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ABSTRACT. A topological space is called self-covering if it is a nontrivial cover of
itself. We prove that a closed self-covering manifold M with free abelian fundamental
group fibers over a circle under mild assumptions. In particular, we give a complete
answer to the question whether a self-covering manifold with fundamental group Z is
a fiber bundle over S, except for the 4-dimensional smooth case. As an algebraic
Hilfssatz, we develop a criterion for finite generation of modules over a commutative
Noetherian ring. We also construct examples of self-covering manifolds with non-free
abelian fundamental group, which are not fiber bundles over S'.

1. INTRODUCTION

A topological space is called self-covering if it is homeomorphic, or more generally
homotopy equivalent, to a nontrivial covering space of itself. Self-covering spaces, es-
pecially self-covering manifolds, are well-studied in the literature (see e.g. [3], [10], [42]
and [48]). Many works about self-covering spaces including this paper are motivated by
the following questions.

Which closed manifolds admit a self-covering structure? And what geo-
metric structures does a self-covering manifold possess?

The simplest self-covering closed manifold is a circle. In this paper, we study when a
closed self-covering manifold is a fiber bundle over a circle.

We work in the category of smooth (DIFF), piecewise-linear (PL) and topological
(TOP) manifolds simultaneously. Throughout this paper, the abbreviation CAT stands
for any of these categories. In particular, a CAT manifold is a smooth, piecewise-linear
or topological manifold, and a CAT isomorphism is a diffeomorphism, a piecewise-linear
homeomorphism or a homeomorphism, etc.

We start with a simple observation. Let F' be a closed CAT manifold and f be an
automorphism of F. Then the quotient space M = F' x [0,1]/ ~ with (x,0) ~ (f(z),1)
is a CAT fiber bundle over S' with fiber I and monodromy f. For each integer k > 0,
let My = F x[0,1]/ ~ with (x,0) ~ (f*(x),1). Then M, is a k-fold cover of M. If there
is an automorphism ¢g: F — F such that f*g is CAT pseudo-isotopic to g f or gf~!, then
M is isomorphic to M, and we obtain a self-covering manifold M, which is a fiber bundle
over S'. The motivation of this paper is to study whether every self-covering manifold
can be constructed in this way. In other words, we study the following question.
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Question 1.1. Suppose M is a connected closed CAT n-manifold, which is isomorphic
to a k-fold cover M, of itself for some k& > 1. Is M a CAT fiber bundle over S with mon-
odromy f such that f*g is CAT pseudo-isotopic to gf or gf~! for some automorphism
g of F?

The answer to Question 1.1 is negative in general as we construct two types of coun-
terexamples in Theorems C and D. However, under restrictions of the fundamental
group, one may obtain a positive answer. A special case of Question 1.1 is the following.

Question 1.2. Is a connected closed self-covering CAT n-manifold M with m (M) = Z
a CAT fiber bundle over S'?

Though depending on both the dimension and the category, the answer to Question
1.2 is almost always positive. The question is trivial for n < 2. For n = 3, an affirmative
answer is given by the classical theory of 3-manifolds. We will give an answer to Question
1.2 in dimension > 4 in this paper. The main result is a fibering theorem for self-covering
manifolds with free abelian fundamental group in dimension > 5 (Theorem B).

To fiber a manifold M over a circle, one could apply the classical fibering theorem of
Browder-Levine [4], or more generally, the theorems of Farrell [13] and Siebenmann [41].
We would like to emphasize that all these theorems rely on the assumption that the
infinite cyclic cover M, of M induced by certain epimorphism (M) — Z is homotopy
equivalent to a finite CW complex. This finiteness condition is indeed necessary for M
being fibered over a circle. In fact, for a fiber bundle M over S!, the infinite cyclic
cover corresponding to the epimorphism (M) — 71(S') is homotopy equivalent to the
fiber I, which is a closed manifold. Therefore our key step toward the fibering theorem
of self-covering manifolds is to deduce the homotopy finiteness from the self-covering
assumption. This is a problem in homotopy theory. So we first study the infinite
cyclic coverings of CW complexes, which itself has a long history and many applications
(see e.g. [9], [21], [31] and [40]). In this paper, we prove that certain finiteness and
periodicity (Theorems A, 3.2 and 4.1) of the infinite cyclic covers can be derived from
the self-covering assumption of the bases.

