arXiv:2404.01510v1 [math.AT] 1 Apr 2024

HOMOTOPY COMMUTATIVITY IN QUASITORIC MANIFOLDS

SHO HASUI, DAISUKE KISHIMOTO, YICHEN TONG, AND MITSUNOBU TSUTAYA

Abstract. We prove that the loop space of a quasitoric manifold is homotopy commutative if and only if the underlying polytope is (Δ^3)^n and the characteristic matrix is equivalent to a matrix of certain type. We also construct for each n ≥ 2 and a positive integer k, a quasitoric manifold M(k, n) over (Δ^3)^n such that its loop space is homotopy commutative if and only if k is even, where every quasitoric manifold over Δ^3 is equivalent to C P^3 whose loop space is homotopy commutative.

1. Introduction

Quasitoric manifolds were introduced by Davis and Januszkiewicz [7] as a topological counterpart of smooth projective toric varieties. By definition, a quasitoric manifold is a closed manifold of dimension 2n equipped with a locally standard action of T^n such that the orbit space M/T^n is isomorphic to an n-dimensional simple polytope as a manifold with corners. Recall that every toric variety is constructed from a fan, a combinatorial object. There is a similar combinatorial construction of quasitoric manifolds. Namely, we can construct a quasitoric manifold M(A) over a simple polytope P from P and a characteristic matrix A over P , which is an integer matrix satisfying a certain nonsingular condition with respect to intersections of faces of P , and every quasitoric manifold M over P is equivalent to M(A) for some characteristic matrix A over P , where equivalences among quasitoric manifolds will be defined in Section 2. Here, we remark that our equivalences of quasitoric manifolds are weaker than those in [7] as they respect a fixed isomorphism M/T^n ∼= P while ours do not. Then every quasitoric manifold is constructed from combinatorial data of a simple polytope and a characteristic matrix, up to equivalence.

It is well known that properties of a toric variety are described in terms of the corresponding fan, which exhibits a fascinating connection between algebraic geometry and combinatorics. Then it may be possible to describe topological properties of a quasitoric manifold in terms of the underlying simple polytope and the characteristic matrix, which may also exhibit a fascinating connection between topology and combinatorics. There are examples of such descriptions for quasitoric manifolds, cohomology and Chern classes as in [7].

The loop space is one of the most important spaces assigned to a given space, and as well as groups, we usually start with considering whether or not it is commutative, up to homotopy. Then in this paper, we consider homotopy commutativity of the loop space of a quasitoric manifold, and completely determine whether or not the loop space of a quasitoric manifold is homotopy commutative in terms of the underlying simple polytope and the characteristic matrix. There are related works such as [1, 2, 8, 9, 11, 14, 15, 18, 23]. We state the main theorem of this paper.

Date: April 3, 2024.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 57S12, 55P35, 55Q15.

Key words and phrases. quasitoric manifolds, loop space, homotopy commutativity, Whitehead products, Samelson products. 1

Theorem 1.1. The loop space of a quasitoric manifold over a simple polytope P is homotopy commutative if and only if P = (Δ^3)^n and the characteristic matrix is equivalent to

(1.1)

E_3 a_{11} a_{12} a_{13} a_{1n} a_{21} E_3 a_{22} a_{23} a_{2n} a_{31} a_{32} E_3 a_{33} a_{3n} . . . . . . .. . . . a_{n1} a_{n2} a_{n3} E_3 a_{nn}

for a_{ij} ∈ Z^3 such that

(1.2) a_{ii} =^t(1, 1, 1) and (1, 1, 1)a_{ij} ≡ 0 mod 2 (i ≠ j),

where E_k is the identity matrix of dimension k and the facets of (Δ^3)^n are ordered as in Section 4.

Remarks on Theorem 1.1 are in order. First, equivalences of characteristic matrices will be defined in Section 2. Second, the loop spaces of quasitoric manifolds over a common simple polytope have the same homotopy type. Then Theorem 1.1 may indicate that there are quasitoric manifolds whose loop spaces are homotopy equivalent but not H-equivalent, which is verified by Theorem 1.2 below. Third, we can further consider higher homotopy commutativity of the loop space of a quasitoric manifold if it is homotopy commutative. Actually, by looking at the cohomology of a quasitoric manifold, we can find a nontrivial quadruple higher Whitehead product if its loop space is homotopy commutative. Then if the loop space of a quasitoric manifold is homotopy commutative, it is not a C_4-space in the sense of Williams [22], so it is not very highly homotopy commutative. Fourth, every characteristic matrix over (Δ^3)^n is equivalent to the matrix (1.1) satisfying the first condition of (1.2) (Proposition 4.1). Then the second condition of (1.2) guarantees that the loop space of a quasitoric manifold over (Δ^3)^n is homotopy commutative. On the other hand, every quasitoric manifold over Δ^3 is equivalent to the quasitoric manifold M(B) over Δ^3, where

(1.3) B =

1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 .

By definition, we have M(B) = C P^3 , so Theorem 1.1 recovers Ganea’s result [13] that the loop space of C P^n is homotopy commutative if and only if n = 3, where C P^n is a quasitoric manifold over Δ^n. Then Theorem 1.1 can be thought of as an extension of Ganea’s result. See [19, 20] for other extensions of Ganea’s result.

As mentioned above, every characteristic matrix over Δ^3 is equivalent to (1.3), so every quasitoric manifold over Δ^3 is equivalent to C P^3 (cf. [7, Example 1.18]). However, in general, it is quite hard to describe all characteristic matrices over a given simple polytope, and this is the case for (Δ^3)^n with n ≥ 2 as in [6]. Then one cannot immediately see how many nonequivalent quasitoric manifolds over (Δ^3)^n for n ≥ 2 there are, whose loop spaces are (not) homotopy commutative. For each n ≥ 2, we will construct infinitely many nonequivalent quasitoric manifolds over (Δ^3)^n such that half of whose loop spaces are homotopy commutative and the rest are not. Let B be as in (1.3), and let N = 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .

For k > 0 and n ≥ 2, we define a 3n × 4n matrix

B(k, n) = B kN B kN .. . .. . B kN B .

The matrix B(k, n) is a characteristic matrix over (Δ^3)^n, so we get a quasitoric manifold M(k, n) = M(B(k, n)) over (Δ^3)^n. Note that M(k, n) is defined only for n ≥ 2 and a positive integer k.

Theorem 1.2. The loop space of M(k, n) is homotopy commutative if and only if k is even. Moreover, M(k, n) and M(l, n) are not homotopy equivalent for k ≠ l.

Remarks on Theorem 1.2 are in order. First, the quasitoric manifold M(k, n) is a so-called generalized Bott manifold, that is, M(k, n) is obtained by iterated “nice” C P^3 -bundles starting from a point. Second, we will actually prove a stronger result: the cohomology of M(k, n) and M(l, n) are not isomorphic for k ≠ l. Third, if M_i is a quasitoric manifold over P_i for i = 1, . . . , n, then M_1 × · · · × M_n is a quasitoric manifold over P_1 × · · · × P_n. Hence one can construct a quasitoric manifold over (Δ^3)^n from quasitoric manifolds over (Δ^3)^m for m < n. However, M(k, n) is not equivalent to a product of nontrivial quasitoric manifolds (Theorem 4.4), so it is an “atomic” quasitoric manifold over (Δ^3)^n.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the basics of quasitoric manifolds, and show a loop space decomposition of quasitoric manifolds. Then by using this decomposition, we deduce that the loop space of a quasitoric manifold is homotopy commutative only if the underlying simple polytope is a product of Δ^3. In Section 3, we extend the method of Barrat, James and Stein [3] for computing Whitehead products. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.1 by applying the results in Sections 2 and 3. We also prove Theorem 1.2 by a direct cohomology computation.

Acknowledgement. DK and MT were partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers 22K03284 and 22K03317, respectively. YT was partially supported by JST SPRING Grant Number JPMJSP2110.

2. Loop space decomposition

In this section, we recall the basic properties of quasitoric manifolds, and show a loop space decomposition of a quasitoric manifold. Then by applying this decomposition, we prove that the loop space of a quasitoric manifold is not homotopy commutative unless its underlying simple polytope is (Δ^3)^n.

First, we define characteristic matrices over a simple polytope and equivalences among them. Let P be an n-dimensional convex polytope. A codimension one face of P will be called a facet. We say that P is simple if exactly n facets of P meet at each vertex. For example, simplices are simple polytopes, and a product of simple polytopes is a simple polytope. Suppose that P is simple and has m facets F_1, . . . , F_m. A characteristic matrix over P is an integer matrix (a_1 . . . a_m) for a_1, . . . , a_m ∈ Z^n such that det(a_{i1} . . . a_{in} ) = ±1 whenever F_{i1} ∩ · · · ∩ F_{in} ≠ ∅ for i_1 < · · · < i_n. Since an automorphism of P permutes facets, it acts on characteristic matrices over P by column permutation. We define that characteristic matrices A and B over P are equivalent if A = α · (QBD) for Q ∈ GL_n(Z), a diagonal matrix D with diagonal entries ±1 and an automorphism α of P .

Next, we recall the construction of a quasitoric manifold using a moment-angle complex. Let K be a simplicial complex with vertex set [m] = {1, 2, . . . , m}, where an ordering of vertices is given. The moment-angle complex for K is defined by

Z_K = ⋃ σ∈K Z(σ), where Z(σ) = X_1 × · · · × X_m such that X_i = D^2 for i ∈ σ and X_i = S^1 for i ∉ σ. Note that the m-dimensional torus T^m acts naturally on Z_K . We will use the following obvious property of a moment-angle complex. For ∅ ≠ I ⊂ [m], let K_I = {σ ∈ K | σ ⊂ I}. Lemma 2.1. For ∅ ≠ I ⊂ [m], Z_{KI} is a retract of Z_K .

Let P be an n-dimensional simple polytope with m facets. Let K(P ) denote the boundary of the dual simplicial polytope of P . Then K(P ) is an (n−1)-dimensional simplicial sphere with m vertices. Let A be a characteristic matrix over P . Then the kernel of the linear map A: Z^m → Z^n defines a split subtorus T (A) of dimension m − n which acts freely on Z_{K(P )}. Let M(A) = Z_{K(P )}/T (A). By [7], we have:

Proposition 2.2. The orbit space M(A) is a quasitoric manifold over P such that every quasitoric manifold over P is equivalent to M(A) for some characteristic matrix A over P .

Let M and N be quasitoric manifolds of dimension 2n. A map f : M → N is weakly equivariant if there is an automorphism θ : T^n → T^n such that f(tx) = θ(t)f(x) for t ∈ T^n and x ∈ M. We say that M and N are equivalent if there is a weakly equivariant homeomorphism between them. Note that if M and N are equivalent, their underlying simple polytopes are isomorphic. Then equivalent quasitoric manifolds are essentially the same. As remarked in Section 1, our equivalences of quasitoric manifolds are weaker than those in [7] as Davis and Januszkiewicz demand equivalences to preserve an extra structure, a fixed isomorphism between M/T^n and a simple polytope. By [7], we also have:

Proposition 2.3. The quasitoric manifolds M(A_1) and M(A_2) over P are equivalent if and only if the characteristic matrices A_1 and A_2 are equivalent.

Now we prove a loop decomposition of a quasitoric manifold.

Proposition 2.4. Let M be a quasitoric manifold over an n-dimensional simple polytope P with m facets. Then there is a homotopy equivalence ΩM ≃ T^{m−n} × ΩZ_{K(P )}. Proof. By Proposition 2.2, there is a homotopy fibration Z_{K(P )} → M → BT^{m−n}, so we get an H-fibration ΩZ_{K(P )} → ΩM → T^{m−n}. By [5, Theorem 3.4.7], Z_{K(P )} is 2-connected, so ΩZ_{K(P )} is simply-connected. Then the map ΩM → T^{m−n} has a section, implying the above H-fibration splits. Thus the statement is proved. □

We record an obvious fact about homotopy commutativity.

