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RELATIVE LS CATEGORIES AND HIGHER

TOPOLOGICAL COMPLEXITIES OF MAPS

YULI B. RUDYAK AND SOUMEN SARKAR

Abstract. In this paper, we study three relative LS categories
of a map and study some of their properties. Then we introduce
the ‘higher topological complexity’ and ‘weak higher topological
complexity’ of a map. Each of them are homotopy invariants. We
discuss some lower and upper bounds of these in invariants and
compare them with previously known ‘topological complexities’ of
a map.

1. Introduction

Let p : E → B be a fibration where B is a path connected CW space.
The “genus” of p was introduced by Schwarz in [Sch66], and it is the
minimum cardinality of the open coverings of B such that on each open
set in the covering there is a section of p. If no such integer exists,
then by convention the genus of p is ∞. James [Jam78] replaced the
overworked term “genus” by “sectional category” which is denoted by
secat(p). Now by convention people agree that secat p is one less than
the Schwarz genus of p in [Sch66]. In particular, secat(p) = 0 if and
only if p has a section. We note that if E is contractible and the
map p is surjective then secat(p) is equal to the classical Lusternik–
Schnirelmann category (in short LS category throughout this paper)
of B. See [CLOT03] for properties and applications of the sectional
category and the LS category.

There is a generalization of LS category called the category of a map,
[BG62]. We recall that the LS category of f is the minimum number
cat(f) such that X can be covered by cat(f) + 1 open subsets and
the restriction of f to each of these open subsets is null-homotopic. In
particular, if idX : X → X is the identity map, then cat(idX) = cat(X).
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It is a homotopy invariant and

(1.1) cat(f×g) ≤ cat(f)+cat(g), cat(g◦f) ≤ min{cat(g), cat(f)},

see [CLOT03, Sta02]. The first inequality may be known as the product
formula for the category of maps.

Farber [Far03] introduced the topological complexity of a configura-
tion space to understand the navigational complexity of the motion of
a robot. Interestingly, this invariant is also a particular case of the
sectional category. We denote the closed unit interval [0, 1] by I. Let
X be a path connected Hausdorff space and XI the free path space in
X equipped with the compact-open topology, and let

π : XI → X ×X

be the free path fibration defined by π(α) = (α(0), α(1)) for α ∈ XI .
Then secat(π) is equal to Farber’s topological complexity, denoted by
TC(X).

So, we have close relatives: the LS category and the topological com-
plexity. Both are numerical invariants and are special cases of Schwarz
genus (sectional category). In view of the parallelism between LS cat-
egory and TC, it seems reasonable to loop the presentation and intro-
duce TC of mappings.
In this way A. Dranishnikov asked for an appropriate definition of
the topological complexity of a map in his talk at the CIEM, Castro
Urdiales in 2014. To answer this, several people developed a concept
of the “(higher) topological complexity” of a map. The basic goal in
defining a map f : X → Y from one space (of states) X to another
space (of states) Y is to study suitable properties of one from another.
For example, if f : X → Y is a map and f is nice enough then the
complexity of X could be approximated by the complexity of Y , and
this expectation is very natural. On the other hand, topologists expect
that if X and Y are not very complex, then the complexity of f should
also not be high. In particular if X and Y are contractible, then from
the topological point of view, the complexity of a map from X to Y
should be trivial. Furthermore, it seems reasonable to expect that
topological complexity is a homotopy invariant.

We note that most of the definition of the topological complexity of
a map lack basic above mentioned properties. For example, [Pav19,
RD18] violate these expectations. Our definition (see Section 3 below)
confirm the expectation, and so we believe that it is more appropriate
according to a topological point of view.
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Murillo and Wu [MW19] gave a definition of the “topological complex-
ity” of a (work) map which is a homotopy invariant. Our approach is
different.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the
concept of relative LS category, quasi-strong LS category and strong
relative category of a map which are denoted by relcat(f), qscat(f),
and srelcat(f), respectively. We study several properties of these in-
variants which generalize some of the properties of the category of a
map. We show that the product formula holds for these new invari-
ants, see Proposition 2.6, 2.10 and 2.16. We give a cohomological lower
bound of srelcat(f) in Theorem 2.20.

In Section 3, we use the quasi-strong LS category to introduce the
concept of “higher topological complexity”, denoted by TCn(f), n =
2, 3, . . . ,, of a map f : X → Y . We show that it is a homotopy invariant
and the growth of TCn(f) is linear with respect to n. We compare our
definition of TC2(f) with the “topological complexity” of f of [Pav19],
[RD18], and [MW19].