To begin with, we state our finiteness theorem for CW complexes. Let X be a con-
nected CW complex with fundamental group m1(X) = G x Z, where G is a finitely
generated abelian group. Let X} be the finite cyclic cover of X with my(Xy) = G x (kZ),
and let X, be the infinite cyclic cover with m1(X ) = G x 0. Recall that a CW complex
is of finite type if there are only finitely many cells in each dimension, whereas the di-
mension of the complex may be infinite; a space is finitely dominated if it is dominated
by a finite CW complex.

Theorem A. Let X be defined as above. Suppose there exists a homotopy equivalence
h: X — Xp withk > 1 and hy(G x 0) = G x 0, where hy : m(X) — m(Xy) is the
1somorphism induced by h. If X is homotopy equivalent to a CW complex of finite type
(resp. is finitely dominated), then so is Xo.

Remark 1.3. The assumption hy(G x 0) = G x 0 in Theorem A is reflected in the
following geometric picture. Suppose X is a fiber bundle over S! with fiber ' and
m(F) = G x 0. Then X}, is also a bundle over S with the same fiber. If the map
h: X — X}, preserves the bundle structure, then hy(G x 0) = G x 0.
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Remark 1.4. In Theorem A, even if X is homotopy equivalent to a finite CW complex,
the conclusion can not be strengthened to “X., is homotopy equivalent to a finite CW
complex”. For example, if Y is finitely dominated but not homotopy equivalent to a
finite CW complex, then X =Y x S! is homotopy equivalent to a finite CW complex
with X, ~ Y. In Theorem C, we present a closed smooth manifold as an additional
counterexample.

Now we consider self-covering manifolds under the same assumption. Namely, let M
be a connected closed CAT manifold with fundamental group m (M) = G x Z, where G
is an abelian group. Let Mj be the finite cyclic cover of M with m (M) = G x (kZ).
Assume that there exists a homotopy equivalence h : M — M, for some k > 1 such that
the induced isomorphism hy: m (M) — m (M},) satisfies hy(G x 0) = G' x 0. In this case,
the composition

(1.1) 7 GxZ5 G x (kL) — kL.

is an isomorphism, and hence the image of 1 € Z is either k or —k.

Definition 1.5. If the composition of (1.1) maps 1 to k, we say that h preserves the ori-
entation of the deck transformations. Otherwise, we say that h reverses the orientation
of the deck transformations.

Theorem B. Let M, G and h : M — M, be defined as above. Suppose that G = 7" for
somer >0, and dim M > 5. When dim M = 5, we further assume that G = 0 and the
category is TOP. Then the following statements hold.

(1) The manifold M is a CAT fiber bundle over S* with connected fiber F and
7T1(F) =G x0.

(2) There is a homotopy equivalence g : F — F such that f*g is homotopic to
gf (resp. gf~') when h preserves (resp. reverses) the orientation of the deck
transformations, where f : F' — I 1is the monodromy action.

(8) Furthermore, if h is a CAT isomorphism, then there is a CAT automorphism
g: F' — F such that f*q is CAT pseudo-isotopic to gf (resp. gf~') when h
preserves (resp. reverses) the orientation of the deck transformations.

Theorem B gives a positive answer to Question 1.1 in dimension > 5 under the as-
sumption that m (M) =Z" X Z and hy(Z" x 0) = Z" x 0, and in dimension 5 as well for
the TOP category when m (M) =7Z

Remark 1.6. When dim M = 5, even if G = 0, the conclusion of Theorem B is no
longer true for DIFF and PL, see Theorem F.

Furthermore, the monodromy f in Theorem B has certain homological periodicity
(Corollary 1.7, which is a consequence of Theorem 4.1), and for special classes of mani-
folds, f is indeed periodic up to isotopy (Corollary 1.8 and Corollary 1.9).