Lemma 2.5. Let X, Y be H-groups, and let f : X → Y be an H-map. If X is not homotopy commutative and f has a left homotopy inverse, then Y is not homotopy commutative.

Proof. Let g : Y → X be a left homotopy inverse of g. If Y is homotopy commutative, then the Samelson product ⟨f, f⟩ is trivial, implying a contradiction

0 ≠ ⟨1_X , 1_X ⟩ = g ∘ f ∘ ⟨1_X , 1_X ⟩ = g ∘ ⟨f, f⟩ = 0.

Thus the statement is proved. □

Now we consider conditions on the underlying polytope of a quasitoric manifold M that guarantee ΩM is not homotopy commutative. Let K be a simplicial complex. We say that a nonempty subset I of the vertex set of K is a minimal nonface of K if I is not a simplex of K and all proper subsets of I are simplices of K. Equivalently, K_I = ∂Δ^{|I|−1}.

Lemma 2.6. Let P be a simple polytope. If K(P ) has a minimal nonface of cardinality 2, 3 or ≥ 5, then the loop space of a quasitoric manifold over P is not homotopy commutative.

Proof. By Proposition 2.4 and Lemma 2.5, it suffices to show ΩZ_{K(P )} is not homotopy commutative. Let I be a minimal nonface of K(P ) of cardinality k. Then Z_{K(P )I} = Z_{∂Δ}k−1 = S^{2k−1}, so by Lemma 2.1, S^{2k−1} is a retract of Z_{K(P )}. For k = 3 and k ≥ 5, ΩS^{2k−1} is not homotopy commutative, so by Proposition 2.4 and Lemma 2.5, ΩZ_{K(P )} is not homotopy commutative either.

Now we suppose k = 2. Let M be a quasitoric manifold over P . Since S^3 is a retract of Z_{K(P )}, H^3(Z_{K(P )}; Q) = ⟨u_1, . . . , u_l⟩ for l ≥ 1. By Proposition 2.2, there is a homotopy fibration Z_{K(P )} → M → BT^{m−n}, where m is the number of facets of P and n = dim P . By [5, Theorem 3.4.7], Z_{K(P )} is 2-connected, so in the Serre spectral sequence of the above homotopy fibration, each u_i is transgressive. Moreover, by [7, Proposition 3.10], H^∗(M; Q) is generated by elements of degree two, so the transgression images of u_1, . . . , u_l are linearly independent. Then we get H^∗(M; Q) = Q[t_1 , . . . , t_{m−n}]/(q_1, . . . , q_l), |t_i| = 2 for ∗ ≤ 5, where q_i is the transgression image of u_i. This readily implies that the minimal Sullivan model for M is given by (Q[t_1 , . . . , t_{m−n}] ⊗ Λ(x_1, . . . , x_l), d), dt_i = 0, dx_i = q_i in dimension ≤ 4. Since |q_i| = 4, q_i is a quadratic polynomial in t_1, . . . , t_{m−n}. Thus by [10, Proposition 13.16], M has nontrivial Whitehead product, implying ΩM is not homotopy commutative. Therefore the proof is finished. □

Lemma 2.7. Let P be a simple polytope. If K(P ) has intersecting distinct minimal nonfaces, then the loop space of a quasitoric manifold over P is not homotopy commutative.

Proof. Let I_1, I_2 be minimal nonfaces of K(P ) with I_1 ≠ I_2 and I_1 ∩ I_2 ≠ ∅. Let |I_1 ∩ I_2| = j > 0 and |I_k| = i_k + j for k = 1, 2. Then for k = 1, 2 Z_{K(P )Ik} = S^{2(ik +j)−1} Let ι_k : Z_{K(P )Ik} → Z_{K(P )I1 ∪I2} denote the inclusion, and let v_k be a generator of H^{2(ik +j)−1}(Z_{K(P )Ik} ) ∼= Z. Then by Lemma 2.1, there is u_k ∈ H^{2(ik +j)−1}(Z_{K(P )I1∪I2} ) satisfying ι^∗_k (u_k) = v_k for k = 1, 2. Now we assume that the Whitehead product [ι_1, ι_2] is trivial. Then there is a homotopy commutative diagram

Z_{K(P )I1} ∨ Z_{K(P )I2}^{ι1+ι2} // fflffl Z_{K(P )I1∪I2}

Z_{K(P )I1} × Z_{K(P )I2}^μ // Z_{K(P )I1∪I2} .

Hence we have μ^∗(u_1) = v_1 × 1 and μ^∗(u_2) = 1 × v_2, so μ^∗(u_1u_2) = μ^∗(u_1)μ^∗(u_2) = v_1 × v_2 ≠ 0.

Thus we get u_1u_2 ≠ 0. On the other hand, since K(P )_{I1 ∪I2} has at least two minimal nonfaces, it is not a full simplex, implying dim Z_{K(P )I1∪I2} ≤ 2(i_1 + i_2 + j) − 1. Then |u_1u_2| = 2(i_1 + i_2 + j) − 2 + 2j > 2(i_1 + i_2 + j) − 1 ≥ dim Z_{K(P )I1∪I2} as j > 0, so we get u_1u_2 = 0, a contradiction. Thus the Whitehead product [ι_1, ι_2] is nontrivial, so ΩZ_{K(P )I1∪I2} is not homotopy commutative. Therefore by Lemma 2.5, ΩZ_{K(P )} is not homotopy commutative too, completing the proof. □

Now we are ready to prove:

Proposition 2.8. Let M be a quasitoric manifold over a simple polytope P . If the loop space of M is homotopy commutative, then P = (Δ^3)^n.