In Section 4, we recall the concept of weak sectional category and
weak topological complexity following [GV10]. Then we introduce the
concept of weak higher topological complexity for a map and study a
few properties of this invariant.

We note that a preliminary version of the paper appeared in Section 2
and 3 of [RS].

2. Some relative LS categories

Many topological constructions exploit relative version, informally say-
ing to use an object “modulo subspaces”. In this section, we introduce
three types of relative LS categories of a map and study some of its
properties. In this paper, all pair (X,A) of topological spaces are as-
sumed to be CW pair and all maps are continuous.

2.1. Definition ([CLOT03, Definition 7.1]). Let (X,A) be a CW pair.
The relative category cat(X,A) is the least non-negative integer k such
that X can be covered by open sets V0, V1, . . . , Vk with A ⊆ V0 and
such that, for i ≥ 1, the set Vi is contractible in X , and there exists a
homotopy of pairs H : (V0 × I, A× I) → (X,A) with H(−, 1) is given
by the inclusion map V0 →֒ X and H(V0, 0) ⊆ A. If no such n exists,
we say this is infinity.

Extending the above definition, one can introduce the concept of the
category of maps between the pairs of spaces.
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2.2. Definition. Let f : (X,A) → (Y,B) be a map of CW pairs. The
relative category of f , denoted by relcat(f), is the least non-negative
integer n such that X can be covered by open sets V0, V1, . . . , Vn with
A ⊆ V0, and for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the map f |Vi

is inessential, and there exists
a homotopy of pairs H : (V0 × I, A× I) → (Y,B) with H(−, 1) is the
map f |V0

and H(V0, 0) ⊆ B. If no such n exists, we say this is infinity.

Note that if id : (X,A) → (X,A) is the identity map then relcat(id) =
cat(X,A). Also from Definition 2.1 and 2.2, one gets the following.

2.3. Proposition. (i) The number relcat(f) is a homotopy invari-

ant.

(ii) If f : (X,A) → (Y,B) and g : (Y,B) → (Z,C), then

relcat(g ◦ f) ≤ min{relcat(f), relcat(g)}.

In particular, relcat(f) ≤ min{cat(X,A), cat(Y,B)}.

Next we extend the concept of categorical sequence of a space for maps.

2.4. Definition. Let f : (X,A) → (Y,B) be a map of CW pairs. The
relative categorical sequence of length n for f is a sequence of open sets
P0, P1, . . . , Pn = X with A ⊆ P0 such that Pi+1 − Pi is a subset of an
open set Vi+1 on which the map f |Vi+1

is inessential for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,
and there exists a homotopy of pairs H : (P0× I, A× I) → (Y,B) with
H(−, 1) is the map f |P0

and H(P0, 0) ⊆ B.

The proof of the following proposition is similar to that of [CLOT03,
Lemma 1.36] and generalizes the later.

2.5. Proposition. Let f : (X,A) → (Y,B) be a map of CW pairs such

that X is path-connected. Then f has relative categorical sequence of

length n if and only if relcat(f) ≤ n.

2.6. Proposition. Let f : (X,A) → (Y,B) and g : (Z,C) → (W,D) be
two maps such that X × Z is a normal space. Then, for the map

f × g : (X × Z,X × C ∪A× Z) → (Y ×W,Y ×D ∪B ×W ),

relcat(f × g) ≤ relcat(f) + relcat(g).

Proof. Let relcat(f) = k and relcat(g) = ℓ. Suppose that X can be
covered by open sets U0, U1, . . . , Uk with A ⊆ U0, and suppose that
Z can be covered by open sets V0, V1, . . . , Vℓ with C ⊆ V0 such that
the covering {Vi} satisfies the conditions in Definition 2.2. Let Pi :=
∪i
s=0Us and Qj := ∪j

t=0Vj for i = 0, . . . , k and j = 0, . . . , ℓ. Then
Pi − Pi−1 ⊆ Ui and Qj − Qj−1 ⊆ Vj for i = 1, . . . , k and j = 1, . . . , ℓ.
Let R0 := X ∪ V0 ∪ U0 ∪ Y . So it is an open subset of X × Y . Let
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H : (U0 × [0, 1], A × [0, 1]) → (Y,B) and K : (V0 × [0, 1], C × [0, 1]) →
(W,D) be two homotopies of pairs such that H(−, 1) is the map f |U0

with H(U0, 0) ⊆ B, and K(−, 1) is the map g|V0
with K(V0, 0) ⊆ D.