Corollary 1.7. Let M, h: M — My, and f: F — F be as in Theorem B, where h is a
homotopy equivalence. Then there exist positive integers m prime to k, and | such that

fm=id: H(F;Z))T — H,(F;Z))T and f'=id: H(F;Z) — Hy(F;7Z),
where Hy(F;Z) = 5 H;(F;Z) and T is the torsion subgroup of He(F';Z).
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Corollary 1.8. Let M, h, F and f be as in Theorem B with dim M =5 (hence CAT =
TOP and G = 0), where h is a homotopy equivalence. Then ™ is topologically isotopic
to idp for some m > 0 prime to k.

Recall that a smooth manifold is almost parallelizable if the tangent bundle is trivial
outside an arbitrary point.

Corollary 1.9. Let M, h, F and f be as in Theorem B. Assume M is a smooth (2n+1)-
manifold with n > 3, m(M) = Z and m;(M) = 0 for all 1 < i < n. Assume h is a
diffeomorphism and F is almost parallelizable, then f! is smooth isotopic to idr for some
[>0.

Remark 1.10. In Corollary 1.9, to fulfill the assumption that F'is almost parallelizable,
it suffices to assume instead either M is almost parallelizable or n = 3. Actually, if n = 3,
then F is 2-connected and dim F' = 6, and hence F is a connected sum of copies of S3 x S?
(c.f. [45, Theorem 1]).

Note that, if f!is isotopic to idp for some [ > 0, then M, is a trivial bundle, and M,
is isomorphic to M, as bundles for all ¢ > 1, i.e., the cyclic covering spaces {M; | i > 0}
of M are periodic.

The conclusion of Theorem B may fail if we drop the assumption that G = Z". There
exist self-covering manifolds M such that M., are not homotopy equivalent to finite
CW complexes (Theorem C). There also exist self-covering manifolds M which are not
fiber bundles over a circle, though M, are homotopy equivalent to finite CW complexes
(Theorem D). In the statement of the following theorems, we use the standard notations
in number theory (cf. [49, Theorem 4.10]): for a prime number p, h, (resp. h') is the

first (resp. second) factor of the class number of Z[¢,|, where £, = exp(2mv/—1/p).

Theorem C. Let p be a prime number such that both h; and h have odd prime factors.
Then for each integer n > 9, there exists a connected closed smooth n-manifold M such
that:

(1) M is stably parallelizable and 7 (M) =7Z/p X Z;

(2) M is diffeomorphic to a finite cover M with m(My) = Z/p x (kZ) for some
k>1;

(8) The infinite cyclic cover My, with m(Ms) = Z/p x 0 is not homotopy equivalent
to any finite CW complex.

Theorem D. Let p be the one in Theorem C. For each n > 5 and each connected closed
smooth (n — 1)-manifold F with m(F) = Z/p, there exists a connected closed smooth
n-manifold M such that:

(1) M is smooth h-cobordant to F x S*, hence w1 (M) = Z/pxZ and M, is homotopy
equivalent to F';

(2) M s diffeomorphic to My for all k > 1;

(3) For all ¢ > 1, M, is not a topological fiber bundle over S*.

Prime numbers satisfying the conditions in Theorem C and D can be found by com-
paring the table in [49, p. 352] and the main table in [39, p. 935]. An instance is p = 191.
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In the above examples, since m (M) = Z/p x Z, an isomorphism h : M — M,
automatically satisfies the condition hy(G x 0) = G x 0 with G = Z/p. Therefore they
satisfy all the assumptions in Theorem B except that G = Z". These examples also
show that the answer to Question 1.1 is negative in general.

Now we focus on the special case of Question 1.1 — Question 1.2. As we have seen,
by Theorem B, it has an affirmative answer in dimension > 5 and in dimension 5 for the
TOP category. We list the the answer to Question 1.2 in low dimensions as follows.

In dimension 3, the categories DIFF, PL and TOP are the same. It’s well-known that a
closed 3-manifold M with 71 (M) = Z is a fiber bundle over S* (without the self-covering
assumption). In fact, by the solution of Poincaré Conjecture, such a manifold is prime
20, p. 27], and hence is homeomorphic to the product S' x S? if it is orientable, and
homeomorphic to the twisted product S*xS? if it is non-orientable ([20, Theorem 5.2]).

In dimension 4, we have an analogous result for self-covering manifolds with funda-
mental group Z.