Proof. Suppose ΩM is homotopy commutative. Then by Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, minimal nonfaces of K(P ) are of cardinality 4 and pairwise disjoint. Then we have K(P ) = ∂Δ^3 ⋆ · · · ⋆ ∂Δ^3 n ⋆Δ^l for some l ≥ −1, where Δ^{−1} = {∅}. Since K(P ) is a simplicial sphere, we have l = −1, so K(P ) = ∂Δ^3 ⋆ · · · ⋆ ∂Δ^3 n . Thus we obtain P = (Δ^3)^n, as stated. □

We further consider a condition equivalent to the loop space of a quasitoric manifold over (Δ^3)^n being homotopy commutative. As in the proof of Proposition 2.8, if P = (Δ^3)^n, then K(P ) is the join of n copies of ∂Δ^3, implying Z_{K(P )} = (S^7)^n.

Let M be a quasitoric manifold over (Δ^3)^n. Then by Proposition 2.4, we have a homotopy equivalence ΩM ≃ (S^1)^n × (ΩS^7)^n which is not necessarily an H-equivalence. For i = 1, . . . , n, let a_i : S^1 → ΩM and b_i : S^6 → ΩM be the composite maps

S^{1 gi}−→ (S^1)^n → ΩM and S^{6 E}−→ ΩS^{7 gi}−→ (ΩS^7)^n → ΩM, where g_i and E denote the i-th inclusion and the suspension map, respectively. Lemma 2.9. Let M be a quasitoric manifold over (Δ^3)^n. The loop space of M is homotopy commutative if and only if the Samelson products ⟨a_i, b_j ⟩ for i, j = 1, . . . , n are trivial.

Proof. For i = 1, . . . , n, let b̄_i : ΩS^7 → ΩM denote the composite of the i-th inclusion ΩS^7 → (ΩS^7)^n and the natural map (ΩS^7)^n → ΩM. By [17, Proposition 1], ΩM is homotopy commutative if and only if the Samelson products ⟨a_i, a_j ⟩, ⟨a_i, b̄_j ⟩, ⟨b̄_i, b̄_j ⟩ for i, j = 1, . . . , n are trivial. Clearly, ⟨a_i, a_j ⟩ are trivial. By [13, Lemma 2.1], ⟨a_i, b̄_j ⟩ = 0 if and only if ⟨a_i, b_j ⟩ = 0, and ⟨b̄_i, b̄_j ⟩ = 0 if and only if ⟨b_i, b_j ⟩ = 0. Note that each b_i : S^6 → ΩM lifts to a map b̃_i : S^6 → (ΩS^7)^n. Then the Samelson products ⟨b_i, b_j ⟩ in ΩM lift to the Samelson prodsucts ⟨b̃_i, b̃_j ⟩ in (ΩS^7)^n. Hence since (ΩS^7)^n is homotopy commutative, ⟨b̃_i, b̃_j ⟩ are trivial, implying so are ⟨b_i, b_j ⟩. Thus the proof is finished. □

3. Computation of Whitehead products In this section, we extend the method of Barrat, James, and Stein [3] computing Whitehead products. The coefficients of cohomology will be the integers Z.

Let X be a simply-connected finite complex satisfying a homotopy fibration (3.1) (S^{2d−1})^{n ϕ}−→ X^π−→ (C P^∞ )^n for d ≥ 3 such that H^∗(X) = Z[t_1, . . . , t_n]/(q_1, . . . , q_n), |t_i| = 2, |q_i| = 2d, where t_i corresponds to the fundamental class of the i-th C P^∞ in (C P^∞ )^n for i = 1, . . . , n. Lemma 3.1. The sequence q_1, . . . , q_n in Z[t_1, . . . , t_n] is regular. Proof. For any field F, F[t_1 , . . . , t_n] is Cohen-Macaulay, and the Krull dimension of H^∗(X) ⊗ F is zero as X is a finite complex. Then the sequence q_1, . . . , q_n is regular in F[t_1 , . . . , t_n] for any field F, so the sequence q_1, . . . , q_n is regular in Z[t_1, . . . , t_n] too, as stated. □ We consider the cofiber Y of the map ϕ: (S^{2d−1})^n → X. For i = 1, . . . , n, let β_i : S^{2d−1} → X be the composite S^{2d−1 i-th incl} −−−−−→ (S^{2d−1})^{n ϕ}−→ X. Then by degree reasons, we have (3.2) Y_{4d−2} = X_{4d−2} ∪_{β1} e^{2d} ∪_{β2} · · · ∪_{βn} e^{2d}, where Y_k denotes the k-skeleton of Y . Lemma 3.2. For ∗ ≤ 2d + 3, we have H^∗(Y ) = Z[t_1, . . . , t_n]/(t_iq_j | i, j = 1, . . . , n). Proof. Let u_i ∈ H^{2d−1}((S^{2d−1})^n) denote the generator corresponding to the i-th S^{2d−1} in (S^{2d−1})^n. By Lemma 3.1, the elements q_1, . . . , q_n of Z[t_1, . . . , t_n] are linearly independent, so we may assume τ(u_i) = q_i for i = 1, . . . , n, where τ denotes the transgression in the Serre spectral sequence for the homotopy fibration (3.1), implying δ(u_i) = π^∗(q_i) for the connecting map δ : H^{∗−1}((S^{2d−1})^n) → H^∗(X, (S^{2d−1})^n) of the long exact sequence for the pair (X, (S^{2d−1})^n) and the map (3.3) π^∗ : H^∗((C P^∞ )^n) → H^∗(X, (S^{2d−1})^n).

