfamiliar with the topic.

Lemma 2.1 Let M be a closed manifold satisfying ®i-oHEM,Q) =0 (resp. ®;-oHY
(M, Q) = 0). Let S be a set of complex (resp. real) vector bundles over M satisfying the
following properties:

(1) S contains all trivial bundles,
(2) the sum of two bundles in S belongs to S, and

Then every bundle in S has an inverse in S.

Proof Using the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence for K-theory it follows that the con-
dition @®;-0H% (M, Q) = 0 is equivalent to the reduced K-theory ring of M being finite (see
[3, Sect. 2.4]). The latter is equivalent to the fact that the set of stable classes of complex
bundles over M is finite. In particular, for any complex bundle E over M there exist integers
n, k such that nE @ k is a trivial bundle, where n E denotes the Whitney sum £ @ --- @ E
of n copies of E. Thus F := (n — 1) E @ k is an inverse for E. The assumptions on S imply
that F € S, as desired. The same discussion applies in the case of real bundles under the
condition ®;=oH* (M, Q) = 0 (see the proof of [2, Corollary 2.11] for more information).

O

Lemma22 Let M =~ G/ H be a closed biquotient with G and M simply connected and
satisfying

@i-0HY (M, Q) = H*(M,Q) = Q.
Then any complex biquotient bundle has an inverse among biquotient bundles.

Proof Let E be a complex vector bundle over M. Recall that the Chern character induces an
isomorphism K(M) @ Q — H®"(M, Q) [3, Sect. 2.4]. By the cohomological assumption
on M, the only Chern class that survives is c{(E).

On the other hand, if M = G/ H then, as M is simply connected, mo(M) = Hy(M)
is non-trivial, so H, up to cover, must split off a circle factor [8, Proposition 3.3]. From
Proposition 3.2 below, all complex line bundles over G/ H are biquotient bundles, and there
is precisely one such bundle for any element in H>(M,Z). Let L the line bundle with
c1(L) = —cy1(E). Then ¢ (E @ L) = 0 and hence the Chern character maps the K-theory
class of E @ L to the trivial element in H®*"(M, Q). Hence, the stable class of E & L
corresponds to a torsion element in K(M), and consequently there exist integers n, k for
which n(E @ L) ®k = nE @ nL & k is a trivial bundle. Thus (n — 1)E @ nL @ k is an
inverse for E and also a biquotient bundle, as desired. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3 The first two statements follow directly from Lemma 2.1 applied to the
set S of real (resp. complex) biquotient bundles together with the fact that S is clearly closed
under taking Whitney sums. The third statement is precisely Lemma 2.2. O
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Proof of Corollary 1.4 By the classification in [7, 15, 20], such a biquotient is diffeomorphic to
one of the following: S2, 83,85 §2x 83, SU (3)/S 0 (3) or the non-trivial S3-bundle over S2,
denoted by §3% §2. Their topology is well known. The real case in the corollary follows from
Lemma 2.1. The complex case follows from Lemma 2.1 in the cases of $3, 85U (3) /S0O(3)
and from Lemma 2.2 in the cases of $2, §2 x §3, 3% §2. O

We conclude this section with a proof of Proposition 1.6.

Proof of Proposition 1.6 Recall that the Grothendieck group of a set of vector bundles S is
defined as K(S) := {A — B : A, B € S}, where A — B; = Ay — B; if and only if there
exists m for which the bundles A; @ B, & m and A, @ By @& m are isomorphic. We will
denote the image of an element A — B € K(S) under :: K(§) — K(M) simply by A — B.

Suppose first that 1 is surjective. Then any E € Vect(M) can be writtenas E = A — B in
K (M) for certain A, B € S. By taking an inverse B’ € S of B (i.e. B @® B’ = n) and adding
the trivial element 0 = B’ — B’ we get

E=E+B —-B =A-B+B —B' =(A+B)-(B+B)=A+B —n.

It follows that £E & n ®@ m = A & B’ @ m for some m. The bundle in the right-hand-side
belongs to S by assumption and hence the claim follows for k .= n + m.

Suppose now that for every E € Vect(M) there is k for which E @& k € S. Take any
element E; — E» € K(M). By assumption, there is k; for which F; := E; @ k; € S, for
i =1,2.Clearly E1 — E; = F1 — F» € K(S) and hence the claim follows. O

3 Biquotients bundles with no inverses

We now move towards proving Theorem 1.1. Given a manifold M, we say M has Property
(%) if

for any x1, ..., x, eHz(M), Zx?:Oifandonlyifxl =xy=---=2x, =0,

where we use the notation H* (M) as an abbreviation for H*(M, Z). Our interest in Property
() stems from the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 Suppose M = G /T is a closed simply connected manifold satisfying prop-
erty (). Then in both the complex and real cases, the only biquotient bundles over M which
have a biquotient inverse are the trivial vector bundles.

Proof Recall from e.g. [4], that all irreducible complex representations of T* are 1
dimensional over C and all real representations of TX are the realification of a complex
representation, possibly summed with a trivial rank 1 real vector bundle. It follows that all
complex biquotient bundles over M split as a sum of line bundles and that every real biquo-
tient bundle over M is the realification of a complex bundle over M, possibly summed with
a trivial rank 1 real vector bundle.

We shall show that if a sum of complex line bundles over M is trivial then each of the line
bundles in the sum is trivial. This implies that if the sum E & F of two biquotient bundles is
trivial then so are E and F, as claimed.

Suppose Li,...,L, are line bundles over M and set L = ¢PL;. Computing
the first and second Chern classes via the Whitney sum formula, we find c;(L) =
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Di<icjenci(Lider(Ly) and ei(L) = Yo'y ci(Li). Thus,
c1(L)? =2ex(L) = ) er(Li)*.
i=1

If L is trivial, the left hand side vanishes, and so by Property (), we conclude c; (L;) = 0
for all i. Since line bundles are classified by their first Chern class, each L; must then be
trivial.

Lastly, observe that if rL denotes the realification of L, then its first Pontryagin class
equals pi(rL) = ci(L)? — 2ca(L) = Y. ¢1(L;)?, so p1(rL) is non-trivial if at least one L;
is non-trivial. O

Of course, in order to use Proposition 3.1, we must construct biquotients with Property
(x) and verify that they admit non-trivial biquotient vector bundles. The latter statement is
a consequence of the following proposition, Proposition 3.2. This proposition is likely not
new, but we could not locate it in the literature (see [21, p. 227] or [13, pp. 473-474] for
particular cases of it).

Given a subgroup S! € T, we call a subgroup T*~!' € T* complementary to S!
if S'. 751 = 7% and S! and T*! intersect only at the identity. If S' and 7*~! are
complementary, then every element in 7% has a unique expression of the form uw with
ueS andw e T

Proposition 3.2 Suppose M is a2-connected manifold and a torus T* acts freely with quotient
N = M/T* and suppose L is any complex line bundle over N. Then there is a subgroup
St < T* with complementary T*=! for which L is isomorphic to M /T*~1 x g1 C where s!
acts on C via v z = vz for some d € Z. Equivalently, L is isomorphic to M x rk C where

Tk = SV %=1 gets on C via (v(wy, ..., wrk—1)) * z = vz

Before proving this proposition, we note the following obvious corollary.

Corollary 3.3 If G is a simply connected compact Lie group and Tk k > 1, acts via a
biquotient action, then any line bundle L over G |/T* is a biquotient bundle. In particular,
since line bundles are classified by H*(G JT*) = 7K, there are infinitely many pairwise
non-isomorphic non-trivial biquotient bundles.

Proof of Proposition 3.2 Because complex line bundles are classified by their first Chern class,
it is sufficient to show every element of H 2(N) can be realized as the first Chern class of a
bundle of the form M /T*~! x ¢i C for some complementary S', 7%~! in T*. Further, every
line bundle is naturally associated to a principal S'-bundle, and under this association, the
first Chern class of the line bundle agrees with the Euler class of the principal bundle. Thus,
it is enough to show that every element x € H 2(N) can be realized as the Euler class of a
principal circle bundle of the form M/T*~! x i S! where S! acts on itself by rotations at
some speed.

The hypothesis on M together with the Serre spectral sequence for the principal T*-bundle
Tk — M — N imply that there is a natural isomorphism H'(T*) = H?(N). We write v;
for the coordinates on 7% and H *(Tk) = Ag(z1, ..., zx) with each z; corresponding to the
i-th factor of T%. Then H2(N) = ZF is generated by dzi, ..., dzx, where d denotes the
differential for the spectral sequence associated to the bundle.