Theorem E. Let M be a connected closed topological 4-manifold with m (M) = Z. If M
is homotopy equivalent to My for some k > 1, then M is homeomorphic to the product
S x 83 if it is orientable, or homeomorphic to the twisted product S*xS® if it is non-
orientable. Here S'x S is the S*-bundle over S* with monodromy f(x1,xs, 23, 14) =
([L’l, T2, T3, —1'4).

By Theorem E, a smooth self-covering 4-manifold with fundamental group Z is home-
omorphic to S x S% or S'x8%. If it is a smooth fiber bundle over S, the fiber must be
S3 by the solution of Poincaré Conjecture. The space of orientation-preserving diffeo-
morphisms of S? is path-connected (Cerf’s Theorem [6, p. 3, Theorem 1], see also [19]),
therefore a smooth S®-bundle over S! is diffeomorphic to S* x S? or S'xS%. Hence in
this case, a positive answer to Question 1.2 is equivalent to the uniqueness of smooth
structures of S* x S% and S'x S5

In dimension 5 the answer to Question 1.2 is negative in the smooth category.

Theorem F. There is a connected closed smooth 5-manifold M with 7 (M) = Z satis-
fying the following properties. The manifold M is diffeomorphic to My for some k > 1;
however, M, is not a smooth (piecewise linear) fiber bundle over S* for all ¢ > 1.

We summarize the answer to Question 1.2 in the table

|dim <3| dim=4 |dim=5]|dim>6

DIFF yes unknown yet no yes
PL yes unknown yet no yes
TOP yes yes yes yes

To show the finiteness properties of the infinite cyclic cover, we are led to questions
in commutative algebra. In fact, we need Theorem G as the algebraic foundation of
this paper, which may be of independent interest. This theorem helps us to reduce a
problem of modules to a problem of vector spaces.

Before stating the theorem, we set the notations and recall some basic facts from
commutative algebra. See Section 2 for more details. Let R be a Noetherian commu-
tative ring and S be a commutative R-algebra with generators t¢i,...,t,. Here by an
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R-algebra, we mean S is equipped with a ring homomorphism ¢ : R — S. In particular,
S is also a Noetherian commutative ring, and any S-module is naturally an R-module.
Let Spec(R) be the prime spectrum of R, i.e., the set of all prime ideals of R. For each
P € Spec(R), let k(P) be the residue field of R at P, i.e., the quotient field of R/P.

Let £ be an S-module and P € Spec(R), we consider the following property for a pair
(£, P).

Property 1.11. As a k(P)-vector space, k(P)®gr £ is finite-dimensional and the eigen-
values of the induced action of t; on k(P)®rL are integral over R/ P for every 1 < i < n.

Let 99t be a nonzero finitely generated S-module. By definition, a prime ideal P &€
Spec(R) is an associated prime ideal of 9t if P = Anng(z) for some = € 9M, ie., P is
the annihilator ideal of x. Let Assg(97) be the set of associated prime ideals of 91, then
Assp(9M) is a nonempty finite subset of Spec(R) (cf. Section 2).

Theorem G. Let R, S and 9 be defined as the above. The following statements are
equivalent.

(1) The pair (9, P) satisfies Property 1.11 for any P € Spec(R).
(2) The pair (MM, P) satisfies Property 1.11 for any P € Assg(9M).
(8) As an R-module, I is finitely generated.

Outline. In Section 2, we prove Theorem G which is the algebraic foundation of this
paper. In Section 3, the homological finiteness result Theorem 3.2 is proved. With
this preparation Theorem A is proved in Section 4. Section 5 includes the proof of the
fibering results of self-covering manifolds such as Theorems B and E and Corollaries 1.7,
1.8 and 1.9. On the other hand, the non-fibering Theorems C, D and I are proved in
Section 6. Finally, we propose some questions in Section 7.

Acknowledgement. We are indebted to Francis Thomas Farrell for his generous sup-
port over the years. He developed an obstruction theory of fibering manifolds over a
circle in his PhD thesis [13] over fifty years ago, which has deeply influenced the present
work. This paper is dedicated to him on the occasion of his 80th birthday.