Put

L(x, y, t) = (H(x, t), K(y, t))

for (x, y) ∈ R0 and t ∈ [0, 1]. Then

L : (W0 × I, (X × C ∪ A× Z)× I) → (Y ×W,Y ×D ∪B ×W )

is a homotopy of pairs with L(−, 1) = f×g|W0
and L(W0, 0) ⊆ B × D.

Define open subsets of X × Y by

Rm :=
m
⋃

s=1

Ps ×Qm+1−s

for m ≥ 1. Here Ps = ∅ if s > k and Qr = ∅ if r > ℓ. Now using the
arguments in the proof of [CLOT03, Theorem 1.37] and the restriction
of the products of homotopies on Ui×Vj for some i and j, one can show
that R0, R1, . . . , Rm+ℓ is a relative categorical sequence of length k + ℓ
for the map f × g. Thus by Proposition 2.5, relcat(f × g) ≤ k+ ℓ. �

Note that if A,B,C and D are empty subsets then proposition 2.6
turns into [CLOT03, Theorem 1.37].

2.7. Definition. Given two CW pairs (B,C) and (X,A), consider a
map f : (B,C) → (X,A). Define the quasi-strong LS category of the
map f , denoted by qscat(f), is the least integer n such that B can
be covered by open sets V0, V1, . . . , Vn such that there is a homotopy
Hi : Vi×[0, 1] → X such thatHi(−, 1) is the map f |Vi

andHi(Vi, 0) ⊆ A
for i = 0, . . . , n. If no such n exists, we say this is infinity.

Note that if id : (X,A) → (X,A) is the identity map then qscat(id) is
the Clapp-Puppe variation [CP86] of LS category. We may denote it by
qscat(X,A) := qscat(id). From Definition 2.7, one gets the following.

2.8. Proposition. (i) The number qscat(f) is a homotopy invariant.

(ii) If f : (B,C) → (X,A) and g : (X,A) → (Y,D), then

qscat(g ◦ f) ≤ min{qscat(f), qscat(g)}.

2.9. Proposition. cat(X,A) ≤ cat(X−A)+1 for any CW pair (X,A).

Proof. Let V0 be an open subset of X containing A. Assume that there
is a deformation retract from V0 onto A. Such V0 exists, since (X,A)
is a CW-pair. Together with this any categorical covering of X − A
satisfies Definition 2.1, since X − A is open in X . �
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2.10. Proposition. Let fi : (Bi, Ci) → (Xi, Ai) be a map for i = 1, 2
such that B1 × B2 is a normal space. Then, for the map

f1 × f2 : (B1 ×B2, C1 × C2) → (X1 ×X1, A1 ×A2),

we have qscat(f1 × f2) ≤ qscat(f1) + qscat(f2).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 2.6. �

More strongly, one can define the following.

2.11. Definition. Let (X,A) be a CW pair.

(1) An open subset U of X is called strongly relative categorical

if there is a homotopy H : U × I → X such that H(−, 1) is
the inclusion U →֒ X , H(U, 0) ⊆ A, and H(a, t) = a for any
(a, t) ∈ (U ∩A)× [0, 1].

(2) We define strong relative LS category of a pair (X,A), denoted
by srelcat(X,A), to be the least integer n such that X can be
cover by n + 1 strongly relative categorical sets. If no such n
exists, we say this is infinity.

In future we frequently omit the abbreviation LS and say about strong
relative category. Note that cat(X) = cat(X, x0) = srelcat(X, x0)
where X is path-connected.

Now we introduce the concept of “strong relative category of a map”.
Then we study their several properties in the remaining of this section.

2.12. Definition. Let g : (B,C) → (X,A) be a map of pairs. We
say that g is called strongly relatively inessential map if there is a
homotopy H : B × I → X such that H(−, 1) is g, H(B, 0) ⊆ A, and
H(c, t) = g(c) ∈ A for all c ∈ C and t ∈ I.

2.13. Definition. Let f : (B,C) → (X,A) be a map of pairs. Consider
an open cover {B0, . . . , Bℓ} of B such that f |(Bi,Bi∩C) is strongly rela-
tively inessential for all i. The minimum ℓ with this property is called
the strong relative category of f and is denoted by srelcat(f). If no
such ℓ exists, we put srelcat(f) = ∞ .