Now, let x = Y b;(dz;) be any element of H 2(N). We may obviously assume x #
0. Moreover, we may assume gcd(by, ..., by) = 1, for if we have a bundle of the form
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M/Tk*1 X g1 S! with Euler class x/ged(by, ..., bx), we may obtain x as an Euler class by
having the S! act on itself by ged(by, . . ., by)-fold rotation.
‘We now define T)f‘_l and S;. Because gcd(by, ..., by) = 1,thereisamatrix B € Gl(k, Z)

whose first row is (b, ..., by), see e.g. [17]. Then B defines an isomorphism B : Tk - T*
given by

By, ..., n) = (vf”vf'z .. vf”‘, e vf;"‘vf“ ... v,fkk).
We set

S'=(B ', 1,....,) (i, 1,..., ) eTh)
T = (B ', va, o ow) : (Lva, .. ) € TR
Clearly S i and Tf‘l are complementary.

We now compute the Euler class of M, = M /Tk~! X gl S! where S! actson ST asvxw =
vw. Defineamap ¢ : T — S by ¢ (vy, ..., v) = 1 (B(vy, ..., »)) = vf‘ ...v,}:",where
72 TF — Slis projection onto the first coordinate, w1 (vy, ..., vx) = v;. Also, define
Y M — M, by y(m)=[m Tf’l, 1] and consider the diagram of fiber bundles

¢

Tk Sl

Y Y

L

where the bottom vertical maps are the obvious projections and i«, ig1 are the inclusion of
a fiber. Fixing mop € M and considering the corresponding point ¥ (mg) € My, we have

ize(Ul, ..., ) = (v1,...,v)mp and igi (V) = [moT)g‘_l, v].
We claim the diagram commutes. Indeed, the bottom square obviously commutes. For the
top square, we then observe the top square commutes if and only if for any (vy, ..., vz) € T*,
_ 1 b b
(Wi, ... v)moTE 1 1] = [meTE 1, ]t vl
Writing (vy, ..., v) = B~ wy, 1,..., DB~'(1, wa, ..., wy) forsome (wy, wa, ..., wg) €
Tk, we find w; = 71 (B(vy, ..., ) = vf' .. .v,l:", )

(1, ..., v0meTE 11 =B wy, 1, ..., HmoTE 1)
= [moTE", wi]

_ k=1 by by
= [moT, ", v ...v ]

Thus, there is a map of spectral sequences for the two bundles. Writing H*(S') = Az(2),
and using d and d, for the differential for the M and M, bundles respectively, we now see
that the Euler class e(M,) of M, satisfies e(M,) = d\(z) = d¢*(z). But, ¢ (vy, ..., vp) =
v’l" ... v,fk, so obviously d¢*(z) = d > b;z; = x. O

We now find examples of biquotients of the form G /T* with Property (x).
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Proposition 3.4 The space CP24CP? (which is a biquotient of the form (S3)%)T? [20,
p- 404]) as well as the inhomogeneous biquotient SU (3) // T2 both have Property (x).

Proof For CP2#C P2, recall that H*(CP2CP?) = Z[u, vl/(u® — v2, uv) with both |u| =
|[v] = 2. Then given elements x; = a;u + b;v, one easily computes that lez = Z(ai2 +
bl.z)uz, so obviously vanishes if and only if all x; = 0.

For SU (3) /T2, recall from [10] that H*(SU (3) /T?) = Z[u, v]/{v? — u* — uv, u’) with
lu| = |v| = 2. Given elements x; = a;u + b;v, we compute that lez = aizu2 +
b?v? + 2a;bjuv = Y, (a? + bH)u® + (2a;b; + b})uv. From the u> component, it follows
that lez = 0ifand only if @; = b; = 0 for all i, i.e., if and only if x; = O foreveryi. O

We next construct in each even dimension n = 2k > 4 biquotients of the form ($3)* /T*
having Property ().
Suppose k > 2. We call a k x k integer matrix A admissible if

1 i=jor(i,j)=@21
Aij =132 (G, )=(1,2)
0 i< jwith (i, j)#(1,2)

For example, a typical 5 x 5 example has the form

1 2 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 0
A= A3,1 A3’2 1 0 0
Agr Asgp Asz 1O
As1 Asp As3z Asg 1
Given an admissible A, we define a biquotient action of T on (S3)* as follows. Viewing
$3 C €2, on the i-th coordinate (a;, b;) of ($3)* we have

A A;
(Wi, ooy wi) * (@i, b)) = (wiag, wi™ - - wp ™ by).
Proposition 3.5 For any admissible A, the above action is free.

