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FIBREWISE ORBIFOLD RESOLUTIONS WITH APPLICATIONS TO
Go-MODULI SPACES

THORSTEN HERTL

ABSTRACT. By resolving the singularities of tailor-made orbifolds via twisted families of blow-
ups, we construct manifold bundles M — E — S2. Using tools from real homotopy theory, we
show that these bundles determine a free subgroup in ma(BhAut(M)o). The proof relies on a
generalisation of Sullivan’s result, which describes the real homotopy groups of the monoid of
homotopy automorphisms hAut(X) in terms of derivations of the minimal model of X, to the
monoid hAut 4 (X) of relative homotopy automorphisms.

As an application, we prove that the moduli space of torsion-free Go-structures arising from many
generalised Kummer constructions contains a free subgroup of positive rank in its second homotopy

group.

1. INTRODUCTION

A Ga-structure is a differential form ¢ € Q3(M) on a seven-dimensional manifold M7 that is
positive in the sense that the symmetric bilinear form g, defined implicitly by the formula

ggo(va w) - V01g<p = 1y(p) N tw(P) N
is positive definite. If ¢ is parallel with respect to the Levi-Civita connection of its underlying
metric gy, then we call ¢ torsion-free and the pair (M, ¢) a Go-manifold because the holonomy
group Hol(g,) is then contained in G. For closed manifold, full holonomy Hol(g,) = G2 is attained
if and only if in addition the fundamental group 71 (M) is finite [17, Proposition 10.2.2].

The group of diffeomorphisms Diff (M) and its path-component of the identity Diff (M) act on
the space of all torsion-free Go-structures Gif (M) acts via pull back. In [15], Joyce not only produced
the first example of a closed Gg-manifold, but also proved that the moduli space G (M) /Diff(M)g
of each closed seven-dimensional manifold is itself a smooth manifold! of dimension b3(M), the
third Betti number of M, by showing that the period map G (M)/Diff(M)o — H?(M;R), which
sends an equivalence class of a torsion-free Go-structure to its de Rham cohomology class, is a local
diffeomorphism.

In contrast to the moduli spaces of K3-surfaces, where the analogous period map is an embedding
with an explicitly described image, Joyce’s result is essentially of local nature and cannot be used to
deduce much about the global topological features of Go-moduli spaces. Thus, understanding global
topological properties of Go-moduli spaces have become an active field of investigation over the last
decade, see [9], [8], [21], and [7]; see also [23] for a recent development on the fundamental group of
the full quotient G (M) /Diff(M).

The main purpose of this article is to study Ga-moduli spaces from the view point of real homotopy
theory. Our first main result shows that Gg-moduli spaces of generalised Kummer constructions in
the sense of Joyce [17, Chapter 11] often have non-trivial real second homotopy groups.

Theorem A. Let M7 be a simply connected generalised Kummer construction obtained from T /T
by resolving its singularities. Let N be the number of path components S of the singular set of T7 /T
that satisfy the following two properties:
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(i) S has a tubular neighbourhood isometrically isomorphic to T3 x D*/Zy, where Zy acts
antipodally on D*.

(ii) There is a S’ different from S satisfying (i) such that their real homology classes [S],[S'] €
H3(T7/T;R) generate the same vector space.

Then
mo (G (M) /Diff (M)g) ® R D RN,
The conditions in Theorem A are easy to check in practice. We indicate this by discussing in
Section 5 below some of Joyce’s examples in [16]. The results are summarised in the following table:

Examples of Generalised Kummer Constructions from [16]
Example Number 3 4 6 7 9 11
ZN C mo(GS (M) /Diff(M)o) || 22 | Z® VA 72 710 A

The main challenge in constructing non-trivial maps into the moduli space Gif(M)/Diff(M)g
stems from the fact it does not have a universal family. To remedy this defect, the author and
his collaborators introduced in [7] the homotopy moduli space G (M) JDiff(M)g. This space has
the universal property that every family of Go-manifolds parametrised by a base space B (up to
a suitable notion of equivalence) gives rise to a unique homotopy class of continuous maps B —

(M) JDiff(M)g. Tt further comes with two comparison maps G (M) /Diff(M )y — BDiff (M)
and G (M) JDiff(M)o — G (M) /Diff (M), the latter inducing an injective homomorphism on all
higher homotopy groups, see [7, Theorem B].

With the homotopy moduli space at hand, we can sketch a proof of Theorem A: The construction
carried out in [7, Section 6] yields, for each singularity component S of the flat orbifold T7/T
satisfying condition (i), a fibre bundle? (Eg, ) — S? with {py}pecg2 = p € Q3(TVHV Eg) a fibre-
wise torsion-free Go-structure. Its classifying map into the homotopy moduli space yields a unique
homotopy class of continuous maps

(L1) GAf (M) /Diff (M)

=

S? BDiff(M)g

BhAut(M)g

Eg
and Theorem A is now a consequence of the following differential topological result.

Theorem B. Let M be a simply connected generalised Kummer construction obtained from T7 /T as
in Theorem A and {S} the set of all singularity components satisfying condition (i) and (ii). Then
the set {[fEg] € mo(BhAut(M)o)} is linearly independent in mo(BhAut(M)) ® R. In particular,

im [ ( BDiff(M)g) — ma(BhAut(M)y)] ® R O RN,

The comparison map Gif (M) /Diff(M)o — BDiff(M)g classifies the functor that sends a Go-
family (E, ¢) to its underlying M-fibre bundle F, while BDiff(M )y — BhAut(M ), classifies the
forgetful functor that considers the (isomorphism class of the) M fibre bundle merely as a Serre
fibration (up to fibre-homotopy equivalence). Thus, the geometric interpretation of Theorem B is
that the underlying topological families ' = { M} },cg2 are not pair-wise fibre-homotopy inequivalent.

Theorem B can be derived from a robustness principle for orbifold resolutions, applicable to a
convenient class of smooth orbifolds of dimension at least 4. To explain it, we need to generalise the
notation from Theorem A. Let X be a closed, smooth orbifold in the sense of [20] and & C X be a
closed, smooth manifold satisfying the following properties:

2In [7], this bundle would be denoted by Ep sy
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(i) Each connected component S C & has a tubular neighbourhood inside X of the form
Tub(S) = S x D*/Zy, with kg € {1,2}.
(ii) & contains all singular points of X.
We call such a pair (X,S) a tailor-made orbifold®. Let N C 7(8) be the nice subset of path
components that have a ‘homological partner’ in the sense that S € N if and only if there is a
S’ € mo(8) different from S such that the image of their fundamental classes generate the same
subvector space R - [S] =R - [S'] C H,_4(X;R).

By condition (ii), we can resolve the orbifold X to a manifold M by replacing the tubular
neighbourhood Tub(S) & S x D*/Z, of each singularity component by S x DO(%ks), where
DO(k) is the disc-bundle of the complex line bundle O(k) — S?. Resolving a fixed path component
S € m(8) in a twisted fashion - that is, using the non-trivial fibre bundle DO (kgs) — S? defined
in Subsection 4.1 below instead of DO(ks) x S?, (and the remaining singularities in an untwisted
fashion - gives rise to a fibre bundle M — Eg — S?, which is classified by a continuous map
fEes: S? — BDiff (M) that is unique up to homotopy.

Theorem C. Let (X,8) be a tailor-made orbifold, let M be a resolution of X, and let N C mo(S8)
be the subset of components with a homological partner. Then the set {[frs] € ma(BhAut(M)o) :
S € N} is linearly independent in mo(BhAut(M )o) ® R. In particular,

im [y (BDiff (M )g) — mo(BhAut(M)o)] © R O RN
To demonstrate the effectiveness of Theorem C, we provide two immediate consequences:
Corollary D. For all m,n € Ny with m +n > 2, we have
im [m2( BDIff (CPX*™4CP>™)g) —» mo(BhAut(CP2™4CP™")0)] @ R D R™ ™.

Proof. Let X = S*and & = {1,...,2m,¥1,-..,Yn} be a set of at least two points. Every point
here is regular and has a small tubular neighbourhood of the form D*, and these neighbourhoods
are pairwise disjoint. Resolving the points {z1,...,2,,} by DO(1) and the points {y1,...,y,} by
DO(-1) yields the manifold CPQ’ﬁmﬁC_PQ’ﬂn. Since S* is connected, N = 7o(8), and the result
follows from Theorem C. ]

Remark 1.1. The condition m + n > 2 cannot be dropped (at least for our construction). If we
resolve only a single point z; € S* with the construction from above, we obtain the bundle By =
DO(1)Ugs g2 D* x S2. But it was shown in [13] that the order of the element [z, ] € m2(BDiff(CP?))
is finite, essentially because one can write down transition functions for E,, that take values in
PU(3), 50 [fg,, ] lives in the image of the homomorphism m3(BPU(3)) — m2(BDiff(CP?)) and the
domain mo(BPU(3)) = 71 (PU(3)) = Z3 has order 3.

Corollary E. For the K3-surface, we have

im [m2( BDiff (K3)g) — m2(BhAut(K3)o)] @ R D R*C.
Proof. Recall that the K3-surface can be obtained from the Kummer construction, see [17, Example
7.3.2], as follows: The group Zs ~ T* = R*/Z* acts diagonally by sending z + Z* to —x + Z*. This
action is not free, but has 16 fix-points & = {0,1/2}* = N. A small tubular neighbourhoods around

each point is of the form D*/Zy, and we obtain the Kummer surface by resolving these singularities
with DO(—2). Theorem C now implies the claim. O

Recently, Baraglia proved [1] that mo(BDiff (K3)) contains an infinitely generated free abelian
subgroup. We believe that our elements form a subgroup of Baraglia’s subgroup, which implies that
some of these elements are actually in different fibre-homotopy equivalence classes. In addition,

3We remark that the set § is allowed to more than just singular points
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Baraglia’s result relies heavily on family Seiberg-Witten invariants, which are not available to higher
dimensions at the time of writing.

The reason we study the composition S2 — G (M) JDiff(M)g — BDiff(M )y — BhAut(M) apart
from the intrinsic interest of distinguishing the Go-families as Serre-fibrations, is that that monoid
of homotopy automorphisms hAut(M) can be effectively studied with the help of rational (or real)
homotopy theory, as it allows to compute the rational (or real) homotopy group 7 (hAut(X)) ® K
of a finite nilpotent CW complex X in terms of derivations on its minimal model. This idea was
originally pioneered by Sullivan [22] and subsequently refined by others; see [18] [6], or [3] for a
non-exhaustive list.

The next result generalises Sullivan’s observation to the relative situation, namely to the topological
monoid hAut4(X) of all homotopy equivalences on X that restrict to the identity on A, which we
believe to be of independent interest. Recall that a continuous map f: X — X is a homotopy-
equivalence relative to A if f|4 = id4 and there is a continuous map g: X — X with g|4 = idg
such that go f and f o g are homotopic to the identity of X through homotopies H with Hy|4 = ida
for all ¢t € [0, 1].