Clearly, if C = ∅ or C = pt and A = pt then srelcat(f) turns into a
known invariant cat(f) for f : B → X , see [CLOT03, Exercise 1.16].
Also, qscat(f) ≤ srelcat(f). We remark that a different concept of
relative category of a map is appeared in the paper [DEl18].

2.14. Theorem. The number srelcat(f) is a relative homotopy invari-

ant.
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Proof. Let f, g : (B,C) → (X,A) be two maps that are homotopic
relatively to C. Then there is a homotopy H : B × I → X such that
H(b, 0) = f(b), H(b, 1) = g(b) for all b ∈ B, and H(c, t) = f(c) =
g(c) ∈ A for all c ∈ C and t ∈ I. Let Bi be an open subset of B such
that the map

g|(Bi,Bi∩C) : (Bi, Bi ∩ C) → (X,A)

is strongly relatively inessential. Now we use the homotopy H to con-
clude that

f |(Bi,Bi∩C) : (Bi, Bi ∩ C) → (X,A)

is strongly relatively inessential. Therefore, srelcat(f) ≤ relcat(g).
Similarly, the opposite inequality holds. �

Note that, for the identity map id: (X,A) → (X,A), we have the
equality srelcat(id) = srelcat(X,A). Moreover, we have the following.

2.15. Proposition. Let f : (B,C) → (X,A) and g : (Y,D) → (B,C)
be two CW maps. Then

(i) srelcat(f) ≤ min{srelcat(B,C), srelcat(X,A)}.
(ii) srelcat(f ◦ g) ≤ min{srelcat(f), srelcat(g)}.

Proof. We give a proof for (i), and the arguments for other one are
similar. Let Bi be an open subset of B such that Bi satisfies Definition
2.11(1). So there is a homotopy H : Bi × I → B such that H(−, 1) is
the inclusion Bi →֒ B, H(U, 0) ⊆ C, and H(c, t) = c for any c ∈ Bi∩C
and t ∈ I. Then the homotopy f ◦H satisfies Definition 2.12. Similarly,
one can show that srelcat(f) ≤ srelcat(X,A). �

2.16. Proposition. Let fi : (Bi, Ci) → (Xi, Ai) be a map for i = 1, 2
such that B1 × B2 is a normal space. Then, for the map

f1 × f2 : (B1 ×B2, C1 × C2) → (X1 ×X1, A1 ×A2),

srelcat(f1 × f2) ≤ srelcat(f1) + srelcat(f2).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 2.6. �

In particular srelcat(B ×X,C × A) ≤ srelcat(B,C) + srelcat(X,A).

2.17. Example. Let Dn be the unit closed n-ball in R
n and ∂Dn its

boundary. Consider the identity map id: (Dn, ∂Dn) → (Dn, ∂Dn). We
prove that relcat(id) = 1 = srelcat(id) and qscat(id) = 0.

First, note that cat(Dn, ∂Dn) ≥ 1, since the open subset V0 = Dn of
Dn does not satisfy the homotopy condition in Definition 2.1. Now, let
V0 = Dn − {0} be the punctured n-ball and V1 = Dn − ∂Dn. Then
{V0, V1} is an open covering of Dn. Observe that this covering satisfy
the conditions in Definition 2.1. Therefore, cat(Dn, ∂Dn) = 1.
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Observe that there is a homotopy H : Dn × [0, 1] → Dn satisfying the
condition in Definition 2.7. Thus qscat(id) = 0.
Also, observe that Dn cannot be strongly relative categorical for the
pair (Dn, ∂Dn). However, U0 = Dn − (1, 0, . . . , 0) and U1 = Dn −
(−1, 0, . . . , 0) are strongly relative categorical for the pair (Dn, ∂Dn).
Thus srelcat(id) = 1. �

Example 2.17 shows that the inequality in Proposition 2.9 can be strict.
Also, note that Example 2.17 implies that Definition 2.2 and Defini-
tion 2.7 as well as Definition 2.7 and Definition 2.13 are not equivalent.

2.18. Example. Let X = S1 × S1, and let A = {(x, x) ∈ X} be
the diagonal. We prove that srelcat(X,A) = 1. Since A is not a
deformation retract of X , we have 1 ≤ srelcat(X,A). We are done
if we show that srelcat(X,A) ≤ 1. Take z ∈ S1, z 6= 1. Let L =
(1, z)A ⊂ X . Then the circle L is a coset of A. One may consider
X as the image of exponential map on R

2. Then L can be taken
as the image of the line parallel to the diagonal and passing through
(0, c) ∈ R

2 for some c ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, X − L is homeomorphic
to an annulus containing the image of A as an angular circle. So the
inclusion A → X − L is a homotopy equivalence, and hence there is a
strong deformation retraction X − L → A. Hence srelcat(X,A) ≤ 1,
and thus srelcat(X,A) = 1. �

One can ask the following question generalizing the Ganea conjecture
[Gan71].

2.19. Question. Let pt be a point in Sn.

(i) Which pairs of spaces (X, Y ) satisfy

cat(X × Sn, Y × pt) = cat(X, Y ) + 1?

(ii) Which pairs of spaces (X, Y ) satisfy

srelcat(X × Sn, Y × pt) = srelcat(X, Y ) + 1?

We note that when Y is a point in X , then Question 2.19 is known as
the Ganea conjecture, and counterexamples to this conjecture was first
given by Iwase [Iwa98].

In the rest of this section, we give a cohomological lower bound for
srelcat(f). The theorem below is a version of the cup-length estimate,
see [CLOT03, Prop. 1.5], we give a proof for completeness.
Given a commutative ring R, the nilpotency index of R is the non-
negative integer n such that Rn 6= 0 but Rn+1 = 0; it is denoted by
nil(R). Let f : (B,C) → (X,A) be a map of pairs, and let

f ∗ : H∗(X,A) → H∗(B,C)
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be the induced homomorphism.

2.20. Theorem. nil(Im(f ∗)) ≤ srelcat(f).

Proof. Let srelcat(f) = k and gi : (Bi, Bi∩C) → (X,A), i = 0, . . . , k be
a restriction of f that is relatively inessential, where B0∪· · ·∪Bk = B.
For the triple (B,Bi, Bi ∩C), note the inclusions qi : Bi ∪C → Bi and
ιi : Bi → B. We have the following long exact sequence

· · · → H∗(B,Bi)
q∗
i−→ H∗(B,Bi ∩ C)

ι∗
i−→ H∗(Bi, Bi ∩ C) → · · · .

Also we have the following commutative diagrams induced from natural
inclusions and the restrictions fi : (B,Bi ∩ C) → (X,A) of f .

H∗(X,A)

H∗(B,Bi ∩ C) H∗(Bi, Bi ∩ C)

g∗
i

f̄∗

i

ι∗
i

and

H∗(X,A)

H∗(B,C) H∗(B,Bi ∩ C).

f̄∗

if∗

ῑ∗
i

Suppose β0, β1, . . . , βk belong to Im(f ∗). Then βi = f ∗(αi) for some
αi ∈ H∗(X,A) and i ∈ {0, . . . , k}. Since gi is relatively inessential,
g∗i = 0. So ι∗i (f̄

∗

i (αi)) = 0 ∈ H∗(Bi, Bi ∩ C). Thus f̄ ∗

i (αi) = q∗i (γi)
for some γi ∈ H∗(B,Bi) and i ∈ {0, . . . , k}. By taking relative cup
product and using B = ∪Bi, we get

γ0 ⌣ γ1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ γk ∈ H∗(B,B) = 0,

and f̄ ∗

0 (α0) ⌣ f̄ ∗

1 (α1) ⌣ . . . ⌣ f̄ ∗

k (αk) ∈ H∗(B,C). Then using Prop-
erty 8 in [Spa95, Chapter 5, Section 6] we get

β0 ⌣ β1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ βk = f ∗(α0) ⌣ f ∗(α1) ⌣ · · · ∪ f ∗(αk)

= f̄ ∗

0 (α0) ⌣ f̄ ∗

1 (α1) ⌣ · · · ⌣ f̄ ∗

k (αk)

= q∗0(γ0) ⌣ q∗1(γ1) ⌣ · · · ⌣ q∗k(γk)

= q∗(γ0 ⌣ γ1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ γk)

= 0.

This proves the conclusion. �
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3. Topological complexity of a map: several versions

In a different context the “topological complexity of a map” has been
studied in the works of [Pav19], [RD18], and [MW19]. In this section,
we introduce the concept of the “(higher) topological complexity” of a
map in a different way and show that it is a homotopy invariant. Then
we compare it with the previous ones and study some properties of this
new invariant.

Consider the free path fibration

(3.1) π : XI → X ×X, π(α) = (α(0), α(1)), α : I → X.

Farber [Far03] defined the topological complexity TC(X) of a space
X as the sectional category of π, and showed a nice application of
this notion to robot motion planning [Far08]. Later Rudyak [Rud10],
see also [BGRT14] introduced the “higher analogues” of topological
complexity of a space (also related to robotics, by the way). Let us
recall the definition.

Given a CW complex X , consider the fibration

(3.2)

πn : XI → Xn, n ≥ 2

πn(α) =

(

α(0), α

(

1

n− 1

)

, . . . , α

(

n− 2

n− 1

)

, α(1)

)

where α ∈ XI .

3.1. Definition. A higher, or sequential topological complexity of order
n of a space X (denoted by TCn(X)) is the sectional category of πn.
That is, TCn(X) = secat(πn).

Note that TC2 coincides with the invariant TC introduced by Farber.

Let ∆n : X → Xn, ∆n(x) = {(x, · · · , x) | x ∈ X} be the diagonal map
for n ≥ 2. Consider the subspace (diagonal) ∆n(X) of the product Xn.

Recall that the LS category of a map f has two important properties:
cat(f) is an invariant of the homotopy class of f , and cat(idX) =
cat(X).
Since cat is a close relative of TC, it seems reasonable and useful to
introduce the topological complexity of a map f having, in particular,
properties that are similar to those mentioned above.

3.2. Definition. Let X and Y be path connected spaces, and f : X →
Y a map. Let fn := f × · · · × f : Xn → Y n and

(3.3) fn : (Xn,∆n(X)) → (Y n,∆n(Y ))
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be the induced maps of pairs. We define the n-th topological complexity
of f , denoted by TCn(f), as TCn(f) := qscat(fn).

Proposition 2.8 (i) gives the following.

3.3. Proposition. The number TCn(f) is a homotopy invariant for

n ≥ 2.

Let in : X
n → Xn+1 be defined by (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ (x1, . . . , xn, xn).

Then it is an embedding and in(∆n(X)) = ∆n+1(X). Let prn : Y
n+1 →

Y n be the projection on the first n factors.

3.4. Proposition. We have

(i) relcat(fn) = relcat(prn ◦f
n+1 ◦ in) ≤ relcat(fn+1).

(ii) qscat(fn) = qscat(prn ◦f
n+1 ◦ in) ≤ qscat(fn+1).

(iii) srelcat(fn) = srelcat(prn ◦f
n+1 ◦ in) ≤ srelcat(fn+1).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.3 (ii), 2.8 (ii) and 2.15 (ii) to-
gether with the commutativity of the following diagram.

(Xn+1,∆n+1(X)) (Y n+1,∆n+1(Y ))

(Xn,∆n(X)) (Y n,∆n(Y )).

fn+1

prnin

fn

�

Previously the following three version of the topological complexity of
a map had been defined: the first is that given by Pavešić, [Pav19],
denoted by TCPav, the second one is that given by Rami and Der-
foufi, [RD18], denoted by TCRD, and the third is that given by Murillo
and Wu [MW19], denoted by TCMW. (It is worth noting that Pavešić
[Pav19] uses the non-normalized TC, and so his TC is one greater then
TCPav.) Here we have the equalities

TCPav(idX) = TC(X) = TC2(idX) = TCRD(idX) = TCMW(idX).

But neither TCPav nor TCRD are homotopy invariant, see Examples
3.5 and 3.6. Next we compare them with our definition of TC2(f).

First we recall the definition of the topological complexity TCPav(f) of
a map f . Let q : E → B be a surjective map. The sectional number,
denoted by sec(q), of q is the smallest length n of the filtrations of open
subsets

∅ = V0 ⊂ V1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Vn = B
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such that there is a section of q−1(Vi−Vi−1) → Vi−Vi−1 for i = 1, . . . , n.
If there is no such integer then sec(p) = ∞. We note that sectional
number and sectional category of q are equal if q is a fibration. LetX, Y
be path connected spaces and f : X → Y a surjective map. Consider
the fibration π : XI → X ×X as in (3.1). It induces a continuous map
πf : X

I → X×Y by πf = (id×f)◦π. Now, the topological complexity
TCPav(f) of f is defined as the sectional number of πf , that is

(3.4) TCPav(f) := sec(πf).

We note that [Pav19, Corollary 3.9] says that TCPav is a fiber homotopy
equivalence invariant of a map over the base.

3.5. Example. Let f, g : [0, 3] → [0, 2] be two continuous functions
defined by the following.

f(x) =











x if 0 ≤ x ≤ 1

1 if 1 ≤ x ≤ 2

x− 1 if 2 ≤ x ≤ 3

and

g(x) =
2x

3
if 0 ≤ x ≤ 3.

Hence f has no continuous section, and g has a section. So, the first
doted remark in [Pav19, Page 111] gives TCPav(f) > 1, and by [Pav19,
Proposition 3.3] TCPav(g) = 1. But f and g are homotopic by the linear
combination tf + (1 − t)g, t ∈ I. Therefore TCPav is not a homotopy
invariant of a map. This was mentioned in [Pav19], but an explicit
example was not given.

Now we recall the topological complexity TCRD(g) of a map g. Let Z
be a path connected space and g : Z → W be a map. Then the space
Z ×W Z := (g × g)−1(∆2W ) is a subset of Z × Z. Let

πg : π−1(Z ×W Z) → Z ×W Z

be the pullback induced from the fibration π : ZI → Z × Z by the
inclusion

Z ×W Z → Z × Z.

Then TCRD(g) is the sectional category of πg, that is

(3.5) TCRD(g) := secat(πg).
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It turns out that TCRD is also a fiber homotopy equivalence invariant
[RD18, Corollary 7]. We also note that this definition is a particular
case of “relative topological complexity” studied in [Far08].

3.6. Example. In this example we show that TCRD, topological com-
plexity of a map defined in [RD18], is not a homotopy invariant of
a map. Let X be a path connected topological space and CX the
cone on X with apex a. Write CX = X × I/X × {1}. Define
ι, c : X → CX where ι is the inclusion ι(x) = (x, 0) and c(X) = a.
Then TCRD(c) = TC(X) (Farber’s topological complexity).
For the map ι, we have X ×CX X = ∆2(X). Then π−1(∆2(X)) is
the free loop space on X . So constant maps induce a section of πι.
Therefore TCRD(ι) = 1 6= TC(X) = TCRD(c) in general. It remains to
note that ι and c are homotopic.

In contrast to both definitions TCPav and TCRD of the “topological
complexity of a map”, for any n ≥ 2, the number TCn(f) is a homotopy
invariant, a topologist’s primary interest.
Now we show explicitly that TCPav(f) 6= TC2(f) 6= TCRD(f) for some
maps f . Let X be a contractible space and Y a non-contractible space.
Let f : X → Y be a surjective fibration, for example exp : I → S1.
Then by [Pav19, Proposition 3.2] TCPav(f) ≥ cat(Y )+ 1 ≥ 2. But our
definition gives TC2(f) = 0. Therefore these two are different.

On the other hand, if g : X → Y is a constant map then TCRD(g) is
the topological complexity TC(X) of X which is strictly greater than
cat(X) in general. Note that in this case TC2(g) = 0.

Now we recall the definition of TCMW(f) of a (work) map. Let f : X →
Y be a continuous map. Then TCMW(f) is the least integer n ≤ ∞
such that there exist open subsets U0, . . . , Un ofX×X on each of which
there is a map si : Ui → X satisfying (f × f) ◦∆2 ◦ si ≃ (f × f)|Ui

for
i = 0, . . . , n. We also note that Scott defines topological complexity
TCS(f) of a map in [Sco20, Definition 3.1], and he shows that these
two definitions are equivalent.

Let (a, b) ∈ Ui ⊆ X×X . So si(a, b) ∈ X . Then (f ×f)◦∆2 ◦ si(a, b) ∈
∆2(Y ). Yet, we cannot conclude that the restriction

(f × f)|Ui
: (Ui, Ui ∩∆2(X)) → (Y,∆2(Y ))

is inessential in the sense of Definition 2.12. However, if we assume
(f×f)|Ui

is inessential, then the map f ×f : Ui → Y ×Y is homotopic
to a map Ui → ∆2(Y ). Thus by [Sco20, Theorem 3.4] we get the
following.

(3.6) TCMW(f) = TCS(f) ≤ TC2(f).
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We do not yet know if TC2(f) = TCMW(f).

In the remaining we study some properties and upper bound of TCn(f).
The following result generalizes some parts of [Rud10, Proposition 3.3],
Proposition 3.1 and Corollary 3.3 in [BGRT14].

3.7. Proposition. Let f : X → Y be a map between CW spaces. Then

TCn(f) ≤ TCn+1(f) ≤ cat(fn+1) ≤ (n+ 1) cat(f)

for all n ≥ 2. In particular, the growth of TCn(f) is linear with respect

to n.

Proof. The first inequality follows from Definition 3.2 and Proposition
3.4(ii). The second inequality follows from the definitions of TCn(f)
and cat(fn). The last inequality follows from (1.1). �

Using the arguments in the proof of [LM15, Lemma 3.5], one can show
the following.

3.8. Proposition. If id : X → X is the identity map, then TCn(X) =

qscat(idn).

3.9. Proposition. Let f : X → Y be a map between connected CW-

complexes. Then TCn(f) ≤ min{TCn(X),TCn(Y )}.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.8 (ii) and 3.8. �

It is well known that TCn(X) ≤ cat(Xn) for any path-connected space.
So

TCn(f) ≤ min{n cat(X), n cat(Y )}.

3.10. Example. Let f : S1 → S1 be the map defined by z 7→ zp where
p > 0. So deg(f) = p, and so f is essential. Thus 1 ≤ TC2(f). On
the other hand TC2(f) ≤ srelcat((S1)2,∆2(S

1)). So, by Example 2.18,
TC2(f) = 1 and it does not depend on the degree of f .

4. Weak topological complexity of a map

In this section we recall the concept of weak sectional category and
weak topological complexity following [GV10]. Then we introduce the
concept of weak higher topological complexity of a map and study some
of its properties.
Let X be a space and k ≥ 1. Recall that ∆k : X → Xk is the diagonal
map. Let X [k+1] be the (k + 1)-fold smash-product. Then the weak
category of X , denoted by wcat(X), is the least integer k such that

the composition X
∆k+1

−−−→ Xk+1 q
−→ X [k+1] is null homotopic where q is
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the quotient map. The paper [BH60] introduced this and showed that
wcat(X) ≤ cat(X).
Let ξ : E → X be a map. Then the kth fatwedge of ξ for 0 ≤ k ∈ Z is
the map

ξk : T
k(ξ) → Xk+1

which is defined inductively by the following.

(1) ξ0 := ξ : E → X and T 0(ξ) := E.
(2) Assume that ξk−1 : T

k−1(ξ) → Xk is defined. Then ξk and
T k(ξ) is constructed from the following homotopy commutative
diagram.

• E ×Xk

T k(ξ)

X × T k−1(ξ) Xk+1.

ξ×id
Bk

ξk

idB×ξk−1

That is, ξk is the join of the maps idB × ξk−1 and ξ × idBk .

4.1. Definition. [GV10, Definition 1.4] Let ξ : E → X be a map and
Ck(ξ) the homotopy cofiber of ξk : T

k(ξ) → Xk+1 with an induced map
ξMk

: Xk+1 → Ck(ξ). Then the weak sectional category of ξ, denoted
by wsecat(ξ), is the least positive integer k such that the composition

X
∆k+1

−−−→ Xk+1
ξM

k−−→ Ck(ξ) is inessential.

In particular, one can define the following.

4.2. Definition. The nth weak topological complexity of X , denoted
by wTCn(X), is the weak sectional category of πn defined in (3.2).
That is wTCn(X) := wsecat(πn) for n ≥ 2.

Note that when n = 2 then wTC2(X) is wTC(X) of [GV10, Section
3]. Also X is homotopy equivalent to XI via the map x 7→ cx where
cx : I → X is the constant map defined by cx(t) = x. That is πn is the
fibrational substitution of the diagonal map ∆n for n ≥ 2. Therefore,
wTCn(X) = wsecat(∆n). Now we extend this concept to define weak
topological complexity of a map.

4.3. Definition. Let f : X → Y be a map. Then the weak topological
complexity of f , denoted by wTCn(f), is the weak sectional category

of the composition X
∆n−−→ Xn fn

−→ Y n.
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In particular, if id : X → X is the identity map then wTCn(id) =
wTCn(X) for n ≥ 2.
Let R be a commutative ring with unity. Then, for n ≥ 2, the element
u ∈ H∗(Xn;R) is called a zero-divisor class of grade n if ∆∗

nu = 0
where ∆n : X → Xn is the diagonal map. The zero-divisors-cup-length
of grade n, denoted by zclRn (X), for X is the maximal k such that
u1 ⌣ · · · ⌣ uk 6= 0 provided each ui is a zero-divisor class of grade n.

4.4. Proposition. Let f : X → Y be a map and gn = fn ◦ ∆n for

n ≥ 2. Then, wTCn(f) ≤ wcat(Y n) and wTCn(f) ≥ nil(kerg∗n).
In particular, wTCn(X) ≤ wcat(Xn) and wTCn(X) ≥ zclRn (X).

Proof. This follows from [GV10, Theorem 21] and Definition 4.3. �
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