Proof We prove this by induction on k. The case k = 2 is [7, Proposition 3.2].

Suppose A is any k x k admissible matrix with k& > 3. Because of the last column of
zeros, any element (1, ..., 1, wy) € T* acts only on the last $3 factor of (S3)k, and on this
§3 factor, it acts as the Hopf map with quotient S2. Writing 7%~ for the set of points of the
form (wy, ..., wx—1, 1), we may therefore view (SS)k//Tk as (SS)"’l X k=1 S2. The T*-!
action on (S3)*1 is given by the (k — 1) x (k — 1) matrix A" formed by deleting the last
row and last column of A. In particular, A’ is admissible and so the 751 action on ($3)%—!
is free, and thus, the T¥ action on (S3)* is free. O

Since the action corresponding to an admissible matrix A is free, the quotient space is
a manifold which we denote by R(A). Then R(A) is simply connected and has dimension
2k. Further, from the proof of Proposition 3.5, we see that if k > 3, R(A) naturally has the
structure of an S2-bundle over R(A’), where A’ is obtained from A be deleting the last row and

last column. When k£ = 2, the conditions force A = |} ﬂ In this case, R(A) = (CPQIj(CP2

[7, Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 3.6 Suppose Aj1 # O forall 1 <i < k. Then R(A) satisfies (x).
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Proof Following [8, Sect. 2.4 and Proposition 4.26], it is easy to see that H*(R(A)) =
Zluy, ..., ux]/I where all the u; have degree 2 and [ is the ideal / = <ZI;':1 Ajjujuj) with
1 <i < k. Hence modulo 7, we have u% = —2ujuy and ul2 = —Zj# Ajjujuj fori > 2.
In particular H*(R(A)) has as a basis all ujujwithl <i < j <k.

Now, suppose x; = Zle o;jju; and that ) j x]z = 0. A simple computation shows that
the uuy component of sz. is —2a12/. - ozgj + 2 jan; = —ozfj — (a1; — azj)%. Thus, the

uuy component of the equation »_ j sz. =0is
2 2
Z —aj; — (a1j —azj)” =0,
J

so clearly a1 ; = ap; = O for every j.

Fix any i > 3. Since oj; = O for every j, it now follows that the uu; component of
()cj)2 is —Ailozizj, so the u1u; component of the equation Zj sz =0is —Aj; Zj ozizj =0.
As A;1 # 0 by hypothesis, we find that «;; = 0 for all j. Hence, a;; = 0 for all i > 3 and
all j. That is, all x; are zero. O

Remark 3.7 Note that the cohomology ring Z[u1, uz1/{u? +2uuz, u3 +uiuz) of R(A) with
k = 2 is isomorphic to the usual cohomology ring Z[u, v]/(u*> — v%, uv) of C P>4C P? from
Proposition 3.4. An isomorphism can be given by identifying u = u; + up and v = us.

Proposition 3.8 For each fixed k > 3, there are infinitely many homotopy types among R(A)
having Property (x).

Proof For each odd prime p > 3, we let R(p) denote R(A) where A has first column
(1,1, p, ..., p), second column (2,1,0,...,0), and for all 3 < i < k, with the i-th

column of the form (0, ...,0,1,0...,0)" with a 1 in the i-th position. For example, when
k=S5,
1 2000
11000
A={p 0100
p 0010
p 00 01

By Proposition 3.6, all the R(p) satisfy Property (x). We claim that H*(R(p)) is not iso-
morphic to H*(R(p")) for distinct odd primes p, p’.

The cohomology ring for R(p) is then given via H*(R(p)) = Z[uy, .. ., ux]/I where all
|u;| = 2 and I is the ideal (u% +2uus, u% +uius, ul2 + puju;) for 3 < i < k. In particular,
we observe that u% = (u; 4+ uz)? and uy(u1 + us) = 0 for any k > 2 and any p. We denote
by Uy» the subgroup of H?(R(p)) generated by u; and u>.

We claim that if x, y € H2(R(p)) are primitive elements and satisfy x> = y> and xy = 0,
then x, y € Ujp. To see this, write x = Y oju; and y = Y Biu; with ged(ay, ..., ax) =

gcd(Bi, ..., Br) = 1. The u;u j components of the equations x2 =y?and xy = 0 are
Component ‘ x2=y? ‘ xy =20
uyui,i >3 —paj +2eiay = —pB7 +2Bi 1|1 fi + aifi — paifi =0
winj,i,j=2,i#j 2eiaj = 2B; B ;B +a;pi =0.

