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NONTANGENTIAL HOMOTOPY EQUIVALENCES

VicTorR A. BELFI

The purpose of this paper is to apply surgery techniques
in a simple, geometric way to construct manifolds which are
nontangentially homotopy equivalent to certain z-manifolds.
Applying this construction to an H-manifold of the appropriate
type yields an infinite collection of mutually nonhomeomor-
phic H-manifolds, all nontangentially homotopy equivalent
to the given one,

The theorem proved is the following: If N* is a smooth,
closed, orientable z-manifold and L™ is a smooth, closed,
simply connected =-manifold, there is a countable collection
of smooth, closed manifolds {//;} satisfying (1) no M; is a =-
manifold, (2) each J; is homotopy equivalent but not homeo-
morphic to N X L, (8) M, is not homeomorphic to M; if ¢ = j.

1. Construction of the surgery problem. In [2] Milnor describes
a (2k — 1)-connected, bounded m-manifold of dimension 4k and Hirze-
bruch index 8 (k = 2). This manifold, which we denote by Y*, is
obtained by plumbing together 8 copies of the tangent disk bundle of
S according to a certain scheme. This implies that Y has the
homotopy type of a bouquent of eight 2k-spheres. The only other
property of ¥ which we shall need is that 0Y is a homotopy sphere.
Let » be the order of 0Y* in the group of homotopy spheres bP,,
[3] and take W* to be the »-fold connected sum along the boundary
of Y*. By the choice of », dW is diffeomorphic to S*~'. Attaching
a 4k-disk to W by a diffeomorphism along the boundary, we obtain a
closed, smooth manifold W, which is (2k — 1)-connected and has index
8». By the Hirzebruch index theorem W is not a m-manifold, but is
almost parallelizable.

Define f: W* — D* by the identity on the boundary, stretching
a collar of 0 W over D*, and sending the remainder of W to a point.
This gives a degree 1 map f: (W, o W) — (D*, 0D*) which is tangential
since both W and D* are m-manifolds. f is already a homotopy
equivalence on the boundary, so we have a surgery problem in the
bounded case. The connectedness of W implies that f is already an
isomorphism in homology below the middle dimension. However the

"®...®7‘
kernel of f. in dimension 2k is Lg"?;’ and the index of the kernel is

the index of W which is 8». Thus it is not possible to complete the
surgery.

But if L™ is a closed, smooth, simply connected n-manifold, the
surgery problem f x 1,: W x L — D* x L does have a solution. To
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see this note first that if m is odd, the problem is odd dimensional
so there are no obstructions to modifying W x L and f x 1, by sur-
gery to obtain a homotopy equivalence. If m = 0 (mod 4), the problem
has an index obstruction given by the product of the index obstruec-
tion of the map f and the index of the manifold L, i.e., I(f x 1,) =
I(f)-I(L). This product vanishes since L is a m-manifold. The
formula follows from the multiplicativity of the index of a manifold.
If m =2 (mod 4) the problem has a Kervaire invariant obstruction
given by the mod 2 product of the Kervaire invariant obstruction of
f and the Euler characteristic of L, the formula arising from Sullivan’s
characterization of the Kervaire invariant obstruction [8]. Since L
is a w-manifold, y(L) = 0; so K(f x 1,) vanishes as well.

Now we change the surgery problem discussed above into a pro-
blem for closed manifolds. Let N be a smooth, closed, m-manifold of
dimension 4%k. Take a small disk D** in N and form the connected
sum N&W using this disk and the disk attached to W to make w.
Define 1,%f: N¢W — N by the identity on N-int D* and f on W.
Although (1,%f) x 1, is not tangential, it can be surgered to a homo-
topy equivalence. This is because it is already a homotopy equiva-
lence except on W x L, where it is tangential; so it suffices to do
surgery on W x L leaving the boundary fixed to make Ni#W x L
homotopy equivalent to N x L. We have already seen that this can
be done. Summing up the discussion we have

ProrosITION 1. Suppose N** is a closed, smooth, orientable -
manifold and L™ is a closed, smooth, simply connected m-manifold.
Then there is a manifold M**™, homotopy equivalent to N < L obtained
by surgery on (1yf) X 1,.

Notice that if Wi = W4 ... 2W*, and we define f;: W, — D*

1
the same way as we defined f, the above considerations also apply to
W,. The only difference is that W, has index 87ri. We shall denote
the solution to the surgery problem using W, by M+,

We also remark here that M, as a solution to a given surgery
problem, is unique up to PL homeomorphism, but not not always up
to diffeomorphism. This follows from Novikov’s results [5]. Since
we shall be primarily concerned with the topological type of such
solutions, we shall ignore this ambiguity.

2. Properties of the surgery solution.

PROPOSITION 2. The mamnifold M*+™ obtained by surgery on
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(1y%f) x 1,: N4W x L— N x L
is not a mw-manifold.

Proof. After surgery we have a homotopy equivalence g¢: M —
N x L and a cobordism Z between M and NiW x L together with a
map F:Z — N x L whose restriction is ¢ on M and (1,4f) x 1, on
N#W x L. If * is a point of L, (1,£f) x 1, is transverse regular
with respect to N x *. Change ¢ by a small homotopy to make it
transverse regular with respect to N x *. Finally leaving (1,£f) X
1; and ¢ fixed, make F transverse regular with respect to N x * to
obtain the oriented cobordism F N x *) between NW and

S=g'(N x *).

Because N#W and S are oriented cobordant, I(S) = I(N#W) = 0. We
have the usual equivalence of tangent and normal bundles

(M) |S=(S)Pv(Sc M) .
Since f is transverse regular with respect to N x * and
V(N x *c N x L)

is trivial, ¥(Sc M) is trivial. Thus if v(M)|S were stably trivial,
7(S) would be stably trivial, contradicting I(S)+ 0. Therefore z(M)|S
is not stably trivial and consequently (M) is not stably trivial.

PropPOSITION 3. M 1is not homeomorphic to N x L.

Proof. Suppose h: M — N x L is a homeomorphism. Denote by
p;(M) the j** Pontrjagin class of M (i.e., of =(M)) and by p;(M; Q)
the j™ rational Pontrjagin class of M. In the proof of Proposition 2 it
was shown that M*+™ contains a closed submanifold S of dimension 4%
and index 8r. If i: S— M is inclusion, the Hirzebruch index theorem
implies

87' = <Lk(p1(S)y tt pk(s)), [S]>
= Ly p(M), +- -, 7*p(M)), [SD
= {Ly(pM), «++, D(M)), 1. [S]> .

Now we may replace p,(M) by p,(M; Q) since any torsion evaluated
on the orientation class is zero. By the topological invariance of ra-
tional Pontrjagin classes, p;(M; Q) = h*(p;(N x L); Q); but

PN x L; Q) =0

for every 7 because N x L is a w-manifold. Therefore »,(M;Q) =0
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for every j, a contradiction.

Observe that Propositions 2 and 3 are likewise valid for the mani-
folds M,, each A, containing a closed submanifold S; of dimension 4k
and index 8ri.

Now we are in a position to prove the central theorem of this
paper.

TBEOREM 1. Suppese N is a smocth, closed, orientable m-manifold
of dimension 4k(k = 2) and L is a smooth, closed simply connected 7-
manifeld. Then there is a countable sequence of smooth, closed mani-
Jolds {M.} having the following properties: (1) mo M, 1s a w-manifeld,
(2) each M; is homotopy equivalent but mot homeomorphic to N < L,
(3) M; is not homeomorphic to M, if 1+ jJ.

Proof. The M,s are the surgery solutions already described.
Propositions 2 and 3 establish (1) and (2). It remains to prove (3).
We do this by expanding the idea of the proof of Proposition 3.

Suppose there exists a homeomorphism h: M, — M, and 7 = j, say
1> 7. (For the rest of this paragraph t = 14,7.) Letg: M,— N x L
be a homotopy equivalence which is transverse regular with respect
to N < * so that g, (N x *) = S, where I{S,) = 8rt. (We may assume
that ¢, is still the identity on (N — int D*) x L since no surgery is
done there.} Then by the index theorem,

<L/c(p1(Mt; Q), ] plc(Mt; Q))y [St]> = I(St) .

To simplify notation we omit explicit reference to the inclusion maps
S, M, and abbreviate L, (p(X;Q), -+, p({X;Q)) by L (X). Let g,
be a homotopy inverse for ¢,. The idea is then to show that g¢;hg;
does not behave properly on rational homology. We shall be refer-
ring to the following diagram for the rest of the proof:

h

M, oS,

K2

Nx L
By the transverse regularity of g,, it follows that
9.18]1 =[N x "] = [N]®@1le HN x L; Q) ,
80 9,.9.1S;] = [S,]. Thus
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I(S;) = <L{M)), 3,.9:1S:1> = <Li(M), h.g;.9:[S:1>

by the topological invariance of rational Pontrjagin classes.
Define a bundle & over N x L by g7(t(M;)). This means that
o(M;) = g#(%). Since g¢; is the identity on N — int D* x L and

o(M;)| N — int D* x L
is trivial, it follows that &|N — int D* x L is trivial. Now if
N —intD¥ x L— N x L

is inclusion, then if a Qye H.(N x L; Q) and dim z < 4k, 2 @y e
image i,, say © @ y = 1,2. Thus (L&), v Q ¥> = {L,(i*¢), z» = 0 since
1*& is trivial. This shows that if v,,€ HW(N x L; Q), then {L.(%), 7>
is given by the product of the coefficient of [N]® 1 in v,, and

L8, INI®@ 1.

Using the preceding observation, we can compute the coefficient
of INJ®1 in (9,27,).IN]& 1 as follows.

{Li3), (9:19,)IN1 & 1> = {LM;), 1.7, IN]1 R 1)
= L M;), h.g,.9:1S:]>
= I(S;) = 4/HL(S)) .
But

I(S)) = <Llc(Mi)s [Sz]> = <Lk<§)1 91[S11> = <L1c(§)a [NI®1).

Hence this coefficient is j/¢ which is not an integer since ¢ > j. This
contradicts the fact that any induced map on rational homology must
send integral classes to integral classes.

3. An extension of the results. It has been pointed out to me
that the results of this paper can be extended in the following way:

If M is a simply connected smooth manifold where n is odd and
f/lv“(M; Q) = 0 or some 4k < n, the Pontrjagin character shows that
KO{M) is infinite. (See, for example, Hsiang [2].) Thus the kernel
of If{\O/(M)HJ(M) is infinite. It can be shown that the result of
doing surgery on the elements of the kernel is a collection of smooth
manifolds homotopy equivalent to M containing an infinite subset {M}
of mutually non-homeomorphic manifolds. The condition on the ra-
tional cohomology of M is also necessary for the manifolds {}4,) exist.

Although the theorem described above considerably extends the
class of manifolds to which the principal result applies, its proof requires
methods of a deeper sort and the geometric simplicity is lost.
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4, Applications. By an H-manifold we mean a closed, orienta-
ble topological manifold having the structure of an H-space.

THEOREM 2. Suppose N* and L™ are smooth H-manifolds, N and
L are w-manifolds, and L is simply connected. Then there exists a
sequence of mutually nonhomeomorphic smooth H-manifolds {M;} satisfy-
wmg (1) no M; is a m-maifold, (2) each M; is homotopy equivalent, but
not homeomorphic to N x L.

Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 1 since the product of
2 H-manifolds is an H-manifold and any manifold homotopy equiva-
lent to an A-manifold is itself an H-manifold.

Examples of manifolds nontangentially homotopy equivalent to
Lie groups were known before surgery techniques were introduced;
however all these were nonsimply connected. An example due to
Milnor of a manifold homotopy equivalent to S*' x S*® x S7 with a
nonzero Pontrjagin class is quoted by Browder and Spanier [1].

The recent results of a A. Zabrodsky [9] and J. Stasheff [7] have
produced new homotopy types of H-manifolds (other than compact Lie
groups) to which Theorem 2 applies. However if we restrict ourselves
to simply connected, compact Lie groups, we can obtain a stronger
conclusion.

THEOREM 3. Suppose N* and L™ are simply connected compact
Lie groups (k = 2). Then there is a countable sequence of mutually
nonhomeomorphic H-manifolds {M;} satisfying (1) no M; is a m-mani-
Sfold, (2) each M; is homotopy equivalent to N X L but not homeomorphic
to any Lie group.

Proof. Since Lie groups are mw-manifolds, Theorem 1 applies. H.
Scheerer has proved [6] that homotopy equivalent, compact, simply
connected Lie groups are isomorphic; so if M; were homeomorphic to
any Lie group, it would be homeomorphic to N x L, contradicting
Theorem 1.

The author is indebted to John W. Morgan for his invaluable
suggestions in the course of this research and to the refree for pointing
out related results.
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