We thank Chuangxun Cheng, John R. Klein, Linquan Ma, Xiaolei Wu, Li Yu and
Ruixiang Zhang for various discussions. We also thank Simon K. Donaldson and Alex
Waldron who informed us that Question 7.3 is still open. We express our gratitude to
an anonymous referee who meticulously read the paper and made many helpful sugges-
tions which led to an improved presentation. The first author is partially supported by
NSFC11871272, the second author is partially supported by NSFC12071462, the third
author is partially supported by a Sloan fellowship.

2. ALGEBRAIC FOUNDATION

In this section, we prove Theorem G which is the algebraic foundation of this paper.
The proof uses extensively results in commutative algebra.

By our assumption, both R and S are Noetherian commutative rings, and S is an
R-algebra via the ring homomorphism ¢ : R — S and S is generated by t,...,t, as
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an R-algebra. Since 9 is a nonzero finitely generated S-module, the set Assg(9M) is
nonempty and finite (cf. [28, Theorems 6.1 & 6.5]). By [27, (9.A)] (or [28, Exercise 6.7]),

Assp(OM) = {71(Q) | Q € Assg(IM)}.
Thus Assg(9) is also nonempty and finite.
The difficult part of Theorem G is the implication (2) = (3). To prove it, we shall
reduce 9 to be a module with one generator over S. So we first discuss some quotient
rings of S.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose Q € Spec(S) and P = 17(Q). If (S/Q, P) satisfies Property 1.11,
then S/Q is a finitely generated R-module.

Proof. Since k(P) ®g (S/Q) is finite-dimensional over x(P) and the eigenvalues of t;
on it are integral over R/P, there is a monic polynomial f;(u) € (R/P)[u] such that
fi(t;) = 0 on this vector space. Thus we have the following commutative diagram.

5/Q 5/Q

| |

K(P) ®p (S/Q) —— k(P) ®r (S/Q)

Here the vertical maps are the map = +— 1 ® z. Since @ is prime, S/Q is a domain and
hence a torsion free module over R/P. Notice that

K(P) ®r (5/Q) = K(P) ®r/p (5/Q).
Thus these vertical maps are injective, which implies that the action of f;(;) on S/Q is
0. Let t; be the image of ¢; in S/Q. We see f;(t;) = 0in S/Q. Thus ¢; is integral over
R/P. Since S/Q is an R/P-algebra with generators ¢;, 1 < i < n, we infer S/Q is a
finitely generated R/P-module (]2, Corollary 5.2]), which implies the conclusion. O

X fi(ti)

Remark 2.2. Actually, it’'s unnecessary to assume the Noetherianity of R and S in
Lemma 2.1.

Let I be an ideal of S. Recall that the radical of I is another ideal of S, which is
defined as
VI={seS|s" el for some n > 0}.

Lemma 2.3. Let I be an ideal of S. If S/\/I is a finitely generated R-module, then so
is S/1.

Proof. Let J denote v/I. Tt suffices to prove that .J/I is a finitely generated R-module.
Since S is Noetherian, J* is a finitely generated S-module for all & > 0. Hence J*/J**!
is a finitely generated S/J-module. As S/J is a finitely generated R-module, we infer
that J*/J**1 is as well. By the Noetherianity of S again, J* C I when k is large enough.
Therefore, J/I is the quotient of an iterated extension of finitely many finitely generated
R-modules J*/J**1 and hence J/I is a finitely generated R-module. O

Lemma 2.4. Suppose £ is an S-module and Q) € Spec(S) such that @ C /Anng(L).
Let P = = 1(Q). Suppose further (£, P) satisfies Property 1.11. Then (M, P) satisfies
Property 1.11 for every S-submodule N of £.
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Proof. Firstly, we show that (Q*£/Q*1£, P) satisfies Property 1.11 for each k > 0.
By the right exactness of the tensor product, the epimorphism £ — £/Q£ yields an
epimorphism
K(P)®r L — k(P)®g (£/QL).
Since (£, P) satisfies Property 1.11, we proved the claim in the case of k = 0. Here we
use the fact that the set of eigenvalues of ¢; on k(P) ®g (£/QL) is a subset of that of ¢;

on k(P)®r L.
Since S is Noetherian, @ is a finitely generated S-module with some generators
qis---,qm. We obtain an epimorphism

m

@ ng/@k+1£ N Qk+1£/Qk+2£,

i=1
m
(.]71, R ,Im) — Z qiT;.
=1

Our first claim is proved by an induction on k.