Assume for a contradiction that, without loss of generality, &3 # 0. By replacing x with —x,
we may assume «3 > 0. If f3 = 0, then components of the equation xy = 0 easily yield
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B;j = 0 for all j. This contradicts primitivity of y. So, B3 # 0 and we may likewise assume
ﬂ3 > 0.

We will now show that @3 = 3. Indeed, if o3 # f3, then up to swapping o3 and fs,
there is a prime ¢ and an integer k > 1 for which ¢¥ divides a3 but not 3. Reducing
the equation a38; + ;B3 = 0 mod g*, we see that qlo; for all j > 2. Likewise, from
o183 + o381 — pa3 B3 = 0, we deduce that ¢ |« as well. This contradicts primitivity of x,
establishing that o3 = f3.

Returning to the equations o;3 = B; 83, they now obviously imply that «; = B; for all
i > 2. Further, from the equation — p(x% + 20301 = — pﬂ32 + 28381, we now deduce that
a; = fi.

Thus, if a3 # 0, we must have x = y. But then the equation 0 = xy = x2 contradicts the
fact that H*(R(p)) has Property () by Proposition 3.6. Thus, the claim is established.

Now, suppose there is an isomorphism ¢ : H*(R(p)) — H*(R(p")) Z Z[u}, ..., u1/I’
and let U;, be the subgroup of H*(R(p')) generated by u/ and ). Then the claim implies
that ¢ (U12) = Uj,. Thus ¢ (u1) = ajuj + aou) and ¢ (u3) = ) y;u; for some integers
o;, vi. Because u% = —puu3, we must have ¢>(u3)2 = —pp(u)epW3).

For i, j > 3 withi # j, the coefficient of u;u’j in ¢ (u3)> = (X yu))? is 2y;y;. For
O (u3)? = —po (1) (u3), the same coefficient is obviously 0. It now follows that y; # 0
for at most one i > 3. On the other hand, since u3 ¢ Uiz, ¢ (u3) ¢ U{z, so some y; # 0 for
at least one i > 3. Thus, there is some unique i for which ¢ (u3) = yu| + yous + yiu;.

Since y; # 0, it follows that the equation ¢>(u3)2 = —po(u1)¢(u3) is equivalent to the
following three equations, corresponding to the components u/ uf, u'u’, uyu’, respectively.

—vi — (1 — ) = —plaryr + oy — 2a1y1 — 2y2)
!
—pvi+2y1 = —pa
2y = —pas.

Reducing all three equations mod p, one easily sees that p| gcd(y1, ¥2, ¥i), s0 ¢ (u3) is not
primitive. However, ¢ is a isomorphism and u3 is primitive, so we have a contradiction. O

We are now ready to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The n = 4 case of Theorem 1.1 is
provided by ($3)?/T? = CP?*4CP?, see Propositions 3.4 and 3.1. The case n > 6 of
Theorem 1.1 is a special case of Theorem 1.2, so we just focus on the latter theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 The existence of infinitely many homotopy types in each even dimen-
sion n > 6 is provided by the biquotients R(p) with p > 3 prime thanks to Proposi-
tions 3.1, 3.6 and 3.8.

Foroddn = 2k+1 > 9, the examples are likewise provided by R(p) x §3 = (§)k yT%=1.
By the Kiinneth formula, R(p) x S° has Property (x) since R(p) does. Further, the proof
that H*(R(p)) & H*(R(p")) for p # p’ only used the cup product from H2(R(p)) to
H*(R(p)), so R(p) x S? is homotopy equivalent to R(p’) x S3 if and only if p = p'.

Lastly, in dimension 7, we use biquotients of the form Q(s,t) := ($3 x (8% / T2
where T2 acts on (5%)? with quotient CP?#CP? and T2 acts on §3 € C? via (z, w) *
(a,b) = (z*w'a, b). Asshown in [8, Proposition4.35], H*(Q(s, 1)) = H*(CP*4CP?x §3),
independent of s and ¢. In particular, these have Property (x) and hence Proposition 3.1
applies. Moreover, p(Q(s, 1)) = £(6 — s> — (s — t)*)u, where u € H*(Q(s, 1)) = Z is
a generator. Since rational Pontryagin classes are homeomorphism invariants [14] we have
infinitely many homeomorphism types among these manifolds. O
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Remark 3.9 We point out that the formula for p; in [8, Proposition 4.35] contains a misprint.
In the notation of that proposition, the correct formula is pl((S3)3 / T?) = Z?:] (ki —
m,-)zt2 + (; — n;)%u?. In addition, the ideal J is missing a generator x2.

Acknowledgements We would like to thank Jeffrey Carlson for helpful conversations. The second author is
very grateful to Manuel Amann, Igor Belegradek, Gabino Gonzdlez-Diez, Marcus Zibrowius and Wolfgang
Ziller for highly useful comments on a preliminary version of this manuscript.

References

1. Aguilar, M., Gitler, S., Prieto, C.: Algebraic Topology from a Homotopical Viewpoint. Springer, New
York (2002)
2. Amann, M., Gonzélez—Alvaro, D., Zibrowius, M.: Vector bundles of non-negative curvature over coho-
mogeneity one manifolds. Adv. Math. 405, 108477 (2022)
3. Atiyah, M. E, Hirzebruch, F.: Vector bundles and homogeneous spaces. In: 1961 Proc. Sympos. Pure
Math., Vol. III pp. 7-38 American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I
4. Brocker, T., tom Dieck, T.: Representations of compact Lie groups. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol.
98. Springer, New York (1985)
5. Carlson, J.: The equivariant K-theory of a cohomogeneity-one action. Preprint (2018).
arXiv:1805.00502v3
6. Cheeger, J., Gromoll, D.: On the structure of complete manifolds of nonnegative curvature. Ann. Math.
(2) 96, 413-443 (1972)
7. DeVito, J.: The classification of compact simply connected biquotients in dimensions 4 and 5. Differ.
Geom. Appl. 34, 128-138 (2014)
8. DeVito, J.: The classificaiton of compact simply connected bigoutients in dimension 6 and 7. Math. Ann.
368(304), 1493-1541 (2017)
9. De Vito, J., Gonzilez-Alvaro, D.: Examples of biquotients whose tangent bundle is not a biquotient vector
bundle. Preprint (2021). arXiv:2109.14161
10. Eschenburg,J.-H.: Inhomogeneous spaces of positive curvature. Differ. Geom. Appl. 2(2), 123-132(1992)
11. Gonzilez-Alvaro, D.: Nonnegative curvature on stable bundles over compact rank one symmetric spaces.
Adv. Math. 307, 53-71 (2017)
12. Gonzélez-Alvaro, D., Zibrowius, M.: The stable converse soul question for positively curved homoge-
neous spaces. J. Differ. Geom. (To appear)
13. Kreck, M., Stolz, S.: Some nondiffeomorphic homeomorphic homogeneous 7-manifolds with positive
sectional curvature. J. Differ. Geom. 33(2), 465-486 (1991)
14. Novikov, S.: On manifolds with free abelian fundamental group and their application. (Russian) Izv.
Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 30, 207-246 (1966)
15. Pavlov, A.V.: Five-dimensional biquotients. Sibeb. Math. J. 45(6), 1080-1083 (2004)
16. Segal, G.: Equivariant K -theory. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 34, 129—151 (1968)
17. Schenkman, E.: The basis theorem for finitely generated abelian groups. Am. Math. Mon. 67(8), 770-771
(1960)
18. Singhof, W.: On the topology of double coset manifolds. Math. Ann. 297(1), 133-146 (1993)
19. Tapp, K.: Nonnegatively curved vector bundles with large normal holonomy groups. Proc. Am. Math.
Soc. 136(1), 295-300 (2008)
20. Totaro, B.: Cheeger manifolds and the classification of biquotients. J. Differ. Geom. 61(3), 397451
(2002)
21. Wang, M.Y., Ziller, W.: Einstein metrics on principal torus bundles. J. Differ. Geom. 31(1), 215-248
(1990)

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor holds exclusive rights to this article under a publishing agreement with the
author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted manuscript version of this article is
solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement and applicable law.

@ Springer


http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00502v3
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14161

	Biquotient vector bundles with no inverse
	Abstract
	1 Motivation and results
	2 K-theoretical proofs: biquotients bundles with inverses
	3 Biquotients bundles with no inverses
	Acknowledgements
	References