By degree reasons, the kernel of the composite

H^{2d}((C P^∞ )^n)^{π∗}−→ H^{2d}(X, (S^{2d−1})^n) → H^{2d}(X) is generated by q_1, . . . , q_n. Then the map (3.3) for ∗ = 2d is an isomorphism. Thus since ~H^∗(Y ) ∼= H^∗(X, (S^{2d−1})^n), it follows from (3.2) that the map (3.3) is an isomorphism for 1 ≤ ∗ ≤ 2d. On the other hand, the (2d + 2)-dimensional part of the ideal (q_1, . . . , q_n) in Z[t_1, . . . , t_n] is generated by t_iq_j for i, j = 1, . . . , n. Then by (3.2), the proof is finished. □

Let π̄ : Y → (C P^∞ )^n denote an extension of the map π : X → (C P^∞ )^n. Then by [12, Theorem 1.1], the homotopy fiber of π̄ : Y → (C P^∞ )^n has the homotopy type of the join (S^1)^n ⋆ (S^{2d−1})^n. We consider the cofiber Y of the fiber inclusion of π̄. Let g_i : A → A^n denote the i-th inclusion for i = 1, . . . , n, and let γ_{ij} denote the composite S^{2d+1} = S^1 ⋆ S^{2d−1 gi⋆gj}−−−→ (S^1)^n ⋆ (S^{2d−1})^{n incl}−−→ Y. Then the map_n ⋁ i,j=1 g_i ⋆ g_j : n⋁ i,j=1 S^{2d+1} → (S^1)^n ⋆ (S^{2d−1})^n

is an inclusion of the (2d + 1)-skeleton and has a left homotopy inverse, implying

(3.4) Y_{2d+2} = Y_{2d+2} ∪_{γ11} e^{2d+2} ∪_{γ12} · · · ∪_{γnn} e^{2d+2}.

Lemma 3.3. For ∗ ≤ 2d + 2, we have H^∗(Y ) = Z[t_1, . . . , t_n].

Proof. Since (S^1)^n ⋆ (S^{2d−1})^n is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of spheres, all (2d+3)-cells of Y are attached to Y_{2d+2}. Then by Lemma 3.2 and (3.4), the (2d+3)- cells of Y do not kill any cohomology class of Y_{2d+2}, implying H^∗(Y ) = H^∗(Y_{2d+2}) for ∗ ≤ 2d + 2. Now by Lemma 3.1, t_iq_j for i, j = 1, . . . , n are linearly independent in Z[t_1, . . . , t_n]. Then by arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, the statement is proved. □

Lemma 3.4. The homotopy group π_{2d+1}(Y ) is a free abelian group generated by γ_{ij} for i, j = 1, . . . , n. Proof. The statement follows from the homotopy exact sequence of the homotopy fibration (S^1)^n ⋆ (S^{2d−1})^n → Y → (C P^∞ )^n, where the (2d + 1)-skeleton of (S^1)^n ⋆ (S^{2d−1})^n is described as above. □

For i = 1, . . . , n, let α_i : S^2 → X be a map whose Hurewicz image is the dual of t_i, and let β̄_i : (D^{2d}, S^{2d−1}) → (Y, X) denote the obvious extension of β_i : S^{2d−1} → X. Then we have δ(β̄_i) = β_i for the connecting homomorphism δ : π_∗(Y, X) → π_{∗−1}(X). We consider the relative Whitehead product [α_i, β̄_j ] ∈ π_{2d+1}(Y, X). See [4] for the definition. By [4, (3.5)], we have δ([α_i, β̄_j ]) = −[α_i, β_j ].

Let η̄ : (D^{2d+1}, S^{2d}) → (D^{2d}, S^{2d−1}) be the obvious extension of the Hopf map η : S^{2d} → S^{2d−1}. By [16, Theorem (1.4)] (cf. [21, (5.8)]), we can compute π_{2d+1}(Y, X) as follows.

Lemma 3.5. We have π_{2d+1}(Y, X) = Z{[α_i, β̄_j ] | i, j = 1, . . . , n} ⊕ Z_2{β̄_i ∘ η̄ | i = 1, . . . , n}, where R{x_1, . . . , x_n} denotes the free R-module generated by x_1, . . . , x_n.

Let β = β_1∨· · ·∨β_n : (S^{2d−1})^{∨n} → X and β̄ = β̄_1∨· · ·∨β̄_n : ((D^{2d})^{∨n}, (S^{2d−1})^{∨n}) → (Y, X). Let ι: (A, ∗) → (A, B) and ρ: A → A/B denote the inclusion and the pinch map, respectively. Consider there is a commutative diagram

(3.5) π_{2d+1}((D^{2d})^{∨n}, (S^{2d−1})^{∨n})^δ_{∼=} // β̄_∗ fflffl π_{2d}((S^{2d−1})^{∨n}) β_∗ fflffl π_{2d+1}(Y )^{ι∗} // ρ_∗ fflffl π_{2d+1}(Y, X)^δ // ρ_∗ fflffl π_{2d}(X)

π_{2d+1}(Y/X) π_{2d+1}(Y/X) in which the middle row is exact. By the homotopy exact sequence for the homotopy fibration (3.1), we can see the map β_∗ is an isomorphism. Then there is ϵ_{ij} ∈ π_{2d+1}((D^{2d})^{∨n}, (S^{2d−1})^{∨n}) such that (3.6) β_∗ ∘ δ(ϵ_{ij} ) = −[α_i, β_j ], implying δ([α_i, β̄_j ] − β̄_∗(ϵ_{ij} )) = −[α_i, β_j ] − β_∗ ∘ δ(ϵ_{ij} ) = 0.

Hence by Lemma 3.4, we have (3.7) [α_i, β̄_j ] − β̄_∗(ϵ_{ij} ) = ι_∗(ζ_{ij} ) such that ζ_{ij} is a linear combination of γ_{kl} ∈ π_{2d+1}(Y ) for k, l = 1, . . . , n. Lemma 3.6. The Whitehead product [α_i, β_j ] vanishes if and only if ρ_∗(ζ_{ij} ) = 0. Proof. Since β_∗ in (3.5) is an isomorphism, it follows from (3.6) that [α_i, β_j ] = 0 if and only if ϵ_{ij} = 0. By (3.2), we have (Y/X)_{4d−2} = S^{2d} ∨ · · · ∨ S^{2d} n , so ρ_∗ ∘ β̄_∗ in (3.5) is an isomorphism. Then ϵ_{ij} = 0 if and only if ρ_∗ ∘ β̄_∗(ϵ_{ij} ) = 0. On the other hand, we have ρ_∗([α_i, β̄_j ]) = 0 as ρ_∗(α_i) = 0, so by (3.7), we get ρ_∗ ∘ β̄_∗(ϵ_{ij} ) + ρ_∗(ζ_{ij} ) = ρ_∗([α_i, β̄_j ]) = 0.

Thus ρ_∗ ∘ β̄_∗(ϵ_{ij} ) = 0 if and only if ρ_∗(ζ_{ij} ) = 0, completing the proof. □ Now we are ready to prove:

Proposition 3.7. The Whitehead products [α_i, β_j ] are trivial for i, j = 1, . . . , n if and only if Sq^2 q_k = 0 in Z_2[t_1, . . . , t_n] for all k.

Proof. By the homotopy fibration (3.1), we can see that π_{2d+1}(X) is a finite group, so the map ι_∗ in (3.5) is injective by Lemma 3.4. In particular, Im ι_∗ is a free abelian group. On the other hand, by Lemma 3.5 and (3.7), the subgroup A of π_{2d+1}(Y, X) generated by ι_∗(ζ_{ij} ) for i, j = 1, . . . , n is a maximal free abelian subgroup of π_{2d+1}(Y, X). Then since A ⊂ Im ι_∗, we obtain A = Im ι_∗, implying that ρ_∗(ζ_{ij} ) = 0 for i, j = 1, . . . , n if and only if ρ_∗(γ_{ij} ) = 0 for i, j = 1, . . . , n.

By Lemma 3.2, the (2d)-cells in (3.2) correspond to q_1, . . . , q_n, and by (3.2) and (3.4), we have

(Y /X)_{2d+2} = (S^{2d} ∨ · · · ∨ S^{2d} n ) ∪_{ρ∗(γ11 )} e^{2d+2} ∪_{ρ∗ (γ12)} · · · ∪_{ρ∗ (γnn)} e^{2d+2}

such that the (2d + 2)-cells may be considered to be corresponding to t_iq_j for i, j = 1, . . . , n. Then as the generator of π_{2d+1}(S^{2d}) ∼= Z_2 is detected by Sq^2, we get that ρ_∗(γ_{ij} ) = 0 if and only if Sq^2 q_k does not include the terms t_iq_j in H^∗(Y /X; Z_2) for k = 1, . . . , n. Note that in H^∗(Y ; Z_2), Sq^2 q_k must belong to the ideal (q_1, . . . , q_n) and every degree 2d + 2 element of (q_1, . . . , q_n) is a linear combination of t_iq_j for i, j = 1, . . . , n. Then since the natural map H^∗(Y /X; Z_2) → H^∗(Y ; Z_2) is injective for 2d ≤ ∗ ≤ 2d + 2, the above condition on Sq^2 q_k in H^∗(Y /X; Z_2) is equivalent to that Sq^2 q_k = 0 in H^∗(Y ; Z_2) = Z_2[t_1, . . . , t_n] (∗ ≤ 2d + 2) for k = 1, . . . , n, completing the proof. □

4. Quasitoric manifolds over (Δ^3)^n

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We need to fix an ordering of the facets of (Δ^3)^n for considering a characteristic matrix over (Δ^3)^n. Let F_1, F_2, F_3, F_4 be the facets of Δ^3, where any choice of ordering will do by symmetry. Then facets of (Δ^3)^n are F_{ij} = (Δ^3)^{i−1} × F_j × (Δ^3)^{n−i}

for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, 2, 3, 4. We fix an ordering of facets as

F_{11}, F_{12}, F_{13}, F_{14}, F_{21}, F_{22}, F_{23}, F_{24}, . . . , F_{n1}, F_{n2}, F_{n3}, F_{n4},

where this ordering is used in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Lemma 4.1. Every characteristic matrix over (Δ^3)^n is equivalent to a matrix

E_3 a_{11} a_{12} a_{13} a_{1n} a_{21} E_3 a_{22} a_{23} a_{2n} a_{31} a_{32} E_3 a_{33} a_{3n} . . . . . . .. . . . a_{n1} a_{n2} a_{n3} E_3 a_{nn}

for a_{ij} ∈ Z^3 such that a_{ii} =^t(1, 1, 1) for i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. Let B = (b^1 b^1_2 b^1_3 b^1_4 b^2_1 b^2 b^2_3 b^2_4 · · · b^n_1 b^n_2 b^n_3 b^n_4 ) be a characteristic matrix over (Δ^3)^n, where b^i_j ∈ Z^{3n}. Since the facets of (Δ^3)^n except for F_{14}, F_{24}, . . . , F_{n4} meet at a vertex, the matrix Q = (b^1 b^1_2 b^1_3 b^2_1 b^2 b^2_3 · · · b^n_1 b^n_2 b^n_3 ) is invertible, so B is equivalent to

Q^{−1}B =

E_3 c_{11} c_{12} c_{13} c_{1n} c_{21} E_3 c_{22} c_{23} c_{2n} c_{31} c_{32} E_3 c_{33} c_{3n} . . . . . . .. . . . c_{n1} a_{n2} c_{n3} E_3 c_{nn}

for c_{ij} ∈ Z^3. Since the facets of (Δ^3)^n except for F_{14}, . . . , F_{i−1,4}, F_{ij} , F_{i+1,4}, . . . , F_{n4} meet at a vertex for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, 2, 3, we have det E_{3(i−1)} C_{ij} E_{3(n−i)} = ±1

for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, 2, 3, where C_{ij} is the 3 × 4 matrix (E_3 c_{ii}) with j-th column removed. Then we get c_{ii} =^t(±1, ±1, ±1). Since multiplying columns and rows of a characteristic matrix by −1 yields an equivalent characteristic matrix, we obtain that Q^{−1}B is equivalent to the matrix in the statement, completing the proof. □