Secondly, define O, = MNQFL for all & > 0. Here 91y = N. Since S is Noetherian and
Q C /Anng(£), when k is large enough, we have Q* C Anng(£), and hence Q*£ = 0
and O = 0 . Clearly, we have the following exact sequence of S-modules

0 — M/ Mpsr — QFL/QF L.

Note that this is actually an exact sequence of S/@-modules and hence R/P-modules.
Since x(P) is flat over R/P, we have an exact sequence

0= k(P)@r/p (Mi/Niy1) = K(P) @r/p Qb e/QM1e),
which is actually the the same as
0— I{(P) Xr (‘ﬁk/‘ﬁkﬂ) — ,Lg(P) ®nr (QkS/Qk+1£)

We infer (DM, /9My41, P) satisfies Property 1.11, because so does (Q*£/Q* &, P).
By the right exactness of the tensor product again, the exact sequence

‘ﬁkH — ‘ﬂk — ‘ﬁk/‘ﬁkH —0
induces an exact sequence
KJ(P) Rpr ‘ﬂkH — K(P) Rp N — K(P) KR (‘ﬁk/‘ﬂkﬂ) — 0.

Since M, = 0 when k is large enough, by a decreasing induction on k, we see (I, P)
satisfies Property 1.11. O

Proposition 2.5. Suppose £ is a finitely generated S-module such that Assg(£) = {Q}.
Let P = 17Y(Q). Suppose further (£, P) satisfies Property 1.11. Then £ is a finitely
generated R-module.

Proof. Firstly, we claim that S/Q is a finitely generated R-module. By definition, there
exists © € £ such that Anng(x) = (. Thus, we have a monomorphism of S-modules:

S/Q — £,
s+Q +— sz
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Furthermore, since £ is a finitely generated S-module and Assg(£) = {Q}, we see
VAnng(£) = @ (28, Theorem 6.6]). As (£, P) satisfies Property 1.11, by Lemma 2.4,
we further infer (S/Q, P) satisfies Property 1.11. Now our claim follows from Lemma 2.1.

By assumption, £ is a finitely generated nonzero S-module. In other words, £ =
Z;il Sz; for some nonzero x; € £. To finish the proof, it suffices to show S/I; = Sx; is
a finitely generated R-module for each ¢, where I; = Anng(z;). Since Sx; C £, by the
definition of associated prime ideals, we have

Assg(S/1;) = Assg(Sx;) C Assg(£) = {Q}.

As S/I; # 0, the set Assg(S/1I;) is nonempty ([28, Theorem 6.1]). Thus Assg(S/I;) =
{Q@}, which further implies /I; = Q ([28, Theorem 6.6]). As we already know S/Q is a
finitely generated R-module, by Lemma 2.3, S/I; is also a finitely generated R-module,
which finishes the proof. O

We are ready to prove Theorem G.
Proof of Theorem G. (1) = (2). This is trivial since Assg(9) C Spec(R).

(2) = (3). Since S is Noetherian and 9 is a finitely generated nonzero S-module,
by the primary decomposition of the zero submodule (|28, Theorem 6.8]), there exist
S-submodules 91; of M, 1 < i < k, such that

k
i=1

and Assg(D/M;) = {Q;} for some Q; € Assg(IM).

By [27, (9.A)] (or [28, Exercise 6.7]), for each Q;, we have P, = .7 1(Q;) € Assg(IM).
Thus, by assumption, (90, P;) satisfies Property 1.11. Since the tensor product is right
exact, the projection 9t — 9M/M; induces an epimorphism

R(P) @9 — K(B)) ©r (T/M,).

Thus (9/9M;, P;) satisfies Property 1.11. By Proposition 2.5, we have 9t/90; is a finitely
generated R-module.
By (2.1), the diagonal homomorphism

k
m — @ m/m;
j=1
is injective. Since each 2MT/9M; is a finitely generated R-module and R is Noetherian, 9t
is also a finitely generated R-module.

(3) = (1). Let P € Spec(R). Since M is a finitely generated R-module, as a k(P)-
vector space, k(P) ®g 9 is finite dimensional. Furthermore, by ([2, Proposition 2.4)),
there is a monic polynomial f;(u) € R[u] such that the action of f;(¢;) on 9 is zero.
Thus, the action of f;(¢;) on k(P) ®g M is also zero. In particular, the eigenvalues of
the induced t;-action on x(P) ®p 9 are integral over R/P. O

Remark 2.6. Actually, the implication (3) = (1) in Theorem G does not need the
assumption that R and S are Noetherian.
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To prove Theorem 3.2, we also need the following Proposition 2.7 on eigenvalues.

Proposition 2.7. Let R be a Noetherian domain. Let K be the quotient field of R. Let
o be an automorphism of R. By abusing notations, we also use o to denote the induced
automorphism of K. Suppose A and B are square matrices with entries in K, and B is
invertible. Suppose further there exist an integer n > 1 and a unit u € R such that

(2.2) o(A) =uBA"B™".
Then, for each nonzero eigenvalue X of A, both X\ and A\=' are integral over R.

Let L be the splitting field of the characteristic polynomial of A. Then L/K is a finite
algebraic extension.

Lemma 2.8. ¢ extends to be an automorphism of L.

Proof. Let K’ be the algebraic closure of K. Then ¢ extends to be an automorphism of
K'. Considering L as a subfield of K’, it suffices to show that o(L) = L. Let A be an
eigenvalue of A. Clearly, o(\) is an eigenvalue of 0(A). By (2.2), there is an eigenvalue
A1 of A such that o(\) = uA!. Since u € L and \; € L, we see o(\) € L. Thus
o(L) C L. Since [L: K| = [o(L) : K] is finite, we obtain o(L) = L. O

Let R be the integral closure of R in L. Then R is a domain ([2, Corollary 5.3]). By
the argument as in the proof of [2, Proposition 5.12], we immediately get the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.9. The field L is the quotient field of R.

__ Furthermore, by the Mori-Nagata Theorem ([36, Proposition 6], see also [35, (33.10)]),
R is a Krull domain. By definition, R being a Krull domain means there exists a family
{v; | i € 3} of discrete valuations v; : L'\ {0} — Z such that

(2.3) R\ {0} = (o ([0, +00))
i€3
and, for each z € L\ {0}, v;(z) = 0 for all but finitely many ¢ € J. See [28, § 12] for more

details about Krull domains, and see [2, p. 94| for the definition of a discrete valuation.

Lemma 2.10. For each eigenvalue A of A and each integer m > 0, there exist an x,, € L

and a unit u,, € R such that A = u,x), .
Proof. Applying (2.2) repeatedly, we obtain
o*(A) = o(u)o(B)o(A)"o(B)~" = o(u)o(B)u"BA" B ¢(B)
and hence
A=usBy 072 (A"z) . BQ_I,

where uy = o7 (u)o ™2 (u") is a unit of R and By = o' (B)o?(B). By an induction on
m, we obtain

A=u,B,, -c™ (A”m) . B;bl

with u,, a unit of R. Now the desired conclusion follows. O
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Proof of Proposition 2.7. Suppose A # 0 is an eigenvalue of A. Let v; be a discrete
valuation in (2.3). By Lemma 2.10, for each integer m > 0, we have A\ = u,,z" for a
unit u,, € R and z,, € L. Then

0i(A) = vi(um) + "0 (T) = 04+ n" v (T) = n"vi(T,).

Thus n™ divides v;(A) for each m > 0. Since n > 1, we infer v;(A) = 0 which also implies
v;(A71) = 0. By (2.3), both A and A~! are in R, which finishes the proof. O

3. CW CoMPLEX: HOMOLOGICAL FINITENESS

In this section, we prove a homological finiteness theorem which is the algebraic topo-
logical foundation of this work. Let us first explain its assumption, which is more general
than that of Theorem A.

Let X be a connected CW complex. Suppose there is an epimorphism

(3.1) v: m(X)—= G xZ,

where G is a finitely generated abelian group. Let X}, be the k-cover of X with m (X}) =
0 (G x kZ), and X, