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GROUP ACTIONS, SECTIONAL CATEGORY RELATED INVARIANTS AND
SEQUENTIAL TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY OF FIBRE BUNDLE

RAMANDEEP SINGH ARORA, NAVNATH DAUNDKAR, AND SOUMEN SARKAR

ABSTRACT. For a G-space X , we introduce the notion of sectional category with respect
to G. We establish properties analogous to those of the classical sectional category. As a
consequence of the sectional category with respect to the group G, we obtain G-homotopy
invariants: the LS category with respect to G, the sequential topological complexity with
respect to G, and the strong sequential topological complexity with respect to G, denoted by
cat#

G(X), TC#

k,G(X), andTC#,∗
k,G(X), respectively. We explore several relationships between

these invariants and well-known ones, such as the LS category, the sequential (equivariant)
topological complexity, and the sequential strong equivariant topological complexity. We
also prove some fundamental properties of these invariants. Additionally, we derive several
additive upper bounds on the sequential topological complexity of the total spaces of fibre
bundles involving these newly introduced invariants. As applications of these results, we
compute the sequential topological complexity of various generalized projective product
spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

The sectional category (or Schwarz genus) of a fibration p : E → B, denoted secat(p), is the
smallest integer n such that there exists an open cover {Ui}n

i=1 of B, where each Ui admits
a continuous section of p. This concept, introduced by Schwarz in [24], generalizes the
notion of the Lusternik-Schnirelmann category (or LS category), a homotopy invariant
of topological spaces. A subset X0 of a topological space X is said to be categorical if X0 is
contractible in X , meaning that the inclusion map X0 →֒ X is null-homotopic. The LS
category of a topological space X , denoted cat(X), is the smallest integer n such that X can
be covered by n categorical open subsets of X .
Farber [11] introduced a homotopy invariant for a topological space X called the topo-

logical complexity of X , denoted TC(X), to study the difficulty of the motion planning
problem in X . Later, Rudyak [21] defined its sequential analogue called the sequential (or
higher) topological complexity defined as follows. Suppose XI is the free path space of
X (with compact open topology) and ek,X : XI → Xk is the generalized free path space
fibration defined by

ek,X(α) =

(
α(0), α

(
1

k − 1

)
, . . . , α

(
i

k − 1

)
, . . . , α

(
k − 2

k − 1

)
, α(1)

)
.

Then the sequential topological complexity of X , denoted TCk(X), is defined to be the sec-
tional category of ek,X , i.e., the smallest integer n such that there exists an open cover
{Ui}n

i=1 of Xk, where each Ui admits a continuous section of ek,X . Note that TC(X) =
TC2(X).
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Further, if X is assumed to be a G-space, the equivariant version of topological complex-
ity, denotedTCG(X), was established by Colman andGrant in [3]. Later, Bayeh and Sarkar
in [2] defined its sequential counterpart called the sequential equivariant topological complexity
of X , denoted TCk,G(X), as the smallest integer n such that there exists a G-invariant open
cover {Ui}

n
i=1 of Xk, with a continuous G-equivariant section si : Ui → XI of ek,X over

each Ui, where G acts on Xk diagonally and on XI as (gα)(t) = gα(t) for all g ∈ G, α ∈ XI

and t ∈ I .
LetX and Y be path-connected spaces. The product inequality for the Lusternik-Schnirelmann

category was established in [14, Theorem 9]:

cat(X × Y ) ≤ cat(X) + cat(Y ) − 1, (1)

while, Farber in [11, Theorem 11], proved a similar inequality for topological complexity

TC(X × Y ) ≤ TC(X) + TC(Y ) − 1. (2)

It is worth noting that a product space is an example of a fibre bundle, see [23]. A notable
problem in this area is determining how the topological complexity (respectively LS cate-
gory) of the total space of a fibre bundle relates to the topological complexity (respectively
LS cateogry) of its fibre and base space. Several attempts have been made to tackle this prob-
lem. For a fibre bundle F →֒ E

p
−→ B, Farber and Grant showed the following inequality

in [13, Lemma 7]:

TC(E) ≤ TC(F ) · cat(B × B). (3)

Farber and Grant used the inequality (3) to obtain a sharp upper bound on the topological
complexity of lens spaces. Later, Grant improved this bound in [16, Theorem 3.1] by using
the concept of subspace topological complexity. The corresponding sequential analogues
of these results were established by the second author in [5]. Additionally, it was noted in
[5] that the sequential topological complexity of lens spaces cannot be determined using
these results.
In general, these multiplicative upper bounds are not particularly effective for estimat-

ing the topological complexity of total spaces of fibre bundles. As a result, the pursuit
of improved bounds becomes more significant. Dranishnikov [10] introduced the notion
of strong equivariant topological complexity, denoted TC∗

G(X), to get an additive upper
bound on TC(E) for a fibre bundle F →֒ E

p
−→ B with the structure group G. Later, Paul

and Sen defined its sequential version called the sequential strong equivariant topological com-
plexity, denoted TC∗

k,G(X), to be the smallest integer n such that there exists a Gk-invariant
open cover {Ui}n

i=1 of Xk, with a continuous G-equivariant section si : Ui → XI of ek,X

over each Ui, where Gk acts on Xk componentwise. They also proved the sequential ana-
logue of additive upper bound on TCk(E) given by

TCk(E) ≤ TCk(B) + TC∗
k,G(F ) − 1, (4)

where E, B are locally compact metric ANR-spaces and G is acting properly on F , see
[20].
In their effort to improve bounds for the topological complexity of total spaces of fibre

bundles, the second and third authors obtained an additive upper bound on TC(E) in [6,
Theorem 2.2]. In Section 3, we extend their work by establishing the sequential version of
their result.
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Theorem 1.1. Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle where Ek is a completely normal space. Let

{U1, . . . , Um} and {V1, . . . , Vn} be open covers of Bk and F k with sequential motion planners
si : Ui → BI and tj : Vj → F I respectively. If

(i) there exists a cover {R1, . . . , Rm} of B with local trivializations fi : p−1(Ri) → Ri × F

of F →֒ E
p
−→ B such that si(Ui) ⊆ RI

i , and
(ii) the induced local trivializations hi : (pk)−1(Ui) → Ui × F k with respect to si and Ri

extends to local trivializations over Ui such that (Ui ∩Ui′) ×Vj is invariant under hi′ ◦ h−1
i

for all 1 ≤ i, i′ ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n,
then TCk(E) ≤ m + n − 1.

Moreover, we introduce new invariants for a G-space X : the LS category with respect to
G and the strong sequential topological complexity with respect to G, denoted by cat#

G(X) and
TC#,∗

k,G(X), respectively. The invariant cat#
G(X) is the smallest number n such that there

exists a G-invariant categorical open cover {Ui}n
i=1 of X . The invariant TC#,∗

k,G(X) is the
smallest number n such that there exists a Gk-invariant open cover of Xk (with Gk acting
on Xk componentwise), where each Ui admits a continuous section of ek,X . In terms of
these new invariants we get the following corollary in Section 3.

Corollary 1.2. Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle with structure group G where Ek is a

completely normal space. Let {U1, . . . , Um} be a sequential motion planning open cover of Bk . If
there exists a closed cover {R1, . . . , Rm} of B with local trivializations fi : p−1(Ri) → Ri × F of
F →֒ E

p
−→ B such that fi’s forms a G-atlas of F →֒ E

p
−→ B and si(Ui) ⊆ RI

i , then

TCk(E) ≤ m + TC#,∗
k,G(F ) − 1. (5)

In particular, TCk(E) ≤ m + cat#
Gk(F k) − 1 and TCk(E) ≤ m + TC∗

k,G(F ) − 1.

It is clear that TC#,∗
k,G(X) ≤ TC∗

k,G(X). In Remark 2.40, we show that TC∗
k,G(X) can be

infinite, but TC#,∗
k,G(X) is finite. Hence, the upper bound (5) could be more appropriate to

use for computations than (4) in certain cases, see Theorem 5.5. Furthermore, we prove a
similar result for cat(E) in Section 4 following [19, Theorem 2.6].
The invariants discussed in the previous paragraph are specific cases of a broader con-

cept, which we define as the sectional category with respect to G. For a G-space B, the
sectional category with respect G of a fibration p : E → B, denoted secat#

G(p), is the smallest
number n such that there exists a G-invariant open cover {Ui}n

i=1 of B, where each Ui

admits a continuous section of p. In particular, if X is a G-space and eX : Px0
X → X is

the path space fibration given by eX(α) = α(1), then secat#
G(eX) = cat#

G(X), see Corol-
lary 2.22. Similarly, if Xk has componentwise Gk-action, then for the generalized free
path space fibration ek,X : XI → Xk we have secat#

Gk(ek,X) = TC#,∗
k,G(X). Moreover, if

Xk has diagonal G-action, then we define TC#
k,G(X) = secat#

G(ek,X), see Definition 2.26.
In Proposition 2.11 and Proposition 2.28, we list several inequalities relating cat#

G(X), and
TCk,G(X), TC#

k,G(X), TC#,∗
k,G(X) and TC∗

k,G(X) to their respective non-equivariant coun-
terparts cat(X) and TCk(X) respectively. Then we prove the homotopy invariance of
these invariants in Theorem 2.12 and Theorem 2.29, and obtain their product inequalities
in Proposition 2.23 and Proposition 2.30. In Proposition 2.32 and Proposition 2.34, we
prove inequalities

cat#
H(Xk−1) ≤ TC#

k,H(X) ≤ TC#
k,G(X) ≤ cat#

G(Xk)
3



and
cat#

Gk−1(Xk−1) ≤ TC#,∗
k,G(X) ≤ cat#

Gk(Xk)

respectively, where H is a stabilizer subgroup of a point in X . For a path-connected topo-
logical group A with an action of G via topological group homomorphisms, we show that

TC#
k,G(A) = cat#

G(Ak−1)

in Theorem 2.38. For any finite group G acting on Sn, we compute the exact value of
cat#

G(Sn) in Example 2.13, and exact values of TC#
k,G(Sn) and TC#,∗

k,G(Sn) when n is even
and both of these invariants can either be k or k + 1 when n is odd, see Example 2.39.
Similar computations are also done for S1 acting on Sn, see Example 2.17 and Example 2.41.
Various other results are given in Section 2 including the cohomological lower bound on
TC#

k,G(X) in Proposition 2.42 and the dimension-connectivity upper bound on TC#
k,G(X)

in Proposition 2.43.
Recall that the generalized projective product spaces are total spaces of fibre bundles,

see Proposition 5.1. In Section 5, we use Corollary 1.2 to provide bounds on the sequential
topological complexity of several generalized projective product spaces when the base space
is RP 1, see Proposition 5.3. In Theorem 5.5, we obtain a lower bound on the sequential
topological complexity of generalized projective product spaces when the fibre is the prod-
uct of various dimensional spheres, see Equation (14). Also, we obtain an upper bound on
the sequential topological complexity and compute the LS category for these spaces when
the base space is RP 1, see Equation (16) and Equation (15).

2. LS CATEGORY, TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY AND RELATED INVARIANTS

For a G-space B and a fibration p : E → B, we introduce the notion of sectional cat-
egory with respect to G. For specific fibrations and G-actions, we obtain the notions of
LS category with respect G, sequential topological complexity with respect G and strong
sequential topological complexity with respect G, which will be used to give upper bounds
on sequential topological complexity of the total space of a fibre bundle. Further, we state
the relations between these invariants and well-known invariants: (equivariant) sectional
category, LS category, (equivariant) topological complexity, and strong equivariant topo-
logical complexity.

2.1. Sectional category with respect to G. In this subsection, we establish some prop-
erties of the sectional category with respect to G. For example, we establish the fibre-
homotopy equivalence and the product inequality.

Definition 2.1. Suppose B is a G-space and p : E → B is a fibration. The sectional category of p

with respect to G, denoted secat#
G(p), is the smallest number n such that there exists a G-invariant

open cover {Ui}n
i=1 of the base B such that over each Ui there exists a continuous section si of p. If

no such n exists, we say secat#
G(p) = ∞.

Remark 2.2. Suppose that E and B are G-spaces and p : E → B is a G-fibration. If the sections
si’s in Definition 2.1 are G-maps, then the number n is called the equivariant sectional category of
p, denoted secatG(p), see [3, Definition 4.1].

We will now state the immediate consequence of Definition 2.1.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that B is a G-space and p : E → B is a fibration. Then p has a global
section if and only if secat#

G(p) = 1. In general, secat(p) ≤ secat#
G(p), and the equality holds if

G acts trivially on B. Furthermore,
4



(1) If H is a subgroup of G, then secat#
H(p) ≤ secat#

G(p).
(2) If E is also a G-space and p is a G-fibration, then secat#

G(p) ≤ secatG(p).
(3) If B′ is also a G-space and p′ : E ′ → B′ is a fibration, then

secat#
G(p1 × p2) ≤ secatG×G(p1 × p2),

where G acts on B × B′ diagonally, and G × G acts on B × B′ componentwise.

Proposition 2.4. Consider the following commutative diagram

E1 E2

B1 B2 ,

f̃

p1 p2

f

where p1 and p2 are fibrations, and f is a G-map between G-spaces B1 and B2.

(1) If B1 = B2 = B and f is the identity map, then secat#
G(p1) ≥ secat#

G(p2). In particular,
the sectional category with respect to a group is a fibre-homotopy equivalence invariant of a
fibration.

(2) If the diagram is a pullback, then secat#
G(p1) ≤ secat#

G(p2).
(3) If f has a left homotopy inverse g : B2 → B1 with a commutative diagram

E2 E1

B2 B1,

g̃

p2 p1

g

then secat#
G(p1) ≤ secat#

G(p2).

Proof. (1) If U is a G-invariant open subset of B with a section s1 : U → E1 of p1, then
f̃ ◦ s2 : U → E2 is section of p2.

(2) If U is a G-invariant open subset of B2 with a section s2 : U → E2 of p2, then
V = f−1(U) is G-invariant open subset of B1 with a map s2 ◦ f : V → E2 satisfying
p2 ◦ (s2 ◦ f) = f . Hence, by the universal property of pullback, there exists a section
s1 : V → E1 of p1.

(3) Suppose U is a G-invariant open subset of B2 with a section s2 : U → E2 of p2. Let
V = f−1(U) and s1 = g̃ ◦ s2 ◦ f ◦ iV , where iV : V →֒ B1 is the inclusion map. Then
V is G-invariant open subset of B1 and s1 satisfies p1 ◦ s1 = g ◦ f ◦ iV ≃ iV . As p1 is
a fibration, there exists a section s̃1 of p1 such that p1 ◦ s̃1 = iV .

�

Definition 2.5. (1) A topological space X is said to be completely normal if there exist dis-
joint open subsets containing A and B for every two subsets A and B of X satisfying
A ∩ B = A ∩ B = ∅.

(2) A G-space X is said to be G-completely normal if there exist disjoint G-invariant open
subsets containing A and B for every two G-invariant subsets A and B of X satisfying
A ∩ B = A ∩ B = ∅.

Lemma 2.6 ([3, Lemma 3.12]). Suppose G is a compact Hausdorff topological group acting
continuously on a Hausdorff topological spaceX . If X is completely normal, then X is G-completely
normal.
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Proposition 2.7. SupposeBi is a Gi-space and pi : Ei → Bi is a fibration for i = 1, 2. If B1×B2

is (G1 × G2)-completely normal, then

secat#
G1×G2

(p1 × p2) ≤ secat#
G1

(p1) + secat#
G2

(p2) − 1,

where G1 × G2 acts on B1 × B2 componentwise.

Proof. Suppose secat#
G1

(p1) = m and secat#
G2

(p2) = n. Suppose {Ui}m
i=1 is a G1-invariant

open cover of B1 with sections si : Ui → E1 of p1 and {Vj}n
j=1 is a G2-invariant open cover

of B2 with sections tj : Vj → E2 of p2. Let {Xi}
m+n−1
i=0 be the sequence given by X0 = ∅,

Xi = U1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ui for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and Xi = B1 for m ≤ i ≤ m + n − 1. Similarly, let
{Yj}

m+n−1
j=0 be the sequence given by Y0 = ∅, Yj = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n and Yj = B2

for n ≤ j ≤ m + n − 1.
For each l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , m + n − 1}, define Zi,l := (Xi \ Xi−1) × (Yl−i+1 \ Yl−i) for 1 ≤ i ≤

m + n − 1. Note that Zi,l are (G1 × G2)-invariant and Zi,l = ∅ for m + 1 ≤ i ≤ m + n − 1.
Define

Ql :=
l⋃

i=1

Zi,l (6)

for 1 ≤ l ≤ m + n − 1. We claim that the terms in the right hand side of equation (6) are
separated, i.e.,

Zi,l ∩ Zi′,l = ∅

for i 6= i′. Suppose z = (x, y) ∈ Zi,l ∩ Zi′,l. Note that

z ∈ Zi′,l = (Xi′ \ Xi′−1) × (Yl−i′+1 \ Yl−i′) ⊆ (Xi′ \ Xi′−1) × (Yl−i′+1 \ Yl−i′).

We claim that x 6∈ Xi′−1. If x ∈ Xi′−1, then x 6∈ Xc
i′−1. As Xc

i′−1 is closed, it follows there
exists an open subset G containing x such that G ∩ Xc

i′−1 = ∅. Hence x ∈ G ⊆ Xi′−1

implies G ∩ (Xi′ \ Xi′−1) = ∅. A contradiction to the fact that x ∈ (Xi′ \ Xi′−1). Similarly,
we have y 6∈ Yl−i′ . If i < i′, then i ≤ i′ − 1 implies Xi ⊆ Xi′−1. This is a contradiction since
x ∈ Xi \ Xi−1 ⊆ Xi but x 6∈ Xi′−1. If i′ < i, then l − i′ ≥ l − i + 1 implies Yl−i+1 ⊆ Yl−i′ .
This is a contradiction since y ∈ Yl−i+1 \ Yl−i ⊆ Yl−i+1 but y 6∈ Yl−i′ .
Then, by using the property of (G1 × G2)-complete normality for the space B1 × B2 re-

peatedly, there exist (G1×G2)-invariant open setsWi,l containingZi,l such thatWi,l ∩ Wi′,l = ∅
for i 6= i′. Let

Ci,l := Wi,l ∩ (Ui × Vl−i+1).

It is clear that Ci,l are (G1 × G2)-invariant and Zi,l ⊆ Ci,l ⊆ Ui × Vl−i+1 and Ci,l ∩ Ci′,l = ∅
for i 6= i′. Let

Cl :=
l∐

i=1

Ci,l.

for 1 ≤ l ≤ m+n−1. Note that Cl are (G1 ×G2)-invariant and Ql ⊆ Cl . The composition

Ci,l Ui × Vl−i+1 E1 × E2,
si×tl−i+1

gives a section of p1 × p2 on Ci,l for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ l ≤ m + n − 1. As Cl is a
disjoint union of open sets Ci,l, we get a section of p1 ×p2 on Cl for each 1 ≤ l ≤ m+ n−1.
Furthermore,

m+n−1⋃

l=1

Ql =
m+n−1⋃

l=1

l⋃

i=1

((Xi \ Xi−1) × (Yl−i+1 \ Yl−i))
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=
m+n−1⋃

i=1

m+n−1⋃

l=i

((Xi \ Xi−1) × (Yl−i+1 \ Yl−i))

=
m+n−1⋃

i=1

((Xi \ Xi−1) × Ym+n−i)

=

(
m⋃

i=1

((Xi \ Xi−1) × Ym+n−i)

)
∪




m+n−1⋃

i=m+1

((Xi \ Xi−1) × Ym+n−i)





=

(
m⋃

i=1

((Xi \ Xi−1) × B2)

)
∪




m+n−1⋃

i=m+1

(∅ × Ym+n−i)




=
m⋃

i=1

(Xi \ Xi−1) × B2

= B1 × B2

Hence, B1 × B2 =
⋃m+n−1

l=1 Ql ⊆
⋃m+n−1

l=1 Cl implies {Cl}
m+n−1
i=1 is an (G1 × G2)-invariant

open cover of B1 ×B2 with sections of p1 ×p2. Hence, secat#
G1×G2

(p1 ×p2) ≤ m+n−1. �

Corollary 2.8. Suppose B is a G-space and pi : Ei → B is a fibration for i = 1, 2. Let E1 ×B

E2 = {(e1, e2) ∈ E1 × E2 | p1(e1) = p2(e2)} and let p : E1 ×B E2 → B be the fibration given
by p(e1, e2) = p1(e1) = p2(e2). If B × B is (G × G)-completely normal, then

secat#
G(p) ≤ secat#

G(p1) + secat#
G(p2) − 1.

Proof. Observe that

E1 ×B E2 E1 × E2

B B × B

p p1×p2

∆

is a pullback diagram, where ∆ is the diagonal map. Hence,

secat#
G(p) ≤ secat#

G(p1 × p2) ≤ secat#
G×G(p1 × p2) ≤ secat#

G(p1) + secat#
G(p2) − 1

by Proposition 2.4 (2), Proposition 2.3 (3) and Proposition 2.7. �

If I is an ideal in a commutative ring R, then let nil(I) denote the maximum number of
factors in a nonzero product of elements from I .

Proposition 2.9. Suppose B is a G-space and p : E → B is a fibration. For any commutative
ring R, we have

nil(ker p∗) + 1 ≤ secat(p) ≤ secat#
G(p),

where p∗ : H∗(B; R) → H∗(E; R) is the induced map of cohomology rings.

Proof. It follows from [4, Theorem 9.14] that nil(ker p∗)+1 ≤ secat(p). The right inequality
is from Proposition 2.3. �

We would like to mention that we can also obtain an upper bound for the sectional
category with respect to G for the G-fibrations satisfying certain hypotheses by using [17,
Theorem 3.5] and Proposition 2.3.
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2.2. LS category with respect to G.

Definition 2.10. Suppose X is a G-space. The Lusternik-Schnirelmann category (LS category) of
X with respect to G, denoted cat#

G(X), is the smallest number n such that there exists a G-invariant
categorical open cover {Ui}n

i=1 of X . If no such n exists, we say cat#
G(X) = ∞.

We will now state the immediate consequence of Definition 2.10.

Proposition 2.11. Suppose X is G-space. Then X is contractible if and only if cat#
G(X) =

cat(X) = 1. In general, cat(X) ≤ cat#
G(X), and the equality holds if G acts trivially on X . If H

is a subgroup of G, then cat#
H(X) ≤ cat#

G(X). Furthermore, if Y is another G-space, then

cat#
G(X × Y ) ≤ cat#

G×G(X × Y )

where G acts on X × Y diagonally, and G × G acts on X × Y componentwise.

The following theorem proves the G-homotopy invariance of cat#
G(X).

Theorem 2.12. Suppose X and Y are G-spaces. If there exists a G-map g : Y → X with a left
homotopy inverse, then cat#

G(X) ≥ cat#
G(Y ). In particular, the LS category with respect to G of a

topological G-space is a G-homotopy invariant.

Proof. The proof is similar to [4, Lemma 1.29]. It just uses the fact that if Ui is G-invariant
subset of X and Vi = g−1(Ui), as in [4, Lemma 1.29], then Vi is also G-invariant since g is
a G-map. �

Example 2.13. If G is a finite group acting on Sn, where n ≥ 1. If p ∈ Sn and q ∈ Sn \ Gp,
where Gp := {gp | g ∈ G} is the orbit of p under G-action, then U1 = Sn \Gp and U2 = Sn \Gq

forms a G-invariant categorical open cover of Sn, i.e., cat#
G (Sn) ≤ 2. Hence, cat#

G (Sn) = 2 since
Sn is not contractible.

Example 2.14. If τ1 is the antipodal involution on Sn given by τ1(x) = −x, then the quotient
space Sn/ 〈τ1〉 is the real projective space RP n with cat(RP n) = n + 1, see [4, Example 1.8]. If
τ2 is the reflection involution on Sn given by τ2((x0, . . . , xn−1, xn)) = (x0, . . . , xn−1, −xn), then
the quotient space Sn/ 〈τ2〉 is the closed disc Dn with cat(Dn) = 1, as Dn is contractible. Hence,
cat#

G(X) and cat(X/G) are independent of each other.

Proposition 2.15. Let X be a G-space such that the G-action on X is transitive. If X is not
contractible, then cat#

G(X) = ∞.

Proof. As the G-action on X is transitive, the only non-empty G-invariant subset of X is
X . Hence, there does not exist a G-invariant categorical open cover of X since X is not
contractible. �

Example 2.16. If a topological group G acts on itself by left multiplication (or right multiplication
by inverse), then we have

cat#
G(G) =





1 if G is contractible,
∞ if G is not contractible,

since the action is transitive.

8



Example 2.17. Let S1 act on Sn ⊂ Rn+1 by matrix multiplication via the embedding

eiθ 7→




cos θ − sin θ 0 0 · · · 0
sin θ cos θ 0 0 · · · 0

0 0 1 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 1 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 0 · · · 1




∈ SO(n + 1).

If n = 1, then by Example 2.16, we have cat#
S1(S1) = ∞. If n ≥ 2, then the coordinate xn is fixed

by the action of S1 on x = (x0, . . . , xn) ∈ Sn. Then U = {(x0, . . . , xn) ∈ Sn | xn 6= 1} and
V = {(x0, . . . , xn) ∈ Sn | xn 6= −1} forms a S1-invariant categorical open cover of Sn. Hence,
cat#

S1(Sn) = 2 as Sn is not contractible.

Definition 2.18. Let X be a G-space. A sequence ∅ = O0, O1, . . . , Ok = X of G-invariant
open sets is called a categorical sequence with respect to G of length k if for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k there
exists a G-invariant categorical open set Ui such that Oi \ Oi−1 ⊆ Ui.

Proposition 2.19. A G-space X has a categorical sequence with respect to G of length k if and
only if cat#

G(X) ≤ k.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [4, Lemma 1.36] �

Lemma 2.20. If B is a G-space and p : E → B is a surjective fibration, then

secat#
G(p) ≤ cat#

G(B).

Proof. This is similar to the proof of the identity secat(p) ≤ cat(B) for any surjective fi-
bration p : E → B, we just need to consider G-invariant subsets. Suppose that U is a
G-invariant categorical open subset of B. Suppose H : U × I → B is a homotopy such that
H(b, 0) = b0 and H(b, 1) = b for some b0 ∈ B. Let e0 ∈ p−1(b0). As p is a fibration, there
exists a homotopy G : U × I → E such that G(b, 0) = e0 and p ◦ G = H . Hence, G1 is a
section of p over U . �

Proposition 2.21. Let B be a G-space and p : E → B be a surjective fibration with E contractible.
Then secat#

G(p) = cat#
G(B).

Proof. Let U be a G-invariant open subset of B with a continuous section s : U → E of p.
To show U is contractible, consider the homotopy H : U × I → B defined by H(b, t) =
p(F (s(b), t)), where F : E × I → E such that F (e, 0) = e and F (e, 1) = e0 for some e0 ∈ E.
Observe that H(b, 0) = p(s(b)) = b and H(b, 1) = p(e0). We conclude that U is categorical.
This shows cat#

G(B) ≤ secat#
G(p). The other inequality follows from Lemma 2.20. �

Suppose X is a G-space and x0 ∈ X . If Px0
X is the path space of (X, x0), i.e.,

Px0
X = {α : I → X | α(0) = x0},

then the map eX : Px0
X → X given by eX(α) = α(1) is a fibration. Furthermore, if x0 is

fixed under the G-action, then eX is a G-fibration.

Corollary 2.22. If X is a path-connected G-space and x0 ∈ X , then

secat#
G(eX) = cat#

G(X).

Proof. As X is path-connected, the fibration eX is surjective. Hence, the claim follows from
Proposition 2.21 since the path space Px0

X is contractible. �
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Proposition 2.23. Suppose X is a path-connected G1-space and Y is a path-connected G2-space.
If X × Y is (G1 × G2)-completely normal, then

cat#
G1×G2

(X × Y ) ≤ cat#
G1

(X) + cat#
G2

(Y ) − 1,

where G1 × G2 acts on X × Y componentwise.

Proof. Suppose x0 ∈ X and y0 ∈ Y . Then eX×Y = eX × eY under the natural identifications
of P(x0,y0)(X × Y ) and Px0

X × Py0
Y . Hence, by Corollary 2.22 and Proposition 2.7, the

claim follows. �

Corollary 2.24. If G is a compact Hausdorff topological group acting continuously on a path-
connected Hausdorff topological space X such that Xk is completely normal, then

cat#
Gk(Xk) ≤ k(cat#

G(X) − 1) + 1.

Proof. As a subspace of completely normal space is completely normal, it followsXk−1, . . . , X2

are completely normal. Hence, by Lemma 2.6, X i is Gi-completely normal for 2 ≤ i ≤ k.
Hence, by the repeated use of Proposition 2.23, the result follows. �

Proposition 2.25. Suppose X is a G-space. If R is a commutative ring, then

cupR(X) + 1 ≤ cat#
G(X)

where cupR(X) denotes nil(H̃∗(X; R)).

Proof. It follows from [4, Proposition 1.5] that cupR(X) + 1 ≤ cat(X). Then we get the
desired inequality from Proposition 2.11. �

2.3. Sequential topological complexity and strong sequential topological complex-
ity with respect to G. Let X be a G-space. Then the free path space XI is a G-space with
the following action,

G × XI → XI , (gα)(t) = g(α(t)).

Also, Xk is a G-space with respect to the diagonal action and the componentwise G-action
makes Xk a Gk-space. Consider the k-points 0 < 1

k−1
< · · · < i

k−1
< · · · < k−2

k−1
< 1 on the

interval I . Define
ek,X : XI → Xk

by ek,X(α) =
(
α(0), α( 1

k−1
), . . . , α( i

k−1
), . . . , α(k−2

k−1
), α(1)

)
. Then ek,X is a G-fibration, see

[2, Lemma 3.5]. Next, we introduce two different types of ‘higher equivariant topological
complexities’.

Definition 2.26. Suppose X is a G-space.

(1) The k-th topological complexity of X with respect to G, denoted TC#
k,G(X), is the smallest

number n such that there exists a G-invariant open cover {Ui}n
i=1 of Xk (where G acts

diagonally onXk) such that over eachUi there exists a continuous motion planning si : Ui →

XI , i.e., si is a section of ek,X . If no such n exists, we say TC#
k,G(X) = ∞. In other words,

TC#
k,G(X) = secat#

G(ek,X).
(2) The k-th strong topological complexity of X with respect to G, denoted TC#,∗

k,G(X), is the
smallest number n such that there exists a Gk-invariant open cover {Ui}n

i=1 ofXk (whereGk

acts componentwise on Xk) such that over each Ui there exists a continuous motion planning
si : Ui → XI , i.e., si is a section of ek,X . If no such n exists, we say TC#,∗

k,G(X) = ∞. In
other words, TC#,∗

k,G(X) = secat#
Gk(ek,X).
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Remark 2.27. If the sections si’s in Definition 2.26 (1) are G-maps, then the number n is called
the higher equivariant topological complexity, denoted TCk,G(X), see [2]. If the sections si’s in
Definition 2.26 (2) are G-maps with diagonal action of G on Ui’s, then the number n is called the
higher strong equivariant topological complexity, denoted TC∗

k,G(X), see [20]. We note that the
non-higher versions of these notions were introduced in [3] and [10].

We will now state the immediate consequences of Definition 2.26.

Proposition 2.28. Let X be a G-space.

(1) X is contractible if and only if TC#
k,G(X) = TC#,∗

k,G(X) = 1.
(2) In general,

TC#
k,G(X) ≤ TCk,G(X) ≤ TC∗

k,G(X), and

TCk(X) ≤ TC#
k,G(X) ≤ TC#,∗

k,G(X) ≤ TC∗
k,G(X).

(3) If G acts trivially on X , then TCk(X) = TCk,G(X) = TC#
k,G(X) = TC#,∗

k,G(X) =
TC∗

k,G(X).
(4) If X and Y are G-spaces, then

TC#
k,G(X × Y ) ≤ TC#

k,G×G(X × Y ), and TC#,∗
k,G(X × Y ) ≤ TC#,∗

k,G×G(X × Y )

where G acts on X × Y diagonally, and G × G acts on X × Y componentwise.
(5) If H is a subgroup of G, then TC#

k,H(X) ≤ TC#
k,G(X) and TC#,∗

k,H(X) ≤ TC#,∗
k,G(X).

Proof. Proofs of (2), (3), (4) and (5) follow from their respective definitions. (1) can be
proved by a similar argument as in [12, Theorem 1]. �

Theorem 2.29. Suppose X and Y are G-spaces. If there exists a G-map g : Y → X with left
homotopy inverse, then TC#

k,G(X) ≥ TC#
k,G(Y ) and TC#,∗

k,G(X) ≥ TC#,∗
k,G(Y ). In particular, the

k-th topological complexity with respect to G and the k-th strong topological complexity with respect
to G of a topological G-space are G-homotopy invariants.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof for TCk, i.e., if U is an open subset of Xk with
a section of ek,Y over U , then there is a section of ek,X over V = (gk)−1(U). It just uses
the fact that if U is a G-invariant (resp. Gk-invariant), then V is also G-invariant (resp.
Gk-invariant) since gk : Y k → Xk is a Gk-map. �

Proposition 2.30. Suppose X is a G1-space and Y is a G2 space. If Xk × Y k is a (G1 × G2)-
completely normal, then

TC#
k,G1×G2

(X × Y ) ≤ TC#
k,G1

(X) + TC#
k,G2

(Y ) − 1,

If Xk × Y k is a (Gk
1 × Gk

2)-completely normal, then

TC#,∗
k,G1×G2

(X × Y ) ≤ TC#,∗
k,G1

(X) + TC#,∗
k,G2

(Y ) − 1,

where G1 × G2 acts on X × Y componentwise.

Proof. Under the natural identifications of (X × Y )I = XI × Y I and (X × Y )k = Xk × Y k,
we have ek,X×Y = ek,X × ek,Y . Then, by Proposition 2.7, the result follows. �

Let X be a G-space. For a subgroup H , the fixed set XH is defined as follows:

XH := {x ∈ X | hx = x for all h ∈ H}.

Colman and Grant in [3] showed that TCG(X) dominates TCK(XH), where XH is K-
invariant. The corresponding higher analogue of this result was established by Bayeh and
the third author in [2]. We now observe that TCk,G(X) dominates TC#

k,K(XH).
11



Proposition 2.31. Suppose G is a compact Hausdorff topological group and X is a Hausdorff
G-space. If H and K be closed subgroups of G such that XH is K-invariant, then

TC#
k,K(XH) ≤ TCk,G(X) and TC#,∗

k,K(XH) ≤ TC∗
k,G(X).

Proof. It follows from [2, Proposition 3.14] that TCk,K(XH) ≤ TCk,G(X). Similarly for
strong equivariant topological complexity we have TC∗

k,K(XH) ≤ TC∗
k,G(X), see [20,

Proposition 5.6]. Then we get the desired inequalities from part-2 of Proposition 2.28. �

Under certain conditions, it was shown in [15, Proposition 5.7] that the equivariant cat-
egory of a G-space is bounded above by the equivariant topological complexity. We prove
similar results in the context of sequential topological complexity and sequential strong
topological complexity with respect to groups.

Proposition 2.32. Let X be a path-connected G-space and H be a stabilizer of some x0 ∈ X .
Then

cat#
H(Xk−1) ≤ TC#

k,H(X) ≤ TC#
k,G(X) ≤ cat#

G(Xk).

Proof. The middle inequality follows from Proposition 2.28 (5), and the right inequality
follows from Lemma 2.20.
Wewill now prove the left inequality. Define a map f : Xk−1 → Xk by f(x1, . . . , xk−1) =

(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1). Then note that f is an H-equivariant map. Now consider the following
pullback diagram

Q XI

Xk−1 Xk

q ek,X

f

,

where the space Q := {γ ∈ XI | γ(0) = x0} and q : Q → Xk−1 is the map given by
q(γ) =

(
γ
(

1
k−1

)
, . . . , γ

(
i

k−1

)
, . . . , γ

(
k−2
k−1

)
, γ(1)

)
. Then, by Proposition 2.4 (2), we have

secat#
H(q) ≤ secat#

H(ek,X) = TC#
k,H(X).

Let x̄0 = (x0, . . . , x0) ∈ Xk−1. Define a map φ : Q → Px̄0
Xk−1 by φ(γ) = (γ1, . . . , γk−1),

where γi : [0, 1] → X is the path γ restricted to the interval
[
0, i

k−1

]
. Note that γi(0) = x0

and γi(1) = γ
(

i
k−1

)
. Hence, the diagram

Q Px̄0
Xk−1

Xk−1

φ

q e
Xk−1

commutes. Thus, by Corollary 2.22 and Proposition 2.4 (1), it follows that cat#
H(Xk−1) =

secat#
H(eXk−1) ≤ secat#

H(q). Hence, we get the left inequality cat#
H(Xk−1) ≤ secat#

H(q) ≤

TC#
k,H(X). �

Corollary 2.33. Suppose X is a path-connected G-space with XG 6= ∅, then TC#
k,G(X) ≤

TC#
k+1,G(X) for all k ≥ 2.

Proof. If x0 ∈ XG, then the stabilizer subgroup of x0 is G. Hence,

TC#
k,G(X) ≤ cat#

G(Xk) ≤ TC#
k+1,G(X).

by Proposition 2.32. �
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The proof of the following proposition is similar to that of Proposition 2.32.

Proposition 2.34. Let X be a path-connected G-space. Then

cat#
Gk−1(Xk−1) ≤ TC#,∗

k,G(X) ≤ cat#
Gk(Xk).

Proof. The right inequality follows from Lemma 2.20. Wewill now prove the left inequality.
Let x0 ∈ X and f : Xk−1 → Xk be a map defined as f(x1, . . . , xk−1) = (x0, x1, . . . , xk−1).
Then note that f is an (Gk−1)-equivariant map where Gk−1 acts on Xk as a subgroup {e}×
Gk−1 of Gk (here e ∈ G is the identity element). Considering the same pullback diagram as
the previous proposition, by Proposition 2.4 (2) and Proposition 2.3, we have secat#

Gk−1(q) ≤

secat#
Gk−1(ek,X) ≤ secat#

Gk(ek,X) = TC#,∗
k,G(X). Using the same argument as in the previous

proposition, we have cat#
Gk−1(Xk−1) = secat#

Gk−1(eXk−1) ≤ secat#
Gk−1(q). Hence, we get the

left inequality cat#
Gk−1(Xk−1) ≤ secat#

Gk−1(q) ≤ TC#,∗
k,G(X). �

Corollary 2.35. Suppose X is a path-connected G-space, then TC#,∗
k,G(X) ≤ TC#,∗

k+1,G(X) for
all k ≥ 2.

Proof. By Proposition 2.34, it follows that TC#,∗
k,G(X) ≤ cat#

Gk(Xk) ≤ TC#,∗
k+1,G(X). �

Corollary 2.36. LetX be a path-connected G-space such that theG-action onX is transitive. IfX

is not contractible, then TC#,∗
k,G(X) = ∞. Furthermore, if X has a fixed point, then TC#

2,G(X) = ∞.

Proof. By Proposition 2.15 and Proposition 2.34, we have ∞ = cat#
Gk−1(X

k−1) ≤ TC#,∗
k,G(X),

as the action of Gk−1 on Xk−1 is transitive.
If x0 ∈ X is a fixed point of X under G-action, then the stabilizer subgroup of x0 is G.

Hence, by Proposition 2.15 and Proposition 2.32, we get ∞ = cat#
G(X) ≤ TC#

2,G(X). �

Example 2.37. If a topological group G acts on itself by left multiplication (or right multiplication
by inverse), then we have

TC#,∗
k,G(G) =





1 if G is contractible,
∞ if G is not contractible,

since the action is transitive.

It was shown in [3, Proposition 5.12] that the equivariant topological complexity of
a topological group coincides with its equivariant category when the action is given by
topological group homomorphisms. We will now prove a similar result in the context of
sequential topological complexity with respect to the group.

Theorem 2.38. Let A be a path-connected topological group with an action of G via topological
group homomorphisms. Then

TC#
k,G(A) = cat#

G(Ak−1).

Proof. Since G acts on A via topological group homomorphisms and on Ak−1 diagonally,
the identity element ē = (e, . . . , e) ∈ Ak−1 becomes a fixed point of G-action on Ak−1.
Thus, the inequality cat#

G(Ak−1) ≤ TC#
k,G(A) follows from Proposition 2.32.

We now prove the other inequality. Suppose f : Ak → Ak−1 be the map given by
f(a1, . . . , ak) = (a2a

−1
1 , a3a

−1
2 , . . . , aka−1

k−1). Note that f is a G-map since
f(g(a1, . . . , ak)) = f(ga1, . . . , gak)

=
(
(ga2)(ga1)

−1, (ga3)(ga2)
−1, . . . , (gak)(gak−1)

−1
)
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=
(
(ga2)(ga−1

1 ), (ga3)(ga−1
2 ), . . . , (gak)(ga−1

k−1)
)

=
(
g(a2a

−1
1 ), g(a3a

−1
2 ), . . . , g(aka−1

k−1)
)

= g(a2a
−1
1 , a3a−1

2 , . . . , aka−1
k−1)

= gf(a1, . . . , ak).

It should be noted that we have used that G acts via topological group homomorphisms on
A in showing f is a G-map. Now consider the pullback diagram

Q PēA
k−1

Ak Ak−1

f̃

q e
Ak−1

f

,

where Q = {(a1, . . . , ak, γ) ∈ Ak × PēA
k−1 | γ(1) = (a2a

−1
1 , a3a

−1
2 , . . . , aka−1

k−1)} and
q : Q → Ak is the projection map. Then, by Proposition 2.4 (2) and Corollary 2.22, it
follows secat#

G(q) ≤ secat#
G(eAk−1) = cat#

G(Ak−1).
Define a map φ : Q → AI by φ(a1, . . . , ak, γ) = γ1a1 ∗ γ2a2 ∗ · · · ∗ γk−1ak−1, where

γ = (γ1, . . . , γk−1), the path γiai is defined as (γiai)(t) := γi(t)ai and where ∗ denotes the
concatenation of paths. Note that (γiai)(0) = γi(0)ai = eai = ai and (γiai)(1) = γi(1)ai =
(ai+1a

−1
i )ai = ai+1. Hence, the diagram

Q AI

Ak

φ

q ek,A

commutes. Thus, by Proposition 2.3 (1), it follows TC#
k,G(A) = secat#

G(ek,A) ≤ secat#
G(q).

Hence, we get the right inequality TC#
k,G(A) ≤ secat#

G(q) ≤ cat#
G(Ak−1). �

Example 2.39. Suppose G is a finite group acting on Sn, where n ≥ 1. Using Proposition 2.28,
Proposition 2.34, Corollary 2.24, and Example 2.13, we get

TC#
k,G(Sn) ≤ TC#,∗

k,G(Sn) ≤ cat#
Gk((Sn)k) ≤ k(cat#

G(Sn) − 1) + 1 = k + 1.

Moreover, by Proposition 2.28, we also have the inequalityTCk(Sn) ≤ TC#
k,G(Sn). AsTCk(Sn) =

k for n odd and TCk(Sn) = k + 1 for n even, see [21, Section 4], we get

TC#
k,G(Sn) = TC#,∗

k,G(Sn) = k + 1

for n even, and
k ≤ TC#

k,G(Sn) ≤ TC#,∗
k,G(Sn) ≤ k + 1

for n odd.
If τ is the antipodal involution on Sn given by τ(z) = −z, then TC#

2,〈τ〉(S
n) = 2 for n odd.

This follows because the open sets U1 = {(x, y) ∈ Sn × Sn | x 6= −y} and U2 = {(x, y) ∈
Sn × Sn | x 6= y} are 〈τ〉-invariant and admits continuous motion planners, see [11, Theorem
8].
If σ is the conjugation involution on S1 ⊂ C given by σ(z) = z̄, then 〈σ〉 acts on S1 via group

homomorphisms. Hence, by Theorem 2.38, Proposition 2.11, Corollary 2.24, and Example 2.13,
we have

TC#
k,〈σ〉(S

1) = cat#
〈σ〉((S

1)k−1) ≤ cat#

〈σ〉k−1((S
1)k−1) ≤ (k − 1)(cat#

〈σ〉(S
1) − 1) + 1 = k.

14



As k = TCk(S1) ≤ TC#
k,〈σ〉(S

1), we get TC#
k,〈σ〉(S

1) = k.
Similarly, if η is the involution on S3 ⊂ R

4 given by η(x0, x1, x2, x3) = (x0, −x1, x2, −x3),
then 〈η〉 acts on S3 via group homomorphisms. Hence, similar computations like above show that
TC#

k,〈η〉(S
3) = k.

Remark 2.40. The previous example shows that the inequalities TC#
k,G(X) ≤ TCk,G(X) and

TC#,∗
k,G(X) ≤ TC∗

k,G(X) can be strict. Since TC#
k,〈σ〉(S

1) = k and TC#,∗
k,〈σ〉(S

1) ≤ k + 1 but
TCk,〈σ〉(S

1) and TC∗
k,〈σ〉(S

1) are infinite as S1 is not 〈σ〉-connected, see [2, Proposition 3.14 (2)]
and [20, Proposition 5.6 (c)].

Example 2.41. Let S1 ⊆ SO(n + 1) act on Sn ⊂ R
n+1 by matrix multiplication as in Exam-

ple 2.17. If n = 1, then by Example 2.37, we have TC#,∗
k,S1(S1) = ∞. Note that TC#

2,S1(S1) = 2

since 2 = TC2(S
1) ≤ TC#

2,S1(S1) ≤ TC2,S1(S1) = 2, see [11, Theorem 8] and [3, Example
5.10].
If n ≥ 2, then by Example 2.17, we have cat#

S1(Sn) = 2. Following similar computations as
Example 2.39, we get

TC#
k,S1(S

n) = TC#,∗
k,S1(S

n) = k + 1

for n even, and
k ≤ TC#

k,S1(S
n) ≤ TC#,∗

k,S1(S
n) ≤ k + 1

for n odd and n 6= 1.

We will now show that the cohomological lower bound on the topological complexity
can be adopted for TC#

G(X).

Proposition 2.42. Suppose X is a path-connected G-space such that Hi(X) is finitely generated
for all i. Let K be a field and let ∪n denote the k-fold cup product homomorphism

∪k : H∗(X;K) ⊗K · · · ⊗K H∗(X;K) → H∗(X;K).

If zclk(X) denotes nil(ker(∪k)), then TC#
k,G(X) ≥ zclk(X) + 1.

Proof. It follows from [21, Proposition 3.4] that zclk(X) + 1 ≤ TCk(X). Then we get the
desired inequality by Proposition 2.28 (2). �

The dimension-connectivity upper bound for the equivariant sectional category was es-
tablished by Grant in [17, Theorem 3.5]. We obtain the corresponding bound for the se-
quential equivariant topological complexity, which consequently provides us the dimension-
connectivity upper bound for the sequential topological complexity with respect to the
group.

Proposition 2.43. Let X be a G-CW-complex of dimension at least 1 such that XH is m-
connected for all subgroups H ≤ G. Then

TC#
k,G(X) ≤ TCk,G(X) <

k dim(X) + 1

m + 1
+ 1.

Proof. Since ek,X is a G-fibration, it is also a Serre G-fibration. For a closed subgroup H
of G we have (XI)H = (XH)I and (Xk)H = (XH)k. Thus, the fibration eH

k,X : (XI)H →

(Xk)H coincides with the fibration ek,XH : (XH)I → (XH)k. Note that the fibre of ek,XH is
(ΩXH)k−1 which is (m − 1)-connected. Therefore, from [17, Theorem 3.5] we obtain the
following

TCk,G(X) <
k dim(X) + 1

m + 1
+ 1.

15



The left inequality follows from part 2 of Proposition 2.28. �

3. SEQUENTIAL TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY OF FIBRE BUNDLES

LetF →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle. In [6, Theorem 2.2], the second and third author gave

an additive upper bound on the topological complexity of E. In this section, we generalize
that result in Theorem 3.2 to the sequential setting and obtain other additive upper bounds
in terms of invariants introduced in the previous section.

Definition 3.1. Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle andU be a subset ofBk . Suppose s : U → BI

is a sequential motion planner over U such that s(U) ⊆ RI where f : p−1(R) → R × F is a local
trivialization of F →֒ E

p
−→ B. Then fk : (pk)−1(Rk) → Rk × F k gives a local trivialization of

F k →֒ Ek pk

−→ Bk over Rk . As s(U) ⊆ RI , it follows that U ⊆ Rk . Hence, we obtain a local
trivialization

h := fk
∣∣∣
(pk)−1(U)

: (pk)−1(U) → U × F k

of the fibre bundle F k →֒ Ek pk

−→ Bk over U . We will call this local trivialization h the induced

trivialization of the fibre bundle F k →֒ Ek pk

−→ Bk with respect to the sequential motion planner s
and the trivialization f .

Theorem 3.2. Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle where Ek is a completely normal space. Let

{U1, . . . , Um} and {V1, . . . , Vn} be open covers of Bk and F k with sequential motion planners
si : Ui → BI and tj : Vj → F I respectively. If

(i) there exists a cover {R1, . . . , Rm} of B with local trivializations fi : p−1(Ri) → Ri × F

of F →֒ E
p
−→ B such that si(Ui) ⊆ RI

i , and
(ii) the induced local trivializations hi : (pk)−1(Ui) → Ui × F k with respect to si and Ri

extends to local trivializations over Ui such that (Ui ∩Ui′) ×Vj is invariant under hi′ ◦ h−1
i

for all 1 ≤ i, i′ ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n,
then TCk(E) ≤ m + n − 1.

Proof. Let {Xi}
m+n−1
i=0 be the sequence given by X0 = ∅, Xi = U1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ui for 1 ≤ i ≤ m

and Xi = Bk for m ≤ i ≤ m + n − 1. Similarly, let {Yj}
m+n−1
j=0 be the sequence given by

Y0 = ∅, Yj = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n and Yj = F k for n ≤ j ≤ m + n − 1.
For each l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , m + n − 1}, define Zi,l := (Xi \ Xi−1) × (Yl−i+1 \ Yl−i) for

1 ≤ i ≤ m + n − 1. Note that Zi,l = ∅ for m + 1 ≤ i ≤ m + n − 1. Define

Ql :=
l⋃

i=1

h−1
i (Zi,l) (7)

for 1 ≤ l ≤ m + n − 1. Note that hi’s are defined from 1 ≤ i ≤ m, hence the term h−1
i (Zi,l)

in equation (7) are assumed to be the empty set for each m + 1 ≤ i ≤ m + n − 1 as Zi,l = ∅.
We claim that the terms in the right hand side of equation (7) are separated, i.e.,

h−1
i (Zi,l) ∩ h−1

i′ (Zi′,l) = ∅

for i 6= i′. Suppose z ∈ h−1
i (Zi,l) ∩ h−1

i′ (Zi′,l). Note that Zi′,l ⊆ Ui′ × Vl−i′+1 ⊆ Ui′ × F k

implies Zi′,l ⊆ Ui′ × F k ⊆ Ui′ × F k = Ui′ × F k implies h−1
i′ (Zi′,l) ⊆ h−1

i′ (Zi′,l). Hence,

hi′(z) ∈ hi′(h−1
i′ (Zi′,l)) ⊆ hi′(h−1

i′ (Zi′,l)) = Zi′,l

= (Xi′ \ Xi′−1) × (Yl−i′+1 \ Yl−i′)
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⊆ (Xi′ \ Xi′−1) × (Yl−i′+1 \ Yl−i′).

Suppose hi′(z) = (xi′ , yi′) where xi′ = pk(z) = x (say). We claim that x 6∈ Xi′−1. If
x ∈ Xi′−1, then x 6∈ Xc

i′−1. As Xc
i′−1 is closed, it follows there exists an open subset G

containing x such that G ∩ Xc
i′−1 = ∅. Hence x ∈ G ⊆ Xi′−1 implies G ∩ (Xi′ \ Xi′−1) = ∅.

A contradiction to the fact that x ∈ (Xi′ \ Xi′−1). Similarly, we have yi′ 6∈ Yl−i′ .
Suppose hi(z) = (xi, yi) where xi = pk(z) = x. Then

(x, yi) = (xi, yi) = hi(z) ∈ hi(h
−1
i (Zi,l)) = Zi,l ⊆ Ui × Vl−i+1

and (x, yi′) = (xi′ , yi′) = hi′(z) ∈ (Xi′ \ Xi′−1) × (Yl−i′+1 \ Yl−i′) ⊆ Ui′ × (Yl−i′+1 \ Yl−i′)
implies (x, yi) ∈ (Ui ∩ Ui′) × Vl−i+1. Hence (x, yi′) = hi′(h−1

i (x, yi)) ∈ (Ui ∩ Ui′) × Vl−i+1 as
(Ui ∩ Ui′) × Vl−i+1 is preserved under hi′ ◦ h−1

i . In particular, we have yi′ ∈ Vl−i+1.
If i < i′, then i ≤ i′ − 1 implies Xi ⊆ Xi′−1. This is a contradiction since x ∈ Xi \ Xi−1 ⊆

Xi but x 6∈ Xi′−1. If i′ < i, then l−i′ ≥ l−i+1 implies Yl−i+1 ⊆ Yl−i′ . This is a contradiction
since yi′ ∈ Vl−i+1 ⊆ Yl−i+1 but yi′ 6∈ Yl−i′ .
Then, by using the property of complete normality for the space Ek repeatedly, there

exist open sets Wi,l containing h−1
i (Zi,l) such that Wi,l ∩ Wi′,l = ∅ for i 6= i′. Let

Ci,l := Wi,l ∩ h−1
i (Ui × Vl−i+1).

It is clear that Ci,l satisfies h−1
i (Zi,l) ⊆ Ci,l ⊆ h−1

i (Ui × Vl−i+1) and Ci,l ∩ Ci′,l = ∅ for i 6= i′.
Let

Cl :=
l∐

i=1

Ci,l.

for 1 ≤ l ≤ m + n − 1. Note that Ql ⊆ Cl. Since hi are induced by fi, the composition of

Ci,l h−1
i (Ui × Vl−i+1) Ui × Vl−i+1 RI

i × F I ,
hi si×tl−i+1

and

RI
i × F I (Ri × F )I (p−1(Ri))

I EI
∼= (f−1

i
)I

∼=

gives a sequential motion planner on Ci,l for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ l ≤ m + n − 1. As
Cl is a disjoint union of open sets Ci,l, we get a sequential motion planner on Cl for each
1 ≤ l ≤ m + n − 1. Furthermore,

m+n−1⋃

l=1

Ql =
m+n−1⋃

l=1

l⋃

i=1

h−1
i ((Xi \ Xi−1) × (Yl−i+1 \ Yl−i))

=
m+n−1⋃

i=1

m+n−1⋃

l=i

h−1
i ((Xi \ Xi−1) × (Yl−i+1 \ Yl−i))

=
m+n−1⋃

i=1

h−1
i ((Xi \ Xi−1) × Ym+n−i)

=

(
m⋃

i=1

h−1
i ((Xi \ Xi−1) × Ym+n−i)

)
∪




m+n−1⋃

i=m+1

h−1
i ((Xi \ Xi−1) × Ym+n−i)




=

(
m⋃

i=1

h−1
i ((Xi \ Xi−1) × F )

)
∪




m+n−1⋃

i=m+1

h−1
i (∅ × Ym+n−i)




=
m⋃

i=1

h−1
i ((Xi \ Xi−1) × F )
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=
m⋃

i=1

(pk)−1(Xi \ Xi−1)

= (pk)−1(Xm)

= (pk)−1(Bk)

= Ek.

Hence, Ek =
⋃m+n−1

l=1 Ql ⊆
⋃m+n−1

l=1 Cl implies {Cl}
m+n−1
i=1 is an open cover of Ek with

sequential motion planners. Hence, TCk(E) ≤ m + n − 1. �

Remark 3.3.
(i) In Theorem 3.2, the local trivializations hi’s have to be the one defined in Definition 3.1,

otherwise the sequential motion planners for E defined via compositions in Theorem 3.2 can
fail to be sections of ek,E which was an oversight in [6, Theorem 2.2].

(ii) In Theorem 3.2, it is enough to assume that (Ui × U ′
i) × Vj is invariant under hi′ ◦ h−1

i for
all 1 ≤ i, i′ ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

(iii) Suppose F →֒ E
p
−→ B is the trivial fibre bundle. Suppose TC(B) = m and TC(F ) = n

with sequential motion planning covers {U1, . . . , Um} and {V1. . . . , Vn}. If f : E → B×F
is a global trivialization for p, then we can take fi’s to be f for all i. Then the condition
(i) of Theorem 3.2 is satisfied since Ri = Bk and the condition (ii) is satisfied since hi′ ◦ hi

is the identity map. Hence, TC(E) ≤ TC(B) + TC(F ) − 1 and we recover the product
inequality in [1, Proposition 3.11].

Remark 3.4.
(i) If the Ri’s in Theorem 3.2 are closed, then we have Ui ⊆ Rk

i . Hence, hi’s can be extended
to local trivializations over Ui as we can take the extension to be fk

i

∣∣∣
(pk)−1(Ui)

.

(ii) Suppose G is the structure group of the fibre bundle F →֒ E → B. Suppose the local
trivializations fi : p−1(Ri) → Ri × F in Theorem 3.2 forms a G-atlas of F →֒ E → B,
i.e, the transition maps fi ◦ f−1

i′ : (Ri ∩ Ri′) × F → (Ri ∩ Ri′) × F are given by

(fi ◦ f−1
i′ )(x, y) = (x, tii′(x)y)

where tii′ : Ri∩Ri′ → G are continuous maps. Then the transition maps fk
i ◦(fk

i′ )−1 : (Rk
i ∩

Rk
i′) × F k → (Rk

i ∩ Rk
i′) × F k are given by

(fk
i ◦ (fk

i′ )−1)(x1, . . . , xk, y1, . . . , yk) = (x1, . . . , xk, tii′(x1)y1, . . . , tii′(xk)yk).

In particular, if V is a Gk-invariant subset of F k, then fk
i ◦ (fk

i′ )−1 preserves W × V where
W is any subset of Rk

i ∩ Rk
i′ .

Corollary 3.5. Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle with structure group G where Ek is a

completely normal space. Let {U1, . . . , Um} be a sequential motion planning open cover of Bk . If
there exists a closed cover {R1, . . . , Rm} of B with local trivializations fi : p−1(Ri) → Ri × F of
F →֒ E

p
−→ B such that fi’s forms a G-atlas of F →֒ E

p
−→ B and si(Ui) ⊆ RI

i , then

TCk(E) ≤ m + TC#,∗
k,G(F ) − 1.

In particular, TCk(E) ≤ m + cat#
Gk(F k) − 1 and TCk(E) ≤ m + TC∗

k,G(F ) − 1.

Proof. Suppose TC#,∗
k,Gk(F ) = n and {Vj}n

j=1 be a Gk-invariant open cover of F k with se-
quential motion planners. By Remark 3.4, we have hi ◦ h−1

i′ preserves (Ui ∩ Ui′) × Vj

as Ui ⊆ Rk
i and hi ◦ h−1

i′ is restriction of fk
i ◦ (fk

i′ )−1. Thus, by Theorem 3.2, it follows
TCk(E) ≤ m + n − 1. �
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4. LS CATEGORY OF FIBRE BUNDLES

Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle. In [19, Theorem 2.6], Naskar and the third author

gave an additive upper bound on the LS category of E. Due to an oversight similar to [6,
Theorem 2.2], we state the modified version of [19, Theorem 2.6] in Theorem 4.3 without
proof, since the proof will follow the same lines of argument as [19, Theorem 2.6] and
Theorem 3.2. Then we provide an additive upper bound on cat(E) in terms of cat#

G(F ) if
the fibre bundle p has the structure group G.

Lemma 4.1 ([19, Lemma 2.5]). Suppose B is a hereditary paracompact space. Let F →֒ E → B
be a fibre bundle and U ⊆ B be a categorical subset of B. Then there exists a local trivialization
φ : p−1(U) → U × F such that if V ⊆ F is categorical, then φ−1(U × V ) is categorical in E .

For the sake of understanding we will mention how the trivialization φ is constructed.
If H : U × I → B is a homotopy between the inclusion map of U into B and the constant
map, then the image H(U × I) is contractible and U = H(U, 0) is categorical in H(U × I).
The trivialization φ is obtained by the restriction of the bundle E over the contractible set
H(U × I). We will call the trivialization φ to be an induced trivialization of fibre bundle p with
respect to the categorical subset U .

Remark 4.2. If U in Lemma 4.1 is contractible, then any trivialization of p over U is an induced
trivialization of p with respect to U .

Theorem 4.3 ([19, Theorem 2.6]). Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle where E is a com-

pletely normal path-connected space and B is a hereditary paracompact space. Let {U1, . . . , Um}
and {V1, . . . , Vn} be categorical open covers of B and F respectively. If there exists induced local
trivializations φi : p−1(Ui) → Ui ×F of p with respect to Ui’s which extends to local trivializations
over Ui such that (Ui ∩ Ui′) × Vj is invariant under φi′ ◦ φ−1

i for all 1 ≤ i, i′ ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n,
then cat(E) ≤ m + n − 1.

Corollary 4.4. Let F →֒ E
p
−→ B be a fibre bundle with structure group Gwhere E is a completely

normal path-connected space and B is a hereditary paracompact space. Let {U1, . . . , Um} be a
categorical open cover of B. If there exists induced local trivializations φi : p−1(Ui) → Ui × F of p

with respect to Ui’s extends to local trivializations φ̃i over Ui such that the φ̃i’s forms a G-atlas of
p, then cat(E) ≤ m + cat#

G(F ) − 1.

Proof. Suppose cat#
G(F ) = n and {Vj}n

j=1 be a G-invariant categorical open cover of F . As
the transition maps φ̃i′ ◦ φ̃−1

i : (Ui ∩ Ui′) × F → (Ui ∩ Ui′) × F are given by

φ̃i′ ◦ φ̃−1
i (x, y) = (x, τi′i(x)y)

for some continuous maps τii′ : Ui ∩ Ui′ → G for all 1 ≤ i, i′ ≤ m. Hence, (Ui ∩ Ui′) × Vj

is invariant under φ̃i′ ◦ φ̃−1
i for all 1 ≤ i, i′ ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, since Vj ’s are G-invariant.

Thus, by Theorem 4.3, it follows cat(E) ≤ m + n − 1. �

5. APPLICATION TO GENERALIZED PROJECTIVE PRODUCT SPACES

Let M and N be topological spaces with involutions τ : M → M and σ : N → N such
that σ is fixed-point free. Sarkar and Zvengrwoski in [22] introduced the following identi-
fication spaces

X(M, N) :=
M × N

(x, y) ∼ (τ(x), σ(y))
. (8)

19



These identification spaces are called generalized projective product spaces. Note that this class
of spaces contains projective product spaces, introduced by Donald Davis in [7] and Dold
manifolds by Dold in [9].
Suppose π2 : M × N → N be the projection map onto N , and q2 : N → N/ 〈σ〉 and

q : M × N → X(M, N) be the natural quotient maps. As q2(π2(τ(x), σ(y))) = q2(σ(y)) =
q2(y) = q2(π2(x, y)), there exists a continuous map p : X(M, N) → N/ 〈σ〉, given by
p ([x, y]) = q2(y), such that the diagram

M × N N

X(M, N) N/〈σ〉

π2

q q2

p

commutes.

Proposition 5.1. If N is Hausdorff, then q2 is a covering map. Moreover,

M −֒→ X(M, N)
p

−→ N/ 〈σ〉 , (9)

is a fibre bundle with structure group 〈τ〉, and a 〈τ〉-atlas for p is given over all evenly covered open
subsets of N/ 〈σ〉 with respect to q2.

Proof. Suppose z0 ∈ N/ 〈σ〉. Since the action of 〈σ〉 on N is free and N is Hausdorff, by
[18, Exercise 23, Page 81 and Proposition 1.40], q2 is a 2-sheeted covering map. Hence,
there exists an open set U of N/ 〈σ〉 such that q−1

2 (U) = V ∐ σ(V ) and q2|V : V → U is a
homemorphism, where V is an open subset of N . As

q−1(p−1(U)) = π−1
2 (q−1

2 (U)) = π−1
2 (V ∐ σ(V )) = (M × V ) ∐ (M × σ(V ))

and q is surjective, it follows

p
−1(U) = q(q−1(p−1(U))) =

(M × V ) ∐ (M × σ(V ))

(x, y) ∼ (τ(x), σ(y))

Define φ : (M × V ) ∐ (M × σ(V )) → M × U by

φ(x, y) =





(x, q2(y)) if (x, y) ∈ M × V,

(τ(x), q2(y)) if (x, y) ∈ M × σ(V ).

Themap φ is well-defined since V ∩σ(V ) = ∅. Moreover, φ satisfies φ(x, y) = φ(τ(x), σ(y)),
and hence induces

ΦU :
(M × V ) ∐ (M × σ(V ))

(x, y) ∼ (τ(x), σ(y))
→ M × U.

Define

ΨU : M × U →
(M × V ) ∐ (M × σ(V ))

(x, y) ∼ (τ(x), σ(y))

as the composition of maps

M × U M × V (M × V ) ∐ (M × σ(V )) (M×V )∐(M×σ(V ))
(x,y)∼(τ(x),σ(y))

.
idM ×( q2|V )−1

p

Then ΦU and ΨU are inverses of each other and define a trivialization of p.
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Suppose U ′ is another evenly covered neighborhood with q−1
2 (U ′) = V ′ ∐ σ(V ′) such

that U ∩ U ′ 6= ∅. If q−1
2 (U ∩ U ′) = (V ∩ V ′) ∐ (σ(V ) ∩ σ(V ′)), then the transition function

ΦU ◦ ΨU ′ : M × (U ∩ U ′) → M × (U ∩ U ′) is given by

ΦU (ΨU ′(x, z)) = ΦU

([
x, (q2|V ′)

−1(z)
])

=
(
x, q2((q2|V ′)

−1(z))
)

= (x, z).

If q−1
2 (U ∩U ′) = (V ∩σ(V ′))∐(σ(V )∩V ′), then ΦU ◦ ΨU ′ : M × (U ∩ U ′) → M × (U ∩ U ′)

is given by

ΦU (ΨU ′(x, z)) = ΦU

([
τ(x), (q2|V ′)

−1(z)
])

=
(
τ(x), q2((q2|V ′)

−1(z))
)

= (τ(x), z).

Thus, the family {ΦU} defines a 〈τ〉-atlas for p. �

Remark 5.2. Any set (need not be open) which is evenly covered by the covering map q2 can also
be taken as a part of 〈τ〉-atlas for the fibre bundle p.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose M is a path-connected Hausdorff topological space such that Mk is
completely normal. If τ : M → M is an involution on M and σ : S1 → S1 is the antipodal
involution on S1 given by σ(z) = −z, then

cat(X(M, S1)) ≤ cat#
〈τ〉(M) + 1, and

TCk(X(M, S1)) ≤ k + TC#,∗
k,〈τ〉(M) ≤ k cat#

〈τ〉(M) + 1.

Proof. We will use the same notation as Proposition 5.1. Note that q2 : S1 → S1/ 〈σ〉 = RP 1

is the natural quotient map. If ζ : RP 1 → S1 is the homeomorphism given by ζ(q2(z)) = z2,
then we can replace p : X(M, S1) → RP 1 with ζ ◦ p : X(M, S1) → S1 to get a fibre bundle

M X(M, S1) S1.
ζ◦p

Let C1 =
{

e
√

−1 θ ∈ S1

∣∣∣∣ θ ∈
[

π
6
, 11π

6

]}
and C2 =

{
e

√
−1 θ ∈ S1

∣∣∣∣ θ ∈
[
0, 5π

6

]
∪
[

7π
6

, 2π
]}
.

Clearly {C1, C2} forms a closed cover of S1 and {Co
1 , Co

2} forms an open cover of S1, where
Co

r is the interior of Cr. As Cr’s are evenly covered by the covering map ζ ◦ q2, by Propo-
sition 5.1, it follows that ΦCr

: (ζ ◦ p)−1(Cr) → M × Cr forms a 〈τ〉-atlas for ζ ◦ p. If φr is
the restriction of the trivialization ΦCr

on Co
r , then φr is an induced trivialization of p with

respect to Co
r , see Remark 4.2. Thus, the hypothesis of Corollary 4.4 are satisfied and we

get
cat(X(M, S1)) ≤ 2 + cat#

〈τ〉(M) − 1 = cat#
〈τ〉(M) + 1.

Nowwe prove the inequality concerning the sequential topological complexity ofX(M, S1).
For i = 1, . . . , k, let Ri be closed subsets of S1 whose complement is given by

Rc
i :=

{
e

√
−1 θ ∈ S1

∣∣∣∣
2(i − 1)π

2(k + 1)
< θ <

(2i − 1)π

2(k + 1)

}
.

Clearly {R1, . . . , Rk+1} forms a closed cover ofS1. IfUi is the interior ofRi, then {Uk
1 , . . . , Uk

k+1}
forms an open cover of (S1)k. As Ui is contractible, there exists a global section si : Uk

i →
U I

i of ek,Ui
: U I

i → Uk
i . In particular, si is a section of ek,S1 over Uk

i , via the inclusion
U I

i →֒ (S1)I . Thus, {Uk
1 , . . . , Uk

k+1} forms a sequential motion planning open cover of
(S1)k. Moreover, the section si satisfies si(Ui) ⊆ RI

i , via the inclusion U I
i →֒ RI

i . As Ri’s
are evenly covered under the covering map ζ ◦ q2 : S1 → S1, by Proposition 5.1, it follows
that ΦRi

: (ζ ◦ p)−1(Ri) → M × Ri forms a 〈τ〉-atlas for ζ ◦ p. Thus, the conditions of
Corollary 3.5 are satisfied and we have

TCk(X(M, S1)) ≤ (k + 1) + TC#,∗
k,〈τ〉(M) − 1 = k + TC#,∗

k,〈τ〉(M).
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Thus, it follows that

TCk(X(M, S1)) ≤ k + cat#

〈τ〉k(Mk) ≤ k + k(cat#
〈τ〉(M) − 1) + 1 = k cat#

〈τ〉(M) + 1

by Proposition 2.34 and Corollary 2.24. �

Lemma 5.4. Let Gj be a finite group acting on Snj , where nj ≥ 1 for j ∈ {1, . . . , r}. If
G := G1 × · · · × Gr is the product group acting on Sn1 × · · · × Snr componentwise, then

cat#
G




r∏

j=1

Snj


 = r + 1.

Proof. By Example 2.13, we have cat#
Gj

(Snj ) = 2. Therefore, from Corollary 2.24, we get
the following inequality

cat#
G




r∏

j=1

Snj



 ≤




r∑

j=1

cat#
Gj

(Snj )



− (r − 1) = r + 1.

As cat
(∏r

j=1 Snj

)
= r + 1, it follows cat#

G

(∏r
j=1 Snj

)
= r + 1. �

Consider an involution τj on Snj ⊂ Rnj+1 defined as follows:

τj((y1, . . . , ypj
, ypj+1, . . . , ynj+1)) := (y1, . . . , ypj

, −ypj+1, . . . , −ynj+1), (10)

for some 0 ≤ pj ≤ nj and 1 ≤ j ≤ r. Note that if pj = 0, then τj acts antipodally on Snj ;
and if pj = nj, then τj is a reflection across the hyperplane ynj+1 = 0 in Rnj+1. Then we
have Z2-action on the product Sn1 × · · · × Snr via the product involution

τ := τ1 × · · · × τr . (11)

Let N be a topological space with a free involution σ. Consider the identification space:

X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), N) :=
Sn1 × · · · × Snr × N

(x1, . . . , xr, y) ∼ (τ1(x1), . . . , τr(xr), σ(y))
, (12)

where τj is a reflection defined as in (10) for 1 ≤ j ≤ r. So, X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), N) is a
generalized projective product space.

Theorem 5.5. Let 1 ≤ n1 ≤ · · · ≤ nr and pj ≥ 1 for j = 1, . . . , r. Then

cupZ2
(N/ 〈σ〉) + r + 1 ≤ cat(X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), N)), and (13)

zclk(N/ 〈σ〉) + (k − 1)r + 1 ≤ TCk(X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), N)). (14)
In particular, if N = S1 and σ : S1 → S1 is the antipodal involution, then

cat(X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), S1)) = r + 2, and (15)

(k − 1)(r + 1) + 1 ≤ TCk(X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), S1)) ≤ k(r + 1) + 1. (16)

Proof. The inequality (13) follows from [6, Proposition 4.3]. Hence, the equality (15) follows
fromProposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 since cat(X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), S1)) ≤ cat#

〈τ〉(
∏r

j=1 Snj )+

1 = (r + 1) + 1 = r + 2.
We now show the inequalities concerning the sequential topological complexity starting

with the inequality (14). Note [6, Theorem 4.1] states that

H∗(X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), N);Z2) ∼= H∗(N/ 〈σ〉 ;Z2) ⊗Z2
Λ(β1, . . . , βr)

where Λ(β1, . . . , βr) is the exterior algebra on r generators over Z2. Thus, we have

zclk(X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), N)) = zclk(N/ 〈σ〉) + nil(ker(φk)),
22



where
φk : Λ(β1, . . . , βr) ⊗Z2

· · · ⊗Z2
Λ(β1, . . . , βr) → Λ(β1, . . . , βr)

is the k-fold product homomorphism of Λ(β1, . . . , βr).
Let yi

j = 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ βj ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ∈ Λ(β1, . . . , βr)
⊗k, where βj occurs at ith position.

Then yi
j + yi′

j ∈ ker(φk) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r and 1 ≤ i, i′ ≤ k, since φk(yi
j + yi′

j ) = βj + βj = 0.
Consider the product

P :=
r∏

j=1

k∏

i=2

(yi−1
j + yi

j) ∈ ker(φk).

This product is nonzero as this contains a nonzero term
∏r

j=1

∏k
i=2 yi

j which can’t be killed
by any other term in the product P . Hence, nil(ker(φk)) ≥ (k − 1)r.
Therefore, from [21, Proposition 3.4], we get the inequality (14). Now the left inequality

of (16) follows from the observation zclk(RP 1) = k−1. The right inequality of (16) follows
from Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.4. �

Remark 5.6. Note that if nj = 1 = pj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r and N = S1 with the antipodal
involution, then X((n1, p1), . . . , (nr, pr), N) is the (r + 1)-dimensional Klein bottle. Then (15)
recovers Davis’s result [8, Corollary 2.3].
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