For a commutative differential graded algebra (cdga) By over a field K of characteristic zero
and a differential graded ideal I C Bs, let Der,(B1,I) denote the vector space of all differential
B; — I that lower the degree by n. It is easy to see that ¢: Der, (B, ) — Der,_1(B,I) given by
5(0) = df — (—1)"0d forms a (homologically graded) differential on Der(By,I) = € Der, (B, I).

Theorem F. Let 1: A — X be a pair of finite, nilpotent CW complexes, AVx a Sullivan model
for X, and A(v): A(X) = A(A) a homomorphism of cdgas modelling the inclusion v. Then, for all
k> 1, we have

mr(hAut4(X),id) ® K = Hi(Der(AVx, ker A(1)), 6).

Outline of the article: In Section 2, we recall the essential facts and notational conventions of
rational and real homotopy theory, and compute the algebraic models of the examples we need later
in the article. Section 3 is devoted to proving Theorem F and its generalisation, Theorem 3.13.
A central ingredient to give a convenient description of the classifying maps of the fibre bundles
DO(k) — DO(k) — S? in terms of derivations on the minimal models of the fibres in Subsection
4.1, which will be used in Subsection 4.2 to prove Theorem C. However, the article is written so
that a reader may assume Theorem F as a black-box and immediately jump to the topological
application in Section 4 and Section 5. In Section 5, we prove Theorem B apply this theorem to the
examples in [16].

Acknowledgments: The author acknowledges support from the Australian Research Council
Discovery Project DP DP220102163. Furthermore, he would like to thank Diarmuid Crowley for
continuing support and interest in this work.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON RATIONAL HoOMOTOPY THEORY

We are going to recall some basic facts of rational homotopy theory that we need in this article.
A non-complete list of excellent sources consists of [2], [11], [4], and the original [22]. Although we
are going to apply the theory mostly to orbifolds and manifolds, we present it in full generality.
It will also be more convenient to work with simplicial sets instead of topological spaces. This is
unproblematic because the geometric realisation functor and the singular set functor form a Quillen
equivalence | - |: Top & sSet: S(-). In particular, the two categories have isomorphic homotopy
categories. We first give a quick recollection of rational simplicial sets (or rational topological spaces)
following [14] and then present the algebraic counterpart mostly following [4].

A connected Kan set is called nilpotent if its fundamental group 71 (X) is nilpotent and if the
action of 71(X) on all higher homotopy groups is nilpotent. A nilpotent Kan set is called rational
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if, for all n > 1, the power maps (-)": m(X) — m(X) are isomorphisms for k > 2 and bijections
for k = 1. A simplicial map fg: X — Xg between Kan sets is called a rationalisation if it satisfies
the following universal property: For each rational Kan set and every simplicial map g: X — Y
there exists a simplicial map gg, unique up to homotopy, such that gg o fg ~ g. In particular, each
simplicial map f: X — Y induces a unique (up to homotopy) simplicial map fg: Xqo — Yp and
the rationalisation of a Kan set is unique up to homotopy equivalence. We call two Kan sets X
and Y rational homotopy equivalent if their rationalisations Xg and Yg are (weakly) homotopy
equivalent. By Theorem 3B in Chapter II of [14], the rationalisation induces an isomorphism
Te({g): T(X) ® Q — 7 (Xg), where we use the Maclev-completion for the fundamental group,
which agrees with the usual tensor product with Q if it is abelian, see Chapter I of [14] for details.

On the algebraic side, recall that a commutative differential graded algebra (A, d) over a base
field K of characteristic 0 is a (commutative) group object in the category of chain complexes over
K. It should be thought of as an abstraction of the de Rham complex of a smooth manifold. A
homomorphism of (commutative) differential graded algebras (dga-homomorphism for short) is a
chain map that respects the multiplicative structure and the unit. Together, they form a category
CDGA. We would like to emphasise that we do not exclude the possibility that 1 = 0; this happens
if and only if A = 0 is the zero-algebra, which is the terminal object in the category CDGA.

To each simplicial set X, we can assign the cdga Qﬂlg 1.(X) of polynomial differential forms over K,
see [4, Definition 2.1] for details. For example, for the (combinatorial) n-simplex, we have

K[To, R ,Tn] ® A[dT(), - ,dTn]
(To+---+T,=1,dTp+---+dT,, = 0)
with the differential defined as on the smooth differential forms. Usually, we drop K and the

subscript PL from the notation if it does lead to confusion. The algebra over polynomial differential
forms gives rise to a contravariant functor that exhibit an adjunction

(2.1) (-): CDGA = sSet® : Q(-),

where the left adjoint functor (-) is referred to as the spatial realisation and is defined by (B), =
Homgg, (B, Q(An])).

The cdga Q(X) satisfies a form of the deRham theorem in the sense that H(Q(X),d) =
Himp(X;K) = Hging(|X|]; K), see [4, Theorem 2.2]. To extract (topological) information about X
that go beyond its cohomology-ring, we need to replace the rather unwieldy algebra Q(X) by more
manageable cdgas. To this end, recall that a quasi-isomorphism between the cdgas By and Bs is a
dga-homomorphism ¢: B; — Bs that induces an isomorphism between their cohomology groups.

Q%L(A[n]) =

Definition 2.1. An (algebraic) model (or K-model if we wish to emphasise the underlying field)
for a cdga B is a pair (C,m) consisting of another cdga C' together with a quasi-isomorphism
m: C — B. If B; is modelled by (C;, m;) for j = 1,2, we call ¢ a model for the dga homomorphism
p: By — By if the following diagram commutes up to homotopy:

ol C
mq l/ j/m2
B B,.

We call the models strict, if the diagram commutes on the nose. A model for X is a model for Q(X)
and a model for a continuous map f: X; — X5 is a K-model for Q(f). If K is either Q or R, we
refer to them as rational or real models.

We need the definition in this generality only in very few places. Mostly, the underlying cdga
of our models will belong to the following subclass, which should be thought of as an algebraic
analogue to the subclass of CW-complexes inside the category of topological spaces. The following
definition is borrowed from [11].
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Definition 2.2. A cdga (B,d) is called a Sullivan algebra if there is a graded K-vector space V
concentrated in non-negative degrees that has an ascending filtration V' (0) C V(1) C ... such that
the following three conditions are satisfied:

(B,d) = (AV,d), [j Vip) =V, and dV(p) CAV(p—1), dV(0) = {0}.
p=0

A Sullivan algebra (AV,d) is called minimal if d(V) C A=2V, i.e. if for all v € V the element d(v)
is a linear combination of decomposable elements.

A model (C,m) for a cdga algebra B is called a Sullivan model or a minimal model if the
underlying cdga C' is a Sullivan algebra or a minimal algebra, respectively.

We wish to emphasise, as in the case of CW-complexes, that the filtration is not part of the
structure.

Ezample 2.3. Let (AV,d) be a minimal Sullivan algebra, i.e. d(V) C AZ2V with V°? = 0. Then the
filtration V(q) = V=9 := @D,<, V? is a filtration of V. It is easy to see that this filtration turns
the differential graded subalgebra (AV=P, d) of (AV,d) into a (minimal) Sullivan algebra as well.

In resemblance to the Postnikov decomposition of a nilpotent topological space, we denote the
p-truncation (A\V=<P d) by P,AV.

An important example of a Sullivan algebra that is not minimal the ‘algebraic interval’ At, dt] that
is generated by the graded vector space V =V'@ V! =R -t ® R - dt and whose differential satisfies
the tautological relation dt = dt. It comes with two dga homomorphism evg,evy: A[t, dt] — R that
satisfy ev;(t) = j. Note in particular, that there is an isomorphism A[t, dt] = Q(A[l]) induced
by Ty — t and T} — 1 — t. The algebraic interval allows to define notion of a homotopy for
dga-homomorphisms.

Definition 2.4. Two dga-homomorphisms g, p1: By — Bs are homotopic if there is a dga-
homomorphism H: By — A[t,dt] ® By such that evj o H = ;.

The importance of Sullivan algebras AV is that being homotopic induces an equivalence relation
on Homgg, (AV, B), [11, Proposition 12.7] and composition with a quasi-isomorphism ¢: By — By

induces a bijection on the set of homotopy classes [AV, By] = [AV, Bs].

By [11, Theorem 14.12] every cdga B with H°(B) = K has a minimal model and for two
minimal models m;: C; — B there is an isomorphism ®: C; — Cs such that m; and mg o ® are
homotopic. For this reason, we will denote the minimal model of a simplicial set X (or topological
space) with Mx. Moreover, each dga-homomorphism ¢: B; — B gives rise to a homomorphism
M(¢): My — My that is unique in its homotopy class.

It was proved by Bousfield and Gugenheim that the category CDGA carries a closed model
structure with quasi-isomorphisms as weak-equivalences and surjective dga-homomorphism as
fibrations, see [4, Theorem 4.3]. In this model structure, Sullivan algebras are cofibrant objects,
which can be derived from [4, 4.5 Closure Properties|, but see [2, Theorem 8.11] for an explicit proof.

The adjunction (2.1) gives rise to a Quillen adjunction, but it fails to induce an equivalence
between their homotopy categories (even if one only considers rational simplicial sets).However, if
K = Q and if fing ni-Ho(sSet) denotes the full subcategory of the homotopy category of sSet whose
objects are connected, nilpotent, Kan complexes of finite Q-type (i.e. H;(X;Q) is finite dimensional
for all ¢ > 0) and if fing-Ho(CDGA) denotes the full subcategory of Ho(CDGA) whose objects are
homologically connected (i.e. H°(C,d) = Q) cdgas of finite Q-type, then , then Bousfield and
Gugenheim proved that the spacial realisation and the minimal model induce an equivalence of
categories

(+): fing-Ho(CDGA) = fing ni-Ho(sSet)?P : M,
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see [4, Theorem 9.4].
Unpacking the notion of homotopy categories leads to the following explicit consequences.

Proposition 2.5. If X; with j = 0,1 are nilpotent Kan sets (or CW-complexes) whose homology
groups H,(X;; Q) is finite dimensional in every degree, then the following statements hold true:

(1) Xo and X are rational homotopy equivalent if and only if their minimal models are isomor-
phic.

(2) If, in addition, Xo and X1 are rational, then the set of homotopy classes agrees with the set
of homotopy classes between their Sullivan models:

(X, Y] = [AVy, AVx]

(8) If Mx is the minimal model, then the map £: X — (Mx), which should be thought of as the
unit of the adjunction (2.1), is a rationalisation.

The minimal model of a nilpotent Kan set (over each field K of characteristic zero) is closely
connected to its homotopy group.

Proposition 2.6 (Theorem 11.3 in [4]). If X a nilpotent Kan complex of finite Q-type and
Mx = AV is minimal model, then there is a natural bijection m,(X) ® K = Hom(VE, K), which is
a homomorphism whenever 7 (X) is abelian.

Since we will mostly deal with manifolds and orbifolds, it is more convenient to work out the
examples over the real numbers using the de Rham complex of smooth differential forms. The next
result was stated in [11, p.135ff] for smooth manifolds, but the proof given carries over to orbifolds.

Proposition 2.7. Let M be a smooth manifold or a smooth orbifold in the sense of [24], then
QR (M) and Qqr(M) are quasi-isomorphic.

In particular, if M is closed (or more general if it is Q-finite), then M% = M% ® R and we can
derive the real minimal model from the de Rham algebra. We use this insight to close this section
with a collection of examples we need in forthcoming sections.

Ezxample 2.8. If n is even, then the minimal model of the n-dimensional sphere S™ is given by
Mgn = Alan, ban_1 | dban—1 = a2]. The model map m: Mgn — Q(S™) sends a,, to ‘the’ volume form
volgn and bo,_1 to zero.

If n is odd, then the minimal model of the n-dimensional sphere S™, or more generally, for a lens
space S"/Zy, is given by Mgn 7, = Ala,] with deg(a,) = n and vanishing differential. The model
map m: Mgn 7, — Q(S"/Zy,) sends a, to ‘the’ volume form volgn 7, .

Example 2.9. For all k € Z, the disc bundles of the complex line bundles O(k) — CP! can be
constructed from Hopf-fibration via a Borel construction:

DO(k) = S X g1 () D? = (83 x D?)/ ~ (p, A) ~ (eiep, ekie)\)_

They are manifolds with boundary S2/Z;, and they are all homotopy equivalent to CP!. Thus, their
minimal models are given by Mpo) = Alag, b3 | dbs = a3].

To model the boundary inclusion ¢: dDO(k) — DO(k), we choose the following model map
m: Mpoa) — Qar(DO(k)): The generator az gets mapped to a Thom form 7, which is a compactly
supported 2-form on DO(k) \ S3/Z; whose integral over each fibre D? < DO(k) is 1. By the
Thom isomorphism theorem, we have 72 = e(O(k))vol po(k) = k- volpor), where is a four-form on
DO(k) whose support does not intersect the boundary and that integrates to 1 over DO(k). Let
@ € Q3(DO(k) be a primitive of volpo) and 1 € Q*(S5?/Zy) such that

dn = wl|gs/z, — /53/Z w - volgs 7, = wlgsz, — volgs,z,,
k
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with volgs 7, the generator from the previous example. Let, moreover, x: DO(k) — [0,1] be a
cut-off function that is identically 1 near the boundary and whose support is disjoint from the one
of volpo(r)- We now define m(b3) = kw := k(@ — d(xn)).
With this model map at hand, it is clear now that the dga-homomorphism €(¢) is modelled by
the maps
Mpoky = Alaz, b3] = Mapow) = AlBs], b — k- Bs.

Remark 2.10. Since the composition S3 < O(—1) — CP! is the Hopf-fibration, the previous example
also shows that the Hopf fibration has the dga-homomorphism Mgs = Afag, b3] — A[f3] = Mg2 that
is given by bs — (3 as a rational model.

FEzample 2.11. The minimal model of a complex projective space is given by the cdga Mcpr =
Alag, bont1 | dbop+1 = ag”rl]. The model map m: Mcpr — Q(CP™) sends as to wrs/v/2, the Kéhler
form of the Fubini-Study metric and bg,+1 to zero.

The next example discussion rational models of (homotopy) push outs of simplicial sets (or CW
complexes). Details can be found in [11, Section 13.1].

Ezample 2.12. Let By 2% By <2 Bs be dga-homomorphisms between two cdgas. Its fibre product
By ®p, B2 is the cdga

Bi @&p, B2 = {(z,y) : ¢1(x) = v2(y)} € B1 & Bo,

where the differential d acts component-wise.
Let Xo, X1, X2 be simplicial sets and ¢;: Xo — X; with one map being a cofibration. If one of
the models A(r;): A(X;) — A(Xp) is surjective, then the fibre product serves A(X1) ©a(x,) A(X2)

is a rational model for the (homotopy) push out Y of X; <~ Xy 22 X,

Besides allowing for a calculation of real homotopy groups out of the de Rham complex, we can
use the minimal model of a compact manifold M with boundary OM to get information about the
rational homotopy groups of its homotopy automorphisms (relative to the boundary) using Theorem
F. As a demonstration, we present these calculations for the manifolds DO(k) with boundary S3/Z,
and our results to the real homotopy groups of the topological monoid hAut(DO(k)) of ‘absolute’
homotopy equivalences.

Ezample 2.13. We have seen in Example 2.9 that the minimal models of DO(k) and its boundary
S3 /7y, are given by Mpo) = Alaz, bs | dbs = a3] and Mgs 7, = A[B3]. Moreover, it was shown that
the real model for the boundary inclusion is modelled by the dga-homomorphism M(:): M DO(k) =
Mgsz, that send as to 0 and b3 to B3. In particular, ker M(¢) = @©,, 203 MBow)-

Since (graded) derivations from a free algebra are completely determined by the image of its
generating vector space, we observe that

R, ifn <3,
0, ifn>4,

R, ifn=1,

hile Der,,(M ker M =
while  Dern (M po(x), ker M(2)) {0, if n > 2.

Der,(Mpok), Mpor)) = {

with Der(Mpo), Mpo(r)) generated by the linear maps az ® by, 1 ® ay, and 1 ® by of degree 1, 2,
and 3. Observe that the latter two linear maps take non-zero values in MOD@(k) =R - 1, which does
not lie in the differential ideal ker M(¢).
A straight-forward computation shows that
61(aa®@by) =0, (l®ay)=2a2®by, and 3(1®0by) =0,
and Theorem F now implies that
R, ifn =23,

T (hAut(DO(k)),id) @ R = Hy(Der(Mpok), Mpo)), 0) = {0, 043
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while
. R, ifn=1,
T (hAuty(DO(k)),id) @ R = H,(Der(Mpoy, ker M(1)), ) = _
0, ifn#1.

3. ALGEBRAIC MODELS FOR HOMOTOPY AUTOMORPHISMS

In this section, we are going to study mapping spaces using rational homotopy theory. The main
goal of this section is to give a detailed proof of Theorem F and its generalisation, Theorem 3.13
below, which state that the rational homotopy groups of a (relative) mapping space C¢(X,Y") can
be computed in terms of derivations between the rational models of X and Y.

The presentation closely follows the philosophy of [4] by mostly relying on homotopical algebra.
In fact, we are going to generalise Section 5.8 in loc. cit. from augmentations to general surjective
dga-homomorphisms. We first explore the relation between the topological and simplicial mapping
spaces to their algebraic counterparts and, in a second step, relate the homotopy groups of the
algebraic mapping spaces to appropriate homology groups of derivations.

Topological and Simplicial Mapping Spaces. Although the category of simplicial sets and topological
spaces are Quillen equivalent (via the geometric realisation functor | - | and the singular set functor
S(+) ), it is worthwhile to recall their precise relation.

For two (compactly generated Hausdorff) spaces X and Y, let C(X,Y) be the space of all
continuous maps equipped with the kellification of the compact-open topology; that is a subset
of C(X,Y) is closed if and only if AN C is closed with respect to the compact open topology for
every compact subspace C' C C(X,Y). In this way, mapping spaces exhibit an exponential law
C(X xY,Z2)=C(X,C(Y,Z2)). If t: A— X is a cofibration, then |4 = (-)owa: C(X,Y) — C(4,Y)
is a Serre fibration and the fibre of f: A — Y is denoted by C¢(X,Y’) or C4 (X, Y) if we wish to
emphasise the subspace as well. If X =Y and f = id, we may simply write C4(X).

For two simplicial sets X and Y, the simplicial analogue of a mapping space is the simplicial set
map(X,Y) whose set of n-simplicies is given by the set

map,, (X,Y) = Homgset (Aln] x X,Y)

and the structure maps are precomposition with ¢ x idx where ¢: Alm| — A[n] is a morphism in
the simplex category.

It is known that map(X,Y’) is a Kan set if the target Y is a Kan set, see [10, Prop 1.17], and that
map(X,Y) is the internal right-adjoint functor to the product functor [12, Proposition 1.5.1], which
means that, for all simplicial set Z, there exists a natural bijection, the ‘simplicial exponential law’,

Homgset(Z x X, Y) = Homgser (Z, map(X,Y)) .

If X,Y, and Z are simplicial spaces, then the composition of simplicial maps extends to a simplicial
map

map(X,Y) x map(Y, Z) — map(X, Z).
Explicitly, the composition fog of g € map,,(X,Y) = Homgset(A[n] x X,Y) with f € map,, (Y, Z) =
Homgset (A[n] x Y, Z) is given by

(ldA[n] 79) f

Aln] x X Aln] xY Z.

For every topological space X, the counit ev: |S(X)| — X is a weak homotopy equivalence,
where S(X) denotes the singular set of X, see [10, p. 207]. Furthermore, observe that the graph
construction yields a simplicial map

S(C(X,Y)) = map(5(X),5(Y))
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that sends an element f: A" — C(X,Y) of S, (C(X,Y)) with adjoint map Ad(f): X x A" — X to
the simplicial map S(X) x A[n] — S(X) that is given by

A
Sn(X) % Al 3 (0,00 A™ =5 A™) 3 (A™ 7% x 5 Am 2 vy e g (%),
Since the two simplicial sets are Kan, it is easy to see using the combinatorial description of
their homotopy groups that this map is a weak homotopy equivalence and induces the canonical
identification®
ﬂ-n(C(X7 Y)? f) = 0 (C{*}XX,]"(S” X X, X))

We thus have a zig-zag of weak homotopy equivalences
(3.1) map(S(X), S(Y))| < [S(C(X,Y))| = C(X,Y),

and so we are allowed to work with S(C(X,Y")), if we desire to apply simplicial methods. The
geometric realisation turns a Kan-fibration into a Serre fibration and the singular set turn a Serre
fibration into a Kan fibration, see [12, Theorem 10.10] for the latter. Since this zig-zag (3.1) is
natural in both components, we also get a zig-zag for the relative mapping spaces:

(3.2) mapg(S(X), S(Y))] <= |S(Cp(X,Y))| = C(X,Y).

Algebraic Mapping Spaces. Following Bousfield and Gugenheim [4], we construct the counterpart of
mapping spaces in the category of commutative differential graded algebras CDGA over a field K of
characteristic zero.

Definition 3.1. For two cdgas By and Bj, the simplicial set map(Bi, B2) is defined as follows: The
set of all n-simplices is

mapn(Bl, Bz) = HomsSet(Bh Q(A[n]) ® BQ)

and face and degeneracy maps are given by composition with (¢) ® idg, where ¢: Alm| — A[n] is
a morphism in the simplex category.

Note that this is a generalisation of the spacial realisation functor: (B;) = map(Bj, K).

We remind the reader that a cofibration in CDGA is a dga-homomorphism C; — C5 that has the
left lifting property with respect to all surjective quasi-isomorphism, i.e. for each commutative outer
square exists a dashed filler:

Cy —= By
LJ - - Vz
Cy = Bo.

If C; =K- 1 and ¢ is the unit map, then C5 is called cofibrant, and Sullivan algebras are examples
of such.
We will derive many of our results from the following ‘fundamental result’.

Theorem 3.2. [/, Theorem 5.53] Let v: C1 — Cy be a (dga-)cofibration and let p: B — T be a
surjective dga-homomorphism. Then the natural simplicial map

L*p = (( ’ ) oLpo ( ’ )) : map(CZ? B) - map(ch B) X map(C1,T) map(027 T)
is a Kan fibration. If, in addition, v or p is a quasi-isomorphism, the v x p is a weak-equivalence.
We will mostly use the following special case where C; = K- 1.

Corollary 3.3. If C' is a cofibrant cdga, e.g. a Sullivan algebra, and p: B — T a surjective dga
homomorphism, then the map po (-): map(C, B) — map(C,T) is a Kan fibration. If p is additional
a quasi-isomorphism, then po (-) is a weak equivalence.

40f course, this can also be deduced from the exponential law.
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Corollary 3.4. Let B and C be two cdgas with C cofibrant. Then map(C, B) is a Kan set. In
particular, if X a simplicial set, then the simplicial sets map(X, (C)) and map(C,QX) are Kan
sets.

Proof. By definition, ¢: K < C'is a cofibration, so by Theorem 3.2 the restriction map(C,QX) —
map(K, B) = {1p} is Kan fibration; hence map(C, B) is a Kan set. It follows, in particular, that
(C) = map(C,K) is Kan, so the simplicial mapping space map(X, (C)) is Kan, too. O

The next result should be thought of as a space-level version of Whitehead’s theorem in the

algebraic set-up.

Proposition 3.5. [4, Proposition 5.7] Let C be a cofibrant cdga and let f: By — By be a (not
necessarily surjective) quasi-isomorphism. Then post composition with f induces a weak equivalence
f ° ( : ): ma‘p(c7 Bl) — ma‘p(C7 BQ)

We now turn our attention to relative mapping sets that should be thought of as the algebraic
counterparts to Cr(X,Y).

Definition 3.6. Let By — T be a surjective dga-homomorphism and let ¢: By — T be a fixed
dga-homomorphism. Define the ¢-relative mapping set map’*#(By, B) as the following pullback

map”*?(By, By) map(B1, Ba)
l l/pO( )
* map(By,T).

)

If it does not lead to confusion, we will either drop T or ¢ from the decoration. Note that, as
po(-)is a Kan fibration, the weak homotopy type of map’*#(By, B2) only depends on the homotopy
class of p: By — T.

The next results essentially says that we can replace cdgas with their rational models without
changing the weak homotopy type of their relative mapping sets.

Lemma 3.7. Let H: By — Alt,dt] ® T> be a homotopy that makes the diagram, in which the
horizontal arrows are quasi-isomorphism,

By By
p1 i ipz
T T

commutative up to homotopy. Let C' be a cofibrant cdga, ®: C' — B1 a dga-homomorphism, and set
@ = p1o®. Then the homotopy H induces a weak equivalence map?(C, By) — map’2P2F'®(C, By).

Proof. By definition of the algebraic mapping space, the homotopy H defines 1-simplex inside
map(Bi, T>), which can be represented by a simplicial map H: A[l] — map(Bj,T2). Composition
with H yields a homotopy H: A[1] x map(C, B1) — map(C, T>), which makes the following diagram
of Kan fibrations commutative up to homotopy

Po(-

map(07 Bl) map(ca BQ)
mo()| imo(»
map(07 Tl) map(07 T2)

Since right the vertical is a Kan-fibration, we can lift the homotopy H: A[l] x map(C, B;) —
map(C,T») to a homotopy #: A[1] x map(C, B1) — map(C, T») extending ® on {1} x map(C, By)).
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If G is the restriction of # to {0} x map(C, By), then G is a map of Kan fibrations (over f), so it
induces a map of fibres G': map’¥(C, By) — map2P2G®(C, Ty).

Since H is a path inside the Kan set map(C,T) between poG(®) = fo and po F'®, it gives rise
to a weak equivalence H: map’2?2G(®)(C, By) — map™PF®(C, By).

Since F' and f are quasi-isomorphism, F' o (-) and f o (-) are weak equivalences by Proposition
3.5, so GG is a weak equivalence and, by the Five lemma, its restriction to the fibre mapTl"P(C, By)
is a weak equivalence, too. Thus, the composition of H o G: map™#(C, B;) — map™2PF®(C, By) is
a weak equivalence we were looking for. O

The natural bijection Homggq (B, 2X) = Homsset (X, (B)) of the adjunction (2.1) can be used to
define a map of simplicial sets

w: map(B,QX) — map(X, (B)).
On the level of n-simplices, the natural map given by (external) multiplication
pn s UX) © QAn]) = QX x An]),  (2,y) = Qpry)(x) - Qpra) (y),

which is, in fact, a quasi-isomorphism of cdgas by the Kiinneth formula. Together with the following
adjunctions, the external product yield a sequence of (natural) maps

map,, (B, (X)) =Homgge (B, 2(X) @ Q(A[n])) pno(), Homygg, (B, Q(X x Aln]))
“Homgset (X x Aln], (B))
:mapn(X7 <B>)7

and naturality of the adjunction implies that these maps form a simplicial map u.

Proposition 3.8. If C is a cofibrant cdga, then the natural map p: map(C,Q(X)) — map(X, (C))
s a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Using the combinatorial description of homotopy groups for Kan sets, we see that 7, (1)
decomposes as follows:

Tn(map(C, (X)), ¢) = mo(map X2 (C, Q(S™) @ Q(X))) — mo(map?X)#(C, Q(S™ x X))
- 7TO(HlapX,<,0(‘S’n x X, <C>))
= m,(map (X, (C)), ¢).

Since the (external) tensor product (S™) ® Q(X) — Q(S™ x X) is a quasi-isomorphism, the first
map in the composition is an isomorphism by Theorem 3.2.

While the two simplicial sets map?X):¢(C, Q(S™ x X)) and mapy ., (S™ x X, (C)) have the same
0-simplices, the latter has more 1-simplices. Hence, we need to show that the second map is injective,
which we accomplish by generalising the proof of Lemma 8.43 in [2] to the relative set-up. Let
H: A[l]x S" x X — (C) be a homotopy between 1y and v that restricts to popry on A[l] x * x X.
Under the adjunction of (-) and €(-), the homotopy H corresponds to a dga-homomorphism
Ad(H): C — Q(A[1] x S™ x X) whose composition with the face maps 9° and 9" yields g and 1,
respectively.

Since face maps 97: Q(A[1] x S™ x X) — Q(S™ x X) and the degeneracy map og: Q(S™ x X) —
Q(A[1] x 8™ x X) are quasi-isomorphisms, we obtain a zig-zag of weak equivalences

o0 ot
map$!*)#(C, " x X) = map AN worrx (CLQ(A[1] x S™ x X)) —~ map?X)#(C, 5" x X).

o0 g0
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Since #/ 0y = id and &’ are weak equivalences, we deduce that mo(og) is the inverse of mo(97). Since
Ad(H) is a 0-simplex in map(AM*X)woprx (G O(A[1] x S™ x X)), we deduce that

[10] = mo(°) ([Ad(H)]) = m0(8°) (w0 (00) ([20])) = 70(0") (w0 (00) ([00]))
= 70(°)([Ad(H)]) = [¢1] € mo(map®*)1#(C, 5" x X)),
so injectivity is proved. O
Because p is natural, we immediately conclude the following consequnce.

Corollary 3.9. If A — X is an inclusion of simplicial sets and p: C — Q(A) a fized dga
homomorphism with C a cofibrant cdga, then the natural map pu induces a weak equivalence

map™?(C, Q(X)) — map, (X, (C)).

Now, let K be a connected, nilpotent Kan set of finite Q-type and AVx — Q(K) a Sullivan
model for Q(K). Let further A(r): A(X) - A(A) a surjective model for the inclusion ¢: A — X.
Let n: K — (AVk) be a lift of the unit map K — (Q(K)), which is unique up to homotopy and
induces an isomorphism on rational homotopy groups, see [4, Thm 11.2]. For f: A — K, denote the
composition 1o f with ¢, which can be also interpreted as a dga homomorphism ¢: AVx — Q(A).
Let further ¢: AVik — A(A) be a lift of ¢ under the model map A(A) — Q(A), which exists and
is unique up to homotopy by Proposition 3.5. Then, by Lemma 3.7 there is a zig-zag of weak
homotopy equivalences

(3.3)  map(X, K) 7o), map,, (X, (AVk)) & map?(AVk, QX)) + map? (AVg, A(X)).

Note furthermore that there are cdga homomorphisms (H(S™),0) — Q(S™) that induces the
identity on cohomology, and all of them are homotopic to each other. Together with the combinatorial
homotopy group description of Kan sets, we can prove the next result.

Corollary 3.10. Let f and ¢ as above. Let F': X — K an extension of f and ¥ be a model for
no F. Then the zig-zag (3.3) together with any quasi-isomorphism (H(S™),0) — Q(S™) induces a
homomorphism

o (map (X, K), F) — 1 (map? (AVic, ACX)), ¥) 2 mo(map &P 180) (AVie H(S™) @ A(X))),
with the cdga homomorphism (id @, 1 ®@ ¥): AV — (H(S™) ® A(A)) Dreaa) K© A(X).

We would like to remark that mo(map(d @19 AV H(S™) @ A(X))) a priori does not carry a
group structure, but it is equipped with the group structure from 7, (map¥(AVx, A(X)), ¥) under
the bijection of Corollary 3.10. It is this groups we would like to understand in terms of derivation.

To this end, for any cdga B, we denote by sB the shifted chain complex with (sB)" = B"t!
and the ‘same’ differential, i.e. d*® = d. The cdga H(S™) ® B decomposes additively into
HY(S™) ® B @ H"(S™) ® s"B. Therefore, each grading-preserving linear F': C — H(S™) ® B with
a chain complex C as domain decomposes uniquely as follows:

(3.4) F =1 6%+ volgn ® 0.
An elementary calculation shows that f: C'— H(S™) ® B is a homomorphism of graded algebras if

and only if 953 is a cdga homomorphism and 6% is a 99@—derivation in the following sense.

Definition 3.11. Let ®: C' — B be a homomorphism of graded algebras and let I C B be a
differential ideal. A ®-derivation of degree n is a linear map 0: C' — I lowering the degree by n
and satisfying

0(zy) = 0(z)®(y) + (~1)""®(2)0(y)
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Denote by Der?(C, I) the set of all ®-derivations of degree n. All together form the graded vector
space
Der®(C, 1) = @ Der?(C, I).
nezZ
If @ is a dga homomorphism between differential graded algebras C and B, then there is a differential
§: Der®(C, I) — Der®_;(C, I) given by §(0) = df — (—1)"0d.

Lemma 3.12. Let C be a cofibrant cdga, ®: C — B a dga homomorphism, p: B — T a surjective
dga-homomorphism and set o = po ®. Then, for all n > 1, there is a natural bijection

(3.5) o (mapd 29199 (¢ H(5™) @ B)) = H,(Der®(C, ker p),4); [F] — [07%]

Proof. An explicit computation shows that each graded linear map F': C — H(S™) ® B, which
decomposes uniquely into 1 ® 6% + volgn ® 6%, is an algebra homomorphism if and only if 6% is a
graded algebra homomorphism and 6% is a §%-derivation.

Moreover, the graded linear map F commutes with the differentials if and only if §% commutes
with the differential and 6% is d-closed, i.e. 6(6%) = 0.

By definition, F € map(()101 ®¢’1®¢)(C, H(S™) ® B)) is a zero-simplex in this simplicial set, if and
only if it is a cdga homomorphism that makes the following diagram commute

c H(S")® B

W l (id ©p,e®id)

H(S™) & T éxer K® B,
where e: H(S") — H°(S™) = K is the augmentation. Since £(volgn) = 0, we deduce that
6% =@ and podf=0.

To show that the map in the statement is well defined and bijective, we will prove that homotopies
are, in fact, in one-to-one correspondence with j-coboundaries. Abbreviate the cdga Alt, dt|dt = dt]
to I. A homotopy H between Fy and F} over T is a dga homomorphism H making the following
diagram commute:

H evp

H(S")®I®B H(S")® B

\ evy
(1910¢,101QP) J« evo l

HS"@IT)dkgier KQI® B H(S") T eoxgr K® B.

C

evy
The homotopy can be uniquely expressed as
Hv)=1®1®v+1®t® h%v) + volgn ®1® 05 (v)
+volgn @t ® (0, — 0, )(v) + volgn @ dt @ h"(v).

Arguing as before, commutativity of this diagram implies that

(3.6)

(i) h%(v) = 0, which means that H is a pointed homotopy,
(ii) ph™(v) =0.
From
dH(v) :d(l ©10v+1®t®h%(v) + volgn @ 1@ 6% (v)
+volgn @1 @ (0, — 0,)(v) + volgn @ dt @ A" (v)).

=1®1®dv+ (—=1)"volgn ® 1 ® dbf, (v) 4 (—1)"volgn @ dt @ (0, — 0F,)(v)
+ (—1)"volgn @ t @ d(0, — 0F,)(v) + (—1)"volgn ® dt ® dh™(v)
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and
H(dv) =1®1® dv + volgn ® 1® 0, (dv) + volgn @t @ (0p, — Op,)(dv)
+ volgn ® dt @ h"™(dv),

together with the fact that 0%], are derivations of degree d that H is a chain map if and only
(0%, — 0F,)(v) = (=1)"(h"(dv) — (=1)" " dh™(v)) = (=1)(dh" (v) — (=1)" K" (dv)).

From the observation above, we see that v — dt ® h"(v) is a derivation of degree n, and a
straighforward calculation reveals that v — h™(v) must be therefore a derivation of degree n + 1.
Thus, © := A" is a derivation of degree n + 1 yielding a boundary between 0, and 0, .
Conversely, a given boundary © € Deri> +1(C, kerp) between 0%, and 0F, gives rise to a homotopy
over T' by plugging in © for A" in equation (3.6). O

With all the ingredients at hand, we can now formulate and proof the main theorem of section.

Theorem 3.13. Let t: A C X be the inclusion of a CW-pair with X a finite CW-complex and
let Y be a nilpotent topological space. For a given map f: A=Y, let C¢(X,Y) be the topological
space of all continuous maps that restrict to f on A and let F: X — Y and extension of f. Let
A(r): A(X) — A(A) be a surjective model for v, (AVy,d) a Sullivan model for Q(SY), the polynomial
differential forms on the singular set SY, and let ¢: AVy — A(A) be a rational model for f that is
covered by ®: AVy — A(X), the rational model for F.

Then, for allm > 1, there is a bijection of sets

Tn(CH(X,Y), F) @ K — H,(Der®(AVy, ker A(1)), 9).
Ifn>2o0rifn=1and X =Y and F =id, then the bijections are also group homomorphisms.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the theorem for K = Q because (—) ®g K is an exact functor and the
right-hand side is compatible with tensor products in the sense that H,, (Der® (AVx, ker A(1))) @ K =
H, (Der®®® (AVx ® K, ker[A(1) @ K])).

Recall the zig-zag of weak equivalences of relative mapping spaces (3.2) can be further composed
the ‘homotopy-unit’ n: K — (AVk), meaning, the lift of the unit map K — (2(K)) under the
quasi-isomorphism AVxg — Q(K), which gives the zig-zag

CH(X,Y) & [SCHX, V)| > [map(S(X), S(V))| L jmap, . (S(X), (AVR))].

By applying homotopy groups and inverting the isomorphisms induced by the left horizontal map
together with Corollary 3.10 and Lemma 3.12 we obtain a homomo

Ta(Cp(X,Y), F) = mo(map,,(S(X), (AVY)), n o F) 2 m, (map™ (AVy, Q(S(X))), 50 F)
= 7, (map? (AVy, A(X)), D)

where ¢ is a model for no F and ¢ = A(¢) o ® is a model for no f.

It is proved in [4, Section 11.2] that the ‘homotopy-unit’ n: K — (AVk) is a rationalisation if K
is a connected, nilpotent, simplicial set of finite Q-type. Since X is a finite nilpotent CW-complex,
it follows from the work of Hilton-Mislin-Roitberg [14] that postcomposition with this map yields
a Q-localisation 7o (+): map(S(X),S(Y)) — map,.;(S(X), (AVy))). In particular, the above
homomorphism m,(C¢(X,Y),F) — m,(map?(AVy,A(X)),®) is, in fact, an isomorphism after
completing the domain with Q.

By Lemma 3.12, we obtain a bijection between 7, (C(X,Y); F) ® Q and H,(Der®(AVy, ker A(1)).

It remains to show that this bijection is, in fact, a homomorphism if either n > 2 or n = 1 and
C#(X,Y) =hAuts(X) and F' =id. We begin with the higher homotopy groups. Under the given
hypothesis, the mapping space Cy(X,Y) is nilpotent and composition with the localisation map
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lg: Y — Yp is a rationalisation. By [14, Theorem 2.2] the fibre of a fibration is nilpotent if the
total space is. Thus, we have the bijection
7T?“L(Cf()(a Y)> F) ®Q= ﬂn(cf(X7 YQ)7 &@ 0 F) = ﬂn(mapgo’(s(X)? <AVY>7 (I),)
= 7p(map?(AVy,A(X)), @).
The sum of [g1] and [go] in 7, (Cf(X,Y), F)) is represented by the composition

giVvVgz

Sn = StV .St

C(X,Yp)

with the first map being the collapse map of course. Its adjoint under the exponential law for
mapping spaces yields the composition

id Ad(g1Vv
Sn % X cXidy (Sn v Sn) <« X (91Vg2) YQ
and because of the universal property of localisations, we get a factorisation
id Ad(g1V
St x X — T (5ny Mg x Xg Ry

Since all involved spaces are nilpotent (here we are using n > 2 to guarantee that (S™V S")g =
(Mgnygn) ), the homotopy class of this map has a unique (up to homotopy) algebraic counterpart

H(S™) ® A(X) s Mgnygn @ AVx DA AVy
/| -
H(c)®id (fvg)®
(H(S™) g H(S™)) @ A(X) =—==H(S"V5") ® A(X)

where Mgnygn is the minimal model for S™ v S™ and ¢*: Mgnygn — H(S™) is a rational model for
the collapse map ¢ and (g1 V g2)°® is a rational model for g; V go. The truncated chain complex
I\/Iggvsn is isomorphic to H(S™ v S™) = H(S™) & H(S™), so the map c¢*® agrees with the sum.

On the other, the dga homomorphism (f V ¢)®*: AVy — (H(S™) &g H(S™)) ® A(X) decomposes
uniquely into 1 ® ® + volgr ® 9;} + volgn ® 0y from which we deduce

%‘H[g] - e?f\/g)oc =07 +0y.

For (ii) we cannot apply the same strategy because S'V S! is not nilpotent and therefore the
composition S1VS! — (Mg1yg1) does not need to yield a bijection [S*V .S, Y] = [(Mg1ys1), Yol and
this is the reason why we restrict our consideration to the case X =Y and F' = id. Indeed, in this case,
hAut(X) carries a monoid structure given by composition. We first replace A(¢): A(X) — A(A)
by a strict Sullivan model +*: AVx — AVj4 in the sense that the follwing diagram, in which the
horizontal arrows are quasi-isomorphisms, (strictly) commute

AVx

| o

AV = A(A).

If v and ¥ denote a homotopy lift of ¢ and ®, respectively, then the strict model induces
an isomorphism 7, (map¥(AVy, AVy), ¥) = 7 (map?(AVy,A(X)),®) by Lemma 3.7. Thus,
H,(Der” (AVy, ker:*),8) and H,(Der¥ (AVy, ker (*), §) are isomorphic if they are equipped with the
groups structure coming from the homotopy groups.

Theorem 3.2 implies that the groups remain isomorphic under pre-composition with quasi-
isomorphisms between Sullivan models AVy — AWy of Y, so we are allowed to pick the same
Sullivan model in domain and target.
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We will show that the group structure on 71 (hAut4(X),id) that comes from the monoid structure
agrees with the addition on Dery (AVy, ker ¢*). This will prove the second statement, because this
groups structure agrees with the fundamental group structure by the Eckmann-Hilton argument.

Under the exponential law, the composition of two maps g1, g2: S' — hAut(X) corresponds to
the composition of the maps in the upper horizontal line of the following diagram:

: id.1 xAd
Sl x X —DXHx g1 gy x MerXBo) gy M)y
gl XA&SI xil XA%SIJ;AL)“T

Since all involved spaces are nilpotent, each continuous map in this composition can be modelled by

a dga-homomorphism

H(A)®id
=URid

id ®Ad(g2) Ad(g1)

H'Y(SY) @ AVx HY(SY) @ H'(S') ® AVx H(SY) ® AVx <—— AVx.

The natural decomposition (3.4) together with the fact that 921 = 922 = id (because F' = id)
implies
Ad(g2) 0 Ad(g1) =1® 1 ®idpy, +vol® 1 ® 9;1 +1®vol® 9;2 + vol ® vol ® (9;2 ®s111 :
From vol Uvol = 0 € H?(S'), we conclude that the composition with H(A) ® idsy, yields
(H(A) ®id) o Ad(g2) 0 Ad(g1) = 1 @ id +vol ® (6, +0,,).

In conclusion, the group structure on 7 (hAut4(X)) corresponds under the bijection of Corollary
3.10 to the addition on Hy(Der'd(AVx, ker*),d) as claimed. O

4. REAL HoMOTOPY THEORY OF ORBIFOLD RESOLUTIONS

This section is devoted to the proof of the main topological result of this article, namely Theorem
C, which essentially says that mo(BDiff (M)) contains a free abelian subgroup if M is obtained from
an orbifold by blowing-up singularities.

4.1. Topological Properties of Blow-Up Families. We begin introducing the twisted families
of blow-ups that we use to resolve the singularities with. Recall that the disc bundles associated
to the complex line bundle O(k) — CP' can be obtained from the Hopf-fibration using the Borel
construction:
DO(k) = §% xg1 (. D* = (8% x D?)/ ~ (p, \) ~ (%, eF)\).
We can use the Hopf-fibration once more to construct a DO(k)-bundle over S? by setting
DO(k) = 8% xg1 (.1 DO(k) = (5° x DO(K))/ ~ (g, [p,A]) ~ (¢'Tq, [e7p, A)).

Since DO(k) is obtained from the Borel construction of the Hopf-fibration, the classifying map of
this fibre bundle is given by the composition

foow: 8% = BST = CP* Y BDIff(DO(k))

where tw: S! — Diff(DO(k)) is the obvious inclusion homomorphism
tw: S — Diff(DO(k)), e = ([p, \] = [e7p, A]).
We would like to compute the order of the elements [fyox)] € m2( BDiff(M)).

Proposition 4.1.
1.) The classifying map foor) lifts to a map S? — BDiffy(DO(k)) if 1 < k < 2.
2.) The image of [fpok)] in m2(BhAut(DO(k), S3 /7)) has infinite order.



18 THORSTEN HERTL

Proof. We start with the proof of the first statement, so let us assume that k € {41, £2}. Since
DO(k) — S? is a fibre bundle over a sphere, it can be obtained by a clutching construction, which
means it isomorphic as a fibre bundle to the following pushout

ST x af@(k) w dDO(k)
D? x DO(k) DO(k).

Thus, it suffices to show that the map tw: S* — Diff(DO(k)) can deformed to a map with values in
Diff5(DO(k)).

To this end, we consider the following diagram this composition fits into the following commutative
diagram

QCP! hofiby (incl) 1 53

e P

Diﬁ‘a(D(Q(k)) —— hofibi(| g3 7, ) — Diff(DO(k), S/ Zy,) S Diff(S3/Zy)

. |

hAuts(DO(k)) — hofibia (] g3 /z, ) — hAut(DO(k), 53/Zy) 0% | Awt(S% /),

where £: S3 ~ S3/7Z;, is action given by left multiplication® and hAut(X, A) C hAut(X) denotes
the set of all homotopy equivalences of pairs. The dotted arrow is the map ® defined as follows: If
we use the concrete description hofiby (incl) = {(e'”,v) € St x C([0,1],53) : 7(0) = €7, v(1) = 1},
then
i €7 p, 0], if A =0,
®(e,7): DO(K) 3 [p, A = { S .
(AL - ALV IADYE - p, 1), i X # 0.

A choice of a null-homotopy H: [0,1] x S* — S3 with H(-,0) = incl and H(-,1) = 1 defines a
map S! — hofiby (incl), which is the desired lift.

To prove the second statement, we first restrict to the special case where k = £1. We wish to
show

m(sh1) @ R ™R, o (hAut(DO(£1), $%),id) ® R.

is injective. To this end, observe that the map tw can be extended by (the adjoint of) the group
action of U(2) on DO(=£1). Together with the tautological action of PU(3) on CP? they fit into the
following commutative diagram

St x DO(+1) U(2) x DO(£1) DO(=£1)

! | l

St x CP? PU(3) x CP? CP?,

where the inclusion S! - SU(2) = U(2) — PU(3) is given by A + diag(4,1) and the map DO(1) —

DO(1)/8% = Th(O(1)) = CP? is the collapse map. For DO(—1), we use the map DO(—1) e,
DO(1) — CP? instead.

5Tt is here, where we use the assumption 1 < k < 2 because only in this case is the normaliser subgroup of Zg
inside S® the group S°.
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Overall, we now end up with the following commutative diagram

QC P2 QC P2

| |

St — = U(2) — hAut(DO(1), S3) —— hAut,(CP?)

| |

PU(3) hAut(CP?),

By a result of Sasao [19], the map PU(3) — hAut(CP?) is a real homotopy equivalence. It follows
that comparison map U(2) — hAut,(CP?) is a real homotopy equivalence, which implies that
0 # [tw] € 71 (hAut(DO(£1),5%)) ® R as claimed.

To generalise this result to all disc-bundles DO(k) (excluding k = 0), we observe that we have
a Zp-action on DO(+£1) that is given by Ce[p, A] = [p, - A], which agrees with the restriction of
the twist action tw: S' ~ DO(£1). Like the twist action it can be extended to an action on
Th(DO(41)) = CP? so that Th(O(41))/Z; = Th(O(k)). The quotient map py: Th(O(£1)) —
Th(O(k)) = Th(O(+£1))/Zy, induces an isomorphism between all real homotopy groups because the
involved space are simply connected and quotient maps of finite group actions induce isomorphisms
on real homology [5, Theorem II1.2.4]. Thus, the (extended) twist actions fit into a commutative
diagram

! x Th(O(21)) — . Th(©(+1))
St x Th(O(k) /) pyo)

with the vertical arrows inducing isomorphisms on real homotopy groups. Hence, if the (adjoint of
the) lower horizontal map tw/(S3/Z;): (S, {1}) — (hAut.(Th(O(k))),id) ® R would present the
zero element in 71 (hAut(Th(O(k))),id) ® R, then tw/S? would also represent the zero element, and
we showed above that this is not the case. O

Abusing notation, we denote the lift of the twist map given in the proof of the first part of
Proposition again by tw: S! — Diffy(DO(k)) as well as its adjoint map tw: S' x DO(k) — DO(k)
if 1 < k < 2. This is legitimate because a null-homotopy H: S x [0,1] — 52 of the inclusion
S < §3 is unique up to homotopy.

From Example 2.13 we immediately obtain the next consequence.

Corollary 4.2. If 1 < k < 2, then there is a £ # 0 € R such that
0L =¢ [aa@by] € Hy(Der(Mpo(+1), ker M(¢)), ) = 71 (hAuty(DO(£1)),id) @ R.

4.2. Family Resolutions of tailor-made orbifolds. With the bundles DO(k) — S? at our
disposal, we are now able to resolve singularities of orbifolds with tubular neighbourhoods of the
form S x D*/Zs in a ‘twisted fashion’ by replacing them with S x DO(k) to obtain fibre bundles
over spheres. In this subsection, we will classify this construction through continuous maps between
the classifying space BDiffy(DO(k)) — BDiff (M) and study their effects on rational homotopy
groups through appropriate rational models.

From now on, we will only consider orbifolds that are smooth, closed and simply connected.
Recall that call a pair (X,8) consisting of an orbifold X and closed smooth manifold & C X a
tailor-made orbifold if & satisfies the following properties:

(i) Each path component S C & has a tubular neighbourhood Tub(S) of the forms S x D*/Z
with kg € {1,2} with Zy ~ D* acts by reflection at the origin.
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(ii) & contains all singular points of X.

Although one can think of § as the singular set of the orbifold, we wish to remark that & is allowed
to contain regular points as well.

Since & is closed, it has only finitely path components, so we may and do assume that the tubular
neighbourhoods of different path components do not intersect. We denote the union of these tubular
neighborhoods by Tub(&). Furthermore, since each path component has a trivial normal bundle, &
is an orientable manifold.

Condition (ii) implies that the complement U = X \ Tub(&) is a smooth manifold. Obviously, as
a topological space X is the following pushout

Useng(s) S X S/ Zg OU = 0Tub(S) Tub(8) == Usero(s) S X D*/Zi

| |

U X,

with kg € {1, £2} of course. A resolving manifold M is now described as the pushout
User(s) S X S°/Zg Usero(s) S x DO(ks)

| l

U M,

with kg € {£1, £2} accordingly to the type of tubular neighbourhood it resolves. By the pushout
property, the resolutions maps bl: DO(k) — D*/Z;, yield a resolution map bl: M — X.

Lemma 4.3. The resolution map bl: M — X induces an isomorphism on the fundamental group.
In particular, M is simply connected.

Proof. Of course, we can obtain M from X by resolving one component at a time yielding a
finite sequence of orbifolds starting from X and ending with M. Since the resolution maps
bl: O(k) — D*/Z; induce isomorphisms on the fundamental group, an inductive application of van
Kampens theorem implies that the each resolution map in the sequence induces an isomorphism on
the fundamental group. Since X is simply connected, so must be M. O

Since the inclusion OU — U induces a surjection on differential forms Q(U) — Q(9U), the
pushout description together with Example 2.12 allows us write down a real model of M in terms of
its building blocks

(4.1) Q(0U) D sero(s) Msz ® Q(5)

T !

Q) A(M)

so that
AM) =Q(U) ®gory P Mg @ Q(S).
Semo(S)
Similarly, there is a pushout model for the orbifold given by
A(X) =Q(U) Daav) @ AVpa @ Q(S)
Semo(S)
with Vps = span{bs, volps} and dbs = volps. For later purpose, we observe that the two cdgas
contain a common differential, graded subalgebra

B(M) =B(X) =Q(U) ®qory P R-1®Q(9).
Semo(S)
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Recall that Mg2 = Alaz, b3 | dbs = a3]. We index the generators of the summand Mg: ® 1 inside
A(M) belonging to S by as g and bz g. Observe that system {ags,b3 s : S € mo(S§)} is linearly
independent in the chain complex A(M)/B(M).

Lemma 4.4. The resolution map bl: M — X induces an injection on real cohomology. Moreover,
we have H*(M) = H?(X) @ span{azs : S € mo(S)}.

Proof. The resolution map DO(k) — D*/Z;, restricts to the identity on the boundary, so it is
modelled by the dga homomorphism

o: A[bs,volpa] — Afas,bs] = Mgz induced by  bg — b3/k, volp — a3/k.
This dga homomorphism has a retract in the category of chain complexes:
n: Mgz = Alag, b3] — Afbg,volpa]  given by @305 = 0 and a3"dy" — k"™ - vol}by".

Since 7 is the identity on the subalgebras generated by b3 it extends to a retract of the real model of
A(bl) = idg) © D Semo($) O (Of course, n and its extension are not dga-homomorphisms), but since
cohomology is functorial with respect to chain maps, we obtain a retract of H(bl) on cohomology.
Hence H (bl) is injective.

In degree 2, the cokernel of the retract idg ) ® @Seno(cs’) 7 is the direct sum of all I\/I%2 ® 1, which
is spanned by all ag g. Clearly, the elements (0, az g ® 1) lie in the kernel of the differential of A(M)
and they form a linearly independent system there. For degree reasons, each element in Al(M) is
the form (¢, 1 ® 1) with ¢ € Q1(U) and ¥ = {¢s} is a tuple of differential forms with g € Q1(9).
Since the differential acts componentwise, we see that the image of d: ALY(M) — A%(M) and the
linear hull of {(0,a2 5 ® 1) : S € m(S)} intersect in a trivial fashion. Thus, they are also a linear
independent system in cohomology. (Il

Since M is simply connected, we can apply the ‘algorithm’ to compute the minimal model of a
simply connected topological space described in [11, p.144 ff], which yields the following result.

Lemma 4.5. If My = AVyy is the minimal model of M, then
Vi = H* (M) = H*(X) @ span{azs : S € m(S)} d=0,

[ac]

Vi = H3(M) @ sker U: S°VE — HY(M), d: skerU — ker U.
The model map pu: My — A(M) satisfies
p(H*(X)) CB(M) = QU) ®opry B 19 92(S9),
SE’TI—O((‘S))
nlaz,s) = (0,a2,5 ® 1).

We now describe the construction of the fibre bundles that will form the linear independent
elements in mo(BDiff(M)). For each S € my(8), we can resolve the ‘singularity’ S in a twisted
fashion using the non-trivial bundle ®©(k), which yields a fibre bundle M — Eg — S2. Formally,
it arises out of the orbifold X as the following pushout:

(4.2) dTub(S) x S2 (Ussreny(s) S’ x DO(kgr) x §2) UDO(ks)

| |

U x 52 ES-

By the pushout property, the projection to S? induces a projection map Eg — S2,. Since 0DO(k) =
S? x S3 /74, the projection map turns Ejg into a fibre bundle with fibre M. The trivialisation of the
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boundary extends by construction to the ‘interior’ U x S? C Eg. Thus, the classifying map fEg of
FEg is given by the composition

Btw Bextg

BDiffy(DO(kg)) ———> BDiff(M)

| |

BhAuty(DO(kg)) 2L BhAut(M),

fog: 52 BS!

where extg(y) is the extension of idg x¢ by the identity from S x DO(k) C M to the rest of M.

To understand which element the maps fg, represents in mo(BhAut(M)), or equivalently, which
elements their loop maps Qfg represent in m1(QBhAut(M),id) = 7 (hAut(M),id), we consider
the following diagram

St o hAuty(DO(ks)) ot hAut(M)
Ad(idg2) l: i:
of
052 — 2% ) BhAuty(DO(ks)) % . QBhAut(M)

and remember that Ad(idg2): 71 (S') — 71(252) = 72(S5?) induces an isomorphism. It is therefore
enough to understand the pointed homotopy class of the upper composition.

With help the pushout model A(M) defined in (4.1) and H(S') ® A(M) for the domain S* x M,
it is fairly easy to write down a real model for the adjoint map exty otw: ST x M — M. Indeed,
since it is the extension the map idy xtw: S x DO(kr) — DO(kr) by the projection to the second
factor, a real model for extp(tw) on the pushout model for M is given by

(4.3) A(M) QU) ®a@u) Bsery(s) Ms2 @ 2(S)
i ll@idg(m & P, 10(id +057064,)®id
H(S") @ A(M) === H(5") @ QU) ®(s1)2000) Pser(s) H(S") @ Mg @ Q(S)

from which we can easily read-off that the corresponding derivation is
(4.4) O (tw) = & - G217 @ by 7,

where ¢ is the real number in (4.2). Observe that B(M) = Q(U) ®qav) Dsery(s) 1 ® US) is a

1

differential graded subalgebra, and that QQXtT (tw) vanishes on this subalgebra for every T' € m(8).
Observe further that each 6!

ext(tw) vanished on ker d: A3(M) — A*(M). We compose the derivations
with the model map from the 3-truncation of its minimal model p: PsMy; — My — A(M) to make
the calculations for manageable, see Example 2.3 for the definition of PsMj;.

Recall from the introduction that N C 7o(8) is the nice subset of path components with a
homological partner, that is S € N if and only if there is a path components S'my(S8) different from S
such that their homology classes generate the same subvector space R-[S] = R-[S"] C H,,_4(X;R).

Proposition 4.6. The set of homology classes of derivations

{[6} you] : S €N} C Hy(Der(PsMy, A(M)), )

extg(tw
spans an |N|-dimensional subvector space in Hy(Der*(PsMas, A(M)),4).

Proof. We will show that if there is a set of coefficients {\g : S € N} such that > /\Seéxts(tw) o

lies in the image of o, then all coefficients must vanish. This implies, in particular, that the set
{[G;th(tw) ou] : S €N} is a linear independent system in Hi(Der”(PsMys, A(M)), ).
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From (4.4) we observe that the image of each linear combination of {Géxts (tw) S € mo(S )} lies

in the ideal 9 generated by all ag g, more precisely,

9 =QU) &gou)y P a2.sMs2 @QS).

Seﬂ'o(c?)
Clearly, this ideal intersects the subalgebra B(M) in a trivial fashion.
Since derivation from a free algebra are uniquely determined by the image of the underlying
vector space, we have
Dery(P3Mys, A(M)) = Hom(H?(X),B%(M)) @ Hom(span{as s : S € mo(S},BY(M))®
Hom(H?3(M),B'(M)) @ Hom(s ker U, B} (M))

because Al (M) = B (M) as ML, = {0}, and A°(M) = B°(M) because M%, =R - 1.

Since A(M) is a subvector space of QO(U) @ R™(S) | its elements can be represented by tuples
(f,v) consisting of functions f € QO(U) and v € R™() = Map(my(S8),R)) satisfying the boundary
condition f|g = v(s). Hence, if we denote by aj ¢ denote the functional that contains H 2(X) in its
kernel, and that sends as g to 1 and all other ag g to 0, then Hom(span{as s}, A°(M)) is spanned
by elements of the form (f,v)ay g.

Now assume that

3
45)  Olop=) Asleywor =) 0(F)+ >  &(fr,vr)asr)

SeN Jj=1 Temo(S)
3
=Y 6(F)+ Y. (dfr,0)ayr — (fr,vr)aysod)
7=1 TEWQ(S)

where I, € Hom(H?(X),B%(M)), F, € Hom(H?(M),B!(M)), and F3 € Hom(sker U, B}(M)). We
make the following observations:
(i) 02(F;) = 0 on span{ag,s : S € mo(S§)} because these elements are closed and, by definition,
F}; vanishes on this subset.
(ii) The derivation 61 o y is uniquely determined by its restriction to P3M3,, the vector space of
elements of degree 3, because it vanishes on P3|\/I%W.
(iii) The restrictions 52(F2)‘P3M5}w = dF2|P3M§M and 52(F3)|P3M;13W = dF3’P3M?W takes values in
BL(M).
(iv) Under the decomposition
S*(H*(M)) = S*(H*(X)) @ H*(X) @ span{ass : S € mo(S)}
® S*(spanfazs : S € m(S)})

the derivation F; vanishes on the third summand, while the derivation ' o y vanishes on
the second and third summand.

From these observations, we draw the following conclusions: By plugging as 7 into (4.5), we
derive together with observation (i) that 0 = 0+ (df7,0), which implies that fr is closed and hence
a constant function. Furthermore, vr = fr|gy is a constant function, too, with values vr.

Furthermore, since 6 o ;1 takes values in the ideal ¢, which intersects the subalgebra B(M) in a
trivial fashion, we conclude together with observation (ii), (iii) that

52(F2) = 52(F3) = 0, and 52(F1)|P3M§M = —F1 e} d|P3M§M'
Thus, equation (4.5) simplifies to

Pou= 3 Alhasumor= S vl Dadpod—Fodpu
Semo(S) Temo(S)
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Since (0,a2,5,) - (0,a2,5,) =0 € A(M) if Sy # S1, we have as g, - az.s, € kerU C PsM%,. Denote the
corresponding element in P3M§’w by s(azs, - az2s,) € skerU. Since p is a chain map, we deduce
that u(s(az,s, - as,s,)) € kerd C A3(M) on which ' vanishes. Evaluating the simplified equation at
5(a2,50a2,51)7 yields
0=06" (0) =0'o IUJ(S(CLZSO ’ a2751)) = Z _UT(la 1)a¥(a2,50 ’ a2,51) - Fl(alsoa?,sl)
Teno(S)

= - Z drs,vr(1,1)(0,a2,s,) + 075, v7(1,1)(0,a2.5,) — 0
TGTFO(CS’)

= —Us, (07 aQ,Sl) — Vs, (07 aQ,So))

where we used observation (iv) to conclude that Fj(ag s,a2,s,) = 0. Since {(0,a25) : S € m(8)} C
A2(M) are linearly independent, we deduce vs = 0 for all S € ().

We are left a collection of real numbers Ag such that

(46) Z )\Seéxts(tw) op= 52(F1)

SeN
for some derivation F; € Hom(H?(X),B%(M)) C Dery(P3sMys, A(M)). We wish to prove that all
Ag =0 for all S € N.

Let Sy # S1 € N be two path components with R - [Syp] = R - [S1] € H,—4(X;R). By Poincaré-
duality for smooth, closed and oriented orbifolds [20], we deduce that the Thom forms of their tubular
neighbourhood generate the same cohomology class (up to a non-zero factor) inside H*(X,R). In the
pushout model for X, the Thom form of the tubular neighbourhood is modelled by (0, volps g). Since
the dga-homomorphism AVps — Mg2 = Mpg(x) induced by the resolution map bl: DO(k) — D*/ 7y,
sends maps volps to a?/k, the dga homomorphism A(X) — A(M) induced by the resolution map
bl: M — X sends (0, volps g) to (0, a%,s/ks). We therefore conclude that there exists non-zero
coefficients vg, and vg, such that

vs,ag + vg at € ker(U: SV — HY(M)),

50 s(v5,a3 5, + Vs, 03 g,) € skerU C V.

Obviously, the relation ~ on 7(S8) that relates two path components S with S’ if and only if
their homology classes generate the same vector space in H,_4(X;R) is an equivalence relation.
By definition, the set N partitions into a disjoint union of equivalence classes that contain at least
two elements. The previous discussion implies that each such equivalence class Sp/ ~ generates an
(#Sp — 1)-dimensional vector space inside s ker U.

Since the model map PsMy; £ A(M) is a dga-homomorphism, we necessarily derive from Lemma
4.5 that

u(s(vs,a3 5, + 8,103 5,)) = (950,50, Vsebs.so @ 1+ vs basy @1+ 1@ w5, + 1@ ws,)
+ > (ps,a2,5 ®s)
5'671'0(5)
where pg, ps,.5, € Q(U), zj € Q3(S;), and g € Q1(S) are closed forms.
Plugging s(usoa% 5o T Vs a% s,) into the equation (4.6) and using (4.4) together with observation
(iv) yields

0 = 0a(F)(s(n0a3 5, + 1103 5,)) = —Fa(10a3 5, + 1103 5,) = D AsOisi o (o) © (s(v0a3 5, + 1105 g,))
Sen
= Z )‘Sgéxts(tw)(ysobiso + vs,b3,5,) = As (0, sya2,5,) + As, (0, v5, 02,5, ).
SeN

By linear independence of {(0,az2,5) : S € mo(S)} inside A2(M), we deduce that A\g, = g, =0. O
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Proof of Theorem C. Since the element [fgg] € im[mp(BDiff(M)) — m(BhAut(M))] ® R cor-
responds to [extp(tw)] under the isomorphism 7o(BhAut(M)) = m(hAut(M),id), we deduce
from Theorem F (with X = M and A = () and the real model A(M) defined in (4.1) together
with Proposition 4.6 that the set of all classes {[extg(tw)] : S € m(S)} generate a subvec-
tor space in Hy(Der(Mys, A(M)),d). Under the inclusion, PsMy; — My, yields a linear map
Hi(Der(Mps,A(M)),8) — Hy(Der(PsMys, A(M)),0), which maps the subvector space to an N-
dimensional subvector space by Proposition 4.6. ]

5. APPLICATIONS TO Go-GEOMETRY

In this section we apply the previously established topological theory to Gs-moduli spaces. In
particular, we will give a proof of Theorem B and derive Theorem A from it. The latter theorem
will then be applied to it so a sample of Ge-manifolds constructed in [16].

We start with the proof of Theorem B, which is a fairly easy consequence of our topolgical result
Theorem C.

Proof of Theorem B. Let T /T be a simply connected orbifold and let & be the union of all path
components S of the subspace of singular points that have a tubular neighbourhood Tub(S) that is
diffeomorphic to T2 x D*/Z,. Assume that T7/T" there is a Resolution data (R-data) in the sense
of Joyce [17, Definition 14.4.1]. We resolve all singularities not belonging to S according to the
construction presented in [17, Section 11.4 | to obtain a orbifold X in which & is the remaining
singular set®. It comes with a comparison map 7: X — T7/T. Because we resolved all singular
points not having property (i), the closed, smooth orbifold X is tailor-made for our purpose by
construction.

We need to prove that the number N = |N| of all path components S € my(S8) does not
decrease under this construction. However, the Poincaré-dual of the homology class represented
by T3 C T3 x D*/Zy C T7/T is a four form whose (compact) support is lies in the interior of
T3 C T3 x D*/Zs. By assumption, the tubular neighbourhood T3 x D*/Zsy does not intersect the
tubular neighbourhoods of the remaining singularities, so m: 7= (7% x D*/Zy) — T3 x D*/Zs is a
homeomorphism (that is smooth away from the ‘cone-tip’ T x {0}). Thus, the Poincaré dual pulls
back to a differential forms whose Poincaré dual homology class is represented by == (T3 x {0}). It
follows that two path components S = T3 and S’ = T® are homologous in T7/T" if and only if they
are homologous in X, so N remains unchanged O

In the formulation of the next results, which is a refined formulation of Theorem A, we use
notation from the previous section.

Proof of Theorem A. The underlying smooth manifold M is obtained from 77/T by replacing
S x D*/Z3 by S x DO(=2) for all S € 7(S) (and resolving the remaining singularities as explained
in [17, Chapter 11]). Following Section 6.1 and Section 6.2 in [7]7, the bundle

Enrsy = (M\ S x DO(=2)) Ugxrpsxsz US x DO(-2) — 5*

carries a fibre-wise torsion-free Go-structure.

The underlying bundle Ej/ (g} can be alternatively constructed by resolving all singularity
components of 77 /T not belonging to & to obtain a closed, smooth, simply-connected orbifold X
that is tailor-made for our purpose. The bundle Eg — S? obtained from the construction (4.2)
obviously agrees with Eys (5). By Theorem B, their classifying maps generate an IN|-dimensional
vector space inside mo(BDiff(M)g) ® R. Since the fibre bundles carry a fibre-wise torsion free Go-
structure, this subgroup lifts to an |N|-dimensional subvectorspace in 72 (G (M) J/Diff (M)y) ®R, and

6A1ternatively, carry out Joyce’s construction to obtain M and blow down the resolution of the singularities
belonging to & to obtain X
"In [7], the spaces DO(—2) and DO(—2) are denoted by EH<q and 8#H <1
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since the homomorphism 7o (G (M) JDiff (M)g) — 72 (G (M) /Diff (M)g) induced by the obvious
comparison map is injective, see [7, Theorem B], the claim follows. O

We apply this theorem to the examples presented in [16].

FEzxzample 5.1. This is the first class of examples of generalised Kummer constructions discussed in
Section 3.1 in [16]. More precisely, we are discussing Example 3 and Example 4 in detail while
providing a sketch for Example 6 in loc. cit. Example 5 in loc. cit. concerns Go-manifolds that are
not simply connected and thus falls out of our set-up.

The general set-up is the following: For T7 = (R/Z)7 with coordindates 1, ..., 27, Joyce considers
the group I 2 Z3 generated by the involutions

a(zy,...,x7) = (=21, —T2, —T3, —T4, T5, T6, T7)
B(z1,...,x7) = (b1 — x1,by — 2, 3, T4, —T5, — T, T7)
’Y(ﬂf]_, .. '5$7) - (Cl — X1,22,C3 — X3,T4, —T5,Te, _$7)

with by, be, c1,c3,c5 € {0,1/2}. This implies that their fixpoint sets are given by
1 4
Fix(a) = {o, 2} x T3(567),

Fix(8) = {(bl te1bater & 56) e {0,1}} x T3(347),

2 2 7272
Fix(y) = {(Cl ‘2“51, 63‘;63, % ‘;65,527> L€ {0,1}} x T3(246).

From this description it is clear any two canonical identifications of T3 & (y1, y2, y3,y4) x T3(567)
yield homotopic maps 7% — T7. Thus, each two path components in Fix(a) generate the same
homology class in H3(77;R) and so their images agree in H3(T"/I';R). The same is true for the
other two group elements.

In the examples Joyce considers, the other group elements of I' do not have fix points, so the
singular set of 77 /T is the image of the fix point sets described above under the quotient map
T7 — T7/T. Tt remains to read off the set & of path components that have a tubular neighbourhood
of the form T3 x D*/Zs and the nice subset N from Joyce’s article and derive the conclusion from
Theorem A.

(i) In Example 3 in [16], the set & consists of the image of Fix(«a), Fix(f), and Fix(vy). From
the discussion above, we conclude N = mo(8'), which is a set of 12-elements. Theorem A now
implies that Z'2 C mo (G (M) /Diff (M)o).

(ii) In Example 4 in [16], the set § is generated by the image of Fix(«) and Fix(f3), and the
discussion above shows that N = 7y(&), which is a set of 8 elements. Theorem A now implies
that Z8 C mo(GY (M) /Diff(M)o).

Example 6 in [16] uses an additional involution
0z, x7) = (1/2 4+ x1,29,1/2 + 23, 1/2 + 24, 1/2 + x5, 26, T7)

and chooses (b1, ba, c1,c3,¢5) = (1/2,0,1/2,0,1/2). The only elements in the group (o, 3,7, ) = Z3
that have fix points are «, (3, v, and o860 and, according to Joyce, only Fix() and Fix(«f¢) contribute
each to two path components in 77/I" which lie in &. The fix point set of a/3J is given by

Fix(a30) = {<1/22+ e 1/2; £t 1/2; 55,526> L e € {0, 1}} x T3(127)

and hence we have my(8) = N with [N| = 4.
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Ezample 5.2. We now discuss the Examples 7-11 in Section 3.2 of [16] except Example 10, which is
not simply-connected. The general set-up is the following: Let R” = C3 x R with standard complex
coordinates 21, 29, z3 and real coordinate x. Let A = Z° be a lattice and set T7 = (C3 x R)/(A x R).
For two complex numbers u, v with u® = v® = 1 for some natural number a, Joyce considers the
isometries «, B defined by

a(z1, 22, 23, x) = (uz1, vz, U023, T + a_l),
B(Zla 22,23, .’L') = (_217 _227 _237 _':U)

Under the assumption that the two isometries o and 3 preserve A x R they descend to an action of
the dihedral I' = (o, 8) & Do, on T7 that preserves the standard Go-structure. Joyce observed that
o’ does not have fixpoints if a/ # 1. Furthermore, if a is odd, then Fix(3a?) and Fix(3) generated
the same singularities and if @ is even, then the singularity components in 77 /Dy, partition into
the ones generated by Fix(8) and Fix(Ba).

Joyce proved that if a is odd, then the number of singularity components in 77 /T agrees with
the number of components of Fix(8). If a is even, then Fix(3) and Fix(8«) both split into two sets
of equal size, distinguished by the value of x, which are interchanged by the .

Independent of the parity of a, the tubular neighbourhoods of all fixpoints are of the form
T3 x D*/Zs, see [16, p.356], which is precisely what we want.

Example 7: Here, u = v = e*™/3 ¢ = 3 the lattice A = Z? @ e2™/37Z3. We have Fix(8) =
R3/73 x {0}3 x {0,1/2}. Clearly, the two tori generate the same homology class in T7/Ds, because
the obvious two embeddings are homotopic. Thus 7y($§) = N and |[N| = 2. It follows that
7G4 (M) /Diff(M)g) 2 Z2. |

Example 8: This one is more interesting: u = v = €™, a = 6, and A as in Example 7. Now Fix(5) is
the same Example 7, but now o? identifies the two different component with each other so that
they generate a single component in 77/D15. Likewise the two components

Fix(8a) = {(r1e™/0, 1™/, r1ie™/3 y) g € {3/12,5/12}}

contributes a single component in 77 /D15. However, the two path components generate different
homology classes in H3(T7/Da,;R) = H3(T";R)P2e because the transfer applied to a single compo-
nent yield elements that are not co-linear over the real numbers. Thus, N = () and Theorem A is
inconclusive.

Example 9: Here, u = v =i, a = 4 and A = Z3? @ iZ3. Decompose zj = s; +it; into real and
imaginary part. Joyce calculated the fixpoint sets to be

Fix(ﬁ) = {(51 + €11, S + €921, 83 + 631,64) RS {0, 1/2}}
and
Fix(8) = {(s1 — s11, 82 — s2i, t3 + €3 + t3i,4) : €3 € {0,1/2}, 2 € {3/8,7/8}}.

Since the involution a? acts freely on Fix(3), the 16 components give rise to eight components in
T7/T. Moreover, all fixpoint components have isotopic inclusions and therefore generate the same
homology class.

Likewise, the four fix point components of Fix(Ba) contribute to two components in T7/T"
generating the same homology class. It follows that |[N| = mo(8)| = 10.
Example 11:
71'1/37

Here u =¢ v=e>/3 g =6, and A the lattice given by

A = (Z + ®™3L) @ (Z+ *™/37) @ (Z + iZ).
Joyce computed the fixpoint sets to be
Fix(8) = {(s1, 82,83 + e3i,e4) : 5 € {0,1/2}}
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while

Fix(ﬂa) = {(Aleﬂi/g,)\geﬂ-i/ﬁ,&“g + t3i,€4) : )\j,tg eER,e3 € {0, 1/2},64 S {5/12, 11/12}} .

Thus, Fix(3) and Fix(Ba) both contribute two singularity components to 77/I". We conclude
IN| = |mo(8)] = 4.

—_

]
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