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Propositions 2.2 and 2.8, we only need to consider a quasitoric manifold M(A) over (Δ^3)^n such that A is a characteristic matrix over (Δ^3)^n in Lemma 4.1. By [7, Theorem 4.14], we have H^∗(M(A)) = Z[t_{ij} | i = 1, . . . , n, j = 1, 2, 3, 4]/I + J, |t_{ij} | = 2, where I = (t_{i1}t_{i2}t_{i3}t_{i4} | i = 1, . . . , n) and J = ( t_{ij} + n∑ k=1 a^j_{ik}t_{k4} | | | | | i = 1, . . . , n, j = 1, 2, 3 ) , where a_{ik} =^t(a^1_{ik} , a^2_{ik}, a^3_{ik}). So we get (4.1) H^∗(M(A)) = Z[t_1, . . . , t_n]/(q_1, . . . , q_n), |t_i| = 2 such that q_i = t_i 3∏ j=1 (_n ∑ k=1 a^j_{ik} t_k ) , where we put t_i = t_{i4}. Now we have

Sq^2 q_i = t_i + 3∑ j=1 n∑ k=1 a^j_{ik}t_k q_i

= ((1 + a^1_{ii} + a^2_{ii} + a^3_{ii})t_i + ∑ k≠i (a^1_{ik} + a^2_{ik} + a^3_{ik})t_k)q_i = ∑ k≠i (a^1_{ik} + a^2_{ik} + a^3_{ik})t_kq_i

because a_{ii} =^t(1, 1, 1). Thus by Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.7, the proof is finished. □ Hereafter, let k be a positive integer. For n ≥ 1, we define a graded algebra H(k, n) = Z[t_1, . . . , t_n]/(t^4_1 + kt^3_1t_2, . . . , t^4_{n−1} + kt^3_{n−1}t_n, t^4_n), |t_i| = 2.

We need the following properties of H(k, n).

Lemma 4.2. If x ∈ H(k, n) with |x| = 2 satisfies x^4 = 0, then x = at_n for some a ∈ Z. Proof. Since |x| = 2, we may put x = a_1t_1 + · · · + a_nt_n for a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ Z. Note that {t_{i1} t_{i2} t_{i3} t_{i4} | 1 ≤ i_1 ≤ i_2 ≤ i_3 ≤ i_4 ≤ n, i_1 < i_4} is a basis of the degree 8 part of H(k, n). We express x^4 as a linear combination of this basis. Then x^4 includes the term 6a^2_i a^2_j t^2_i t^2_j for i ≠ j, implying a_ia_j = 0 for i ≠ j. This readily implies x = a_it_i for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n. On the other hand, t^4_i = 0 in H(k, n) if and only if i = n. Thus the statement is proved. □ Lemma 4.3. If connected graded rings A, B have nontrivial elements of degree two, then H(k, n) is not isomorphic to A ⊗ B.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on n. For n = 1, the statement holds because the degree two part of H(k, 1) is isomorphic to Z. We assume the n = m case, and prove the n = m + 1 case. Suppose that there is an isomorphism f : H(k, m + 1) → A ⊗ B. We may put f(t_{m+1}) = a + b for a ∈ A and b ∈ B, where |a| = |b| = 2. Then we have 0 = f(t^4_{m+1}) = a^4 + 4a^3b + 6a^2b^2 + 4ab^3 + b^4.

Since H(k, m + 1) ∼= A ⊗ B, A and B are isomorphic to polynomial rings in degrees < 8, implying a = 0 or b = 0. We may assume b = 0. Then f induces an isomorphism f̄ : H(k, m + 1)/(t_{m+1}) → (A/(a)) ⊗ B. Since H(k, m + 1)/(t_{m+1}) ∼= H(k, m), it follows from the assumption that A/(a) = Z. So t = f^{−1}(f̄(t_m)) and t_{m+1} are linearly independent in H(k, m + 1), and t^4 = t^4_{m+1} = 0. This is a contradiction by Lemma 4.2, and therefore H(k, m + 1) is not isomorphic to A ⊗ B, completing the proof. □ For the rest of the paper, we set n ≥ 2. Let M(k, n) denote the quasitoric manifold in Theorem 1.2. Then by (4.1), we have (4.2) H^∗(M(k, n)) = H(k, n). We remark that M(k, n) is a generalized Bott manifold such that M(k, n + 1) is the projectivization of a complex vector bundle E ⊕ C^3 → M(k, n), where E is the complex line bundle with total Chern class c(E) = 1 + kt_1 and C denotes the trivial bundle. We show atomicity of M(k, n) with respect to products of quasitoric manifolds.

Proposition 4.4. The quasitoric manifold M(k, n) is not homotopy equivalent to a product of two nontrivial quasitoric manifolds.

Proof. Suppose M(k, n) ≃ M × N for nontrivial quasitoric manifolds M, N. Then by the Künneth formula, we have H(k, n) ∼= H^∗(M) ⊗ H^∗(N). Thus the statement follows from Lemma 4.3. □ Now we start to prove Theorem 1.2. The following lemma is immediate from Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.5. Every graded algebra isomorphism f : H(k, n)^{∼=}−→ H(l, n) satisfies f(t_n) = ±t_n. For j = 1, . . . , n, we define an ideal of H(k, n) by I_j (k, n) = (t_{n−j+1}, t_{n−j+2}, . . . , t_n). Then we get a sequence I_1(k, n) ⊂ I_2(k, n) ⊂ · · · ⊂ I_n(k, n). Lemma 4.6. Every graded algebra isomorphism f : H(k, n)^{∼=}−→ H(l, n) satisfies f(I_j (k, n)) = I_j (l, n) for j = 1, . . . , n. Proof. We show f(I_j (k, n)) = I_j (l, n) by induction on j. For j = 1, we have f(I_1(k, n)) = I_1(l, n) by Lemma 4.5. Assume that the statement holds for j = 1, . . . , p. Then the map f induces an isomorphism f̄ : H(k, n)/I_p(k, n)^{∼=}−→ H(l, n)/I_p(l, n). On the other hand, there is a natural isomorphism H(m, n)/I_p(m, n) ∼= H(m, n − p) for any positive integer m such that I_1(m, n − p) in H(m, n − p) lifts to I_{p+1}(m, n) in H(m, n). By the induction hypothesis, we have f̄(I_1(k, n − p)) ⊂ I_1(k, n − p) through the above natural isomorphism. Thus we get f(I_{p+1}(k, n)) = I_{p+1}(l, n), completing the proof. □

Proposition 4.7. H(k, n) ∼= H(l, n) if and only if k = l.

Proof. The if part is trivial, and we consider the only if part. First, we consider the n = 2 case. Suppose there is an isomorphism f : H(k, 2)^{∼=}−→ H(l, 2). By Lemma 4.6, we have f(t_1) = ϵ_1(t_1 + ct_2) and f(t_2) = ϵ_2t_2 for ϵ_1, ϵ_2 = ±1 and an integer c, so we get

0 = f(t^4_1 + kt^3_1t_2) = (4c − l + kϵ_1ϵ_2)t^3_1t_2 + (6c^2 + 3kϵ_1ϵ_2c)t^2_1t^2 + (4c^3 + 3kϵ_1ϵ_2c^2)t_1t^3_2.

Then since t^3_1t_2, t^2_1t^2, t_1t^3_2 are linearly independent in H(l, n), we obtain

6c^2 + 3kϵ_1ϵ_2c = 0, 4c^3 + 3kϵ_1ϵ_2c^2 = 0, 4c − l + kϵ_1ϵ_2 = 0.

By the first two equations, we get c = 0, so by the third equation, we obtain k = l, as desired.

Next, we consider the n > 2 case. Let H(m) denote the subalgebra of H(m, n) generated by t_{n−1} and t_n. Then there is a canonical isomorphism H(m) ∼= H(m, 2). Suppose there is an isomorphism f : H(k, n)^{∼=}−→ H(l, n). Then by Lemma 4.6, the map f restricts to an isomorphism H(k)^{∼=}−→ H(l). Thus by the n = 2 case, we get k = l, completing the proof. □

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The first statement follows from Theorem 1.1, and the second statement follows from (4.2) and Proposition 4.7. □

References

[1] S.A. Abramyan, Iterated higher Whitehead products in topology of moment-angle complexes, Sibirsk. Mat. Zh. 60 (2019), 243-256. 1 [2] S.A. Abramyan and T.E. Panov, Higher Whitehead products for moment-angle complexes and substitutions of simplicial complexes, Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 305 (2019), no. 1, 1-21. 1 [3] M.G. Barratt, I.M. James, and N. Stein, Whitehead products in projective spaces, J. Math.

Mech. 9 (1960), 813-819. 3, 7 [4] A.L. Blakers and W.S. Massey, Products in homotopy theory, Ann. of Math. 58 (1953), 295-324. 8 [5] V.M. Buchstaber and T.E. Panov, Torus Actions and Their Applications in Topology and Combinatorics, Univ. Lecture Ser. 24, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 2002. 4, 5 [6] S. Choi, M. Masuda, and D.Y. Suh, Quasitoric manifolds over a product of simplices, Osaka J. Math. 47 (2010), no.1, 109-129. 2 [7] M.W. Davis and T. Januszkiewicz, Convex polytopes, Coxeter orbifolds, and torus action, Duke Math. J. 62 (1991), no. 2, 417-451. 1, 2, 4, 5, 11 [8] N. Dobrinskaya, Loops on polyhedral products and diagonal arrangements, arXiv:0901.2871. 1 [9] N. Dobrinskaya, Higher commutators in the loop space homology of K-products, Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 266 (2009), 91-104 1 [10] Y. Félix, S. Halperin, and J.-C. Thomas, Rational Homotopy Theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 205, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001. 5 [11] J. Grbić, T. Panov, S. Theriault, and J. Wu, The homotopy types of moment-angle complexes for flag manifolds, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 368 (2016), 6663-6682. 1 [12] T. Ganea, A generalization of the homology and homotopy suspension, Comment. Math.

Helv. 39 (1965), 295-322. 8 [13] T. Ganea, On the loop spaces of projective spaces, J. Math. Mech. 16 (1967), 853-858. 2, 7 [14] K. Iriye and D. Kishimoto, Fat-wedge filtration and decomposition of polyhedral products, Kyoto J. Math. 59 (2019), 1-51. 1

[15] K. Iriye and D. Kishimoto, Whitehead products in moment-angle complexes, J. Math. Soc.

Japan 72 (2020), 1239-1257. 1 [16] I.M. James, On the homotopy groups of certain pairs and triads, Q. J. Math. 5 (1954), 260-270. 8 [17] S. Kaji and D. Kishimoto, Homotopy nilpotency in p-regular loop spaces, Math. Z. 264 (2010), no. 1, 209-224. 7 [18] D. Kishimoto, T. Matsushita, and R. Yoshise, Jacobi identity in polyhedral products, Topology Appl. 312 (2022), Paper No. 108079. 1 [19] D. Kishimoto, Y. Minowa, T. Miyauchi, and Y. Tong, Homotopy commutativity in symmetric spaces, accepted by Bol. Soc. Mat. Mex. 2 [20] D. Kishimoto, M. Takeda, and Y. Tong, Homotopy commutativity in Hermitian symmetric spaces, Glasg. Math. J. 64 (2022), no. 3, 746-752. 2 [21] H. Toda, On the double suspension E^2, J. Inst. Polytech. Osaka City Univ. Ser. A 7 (1956), 103-145. 8 [22] F.D. Williams, Higher homotopy-commutativity, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 139 (1969), 191- 206. 2 [23] E.G. Zhuravleva, Adams-Hilton models and higher Whitehead brackets for polyhedral products, Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 317 (2022), 94-116. 1 Department of Mathematics, Osaka Metropolitan University, Sakai, 599- 8531, Japan Email address: s.hasui@omu.ac.jp

Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University, Fukuoka 819-0395, Japan Email address: kishimoto@math.kyushu-u.ac.jp

Department of Mathematics, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan Email address: tong.yichen.25m@st.kyoto-u.ac.jp

Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University, Fukuoka 819-0395, Japan Email address: tsutaya@math.kyushu-u.ac.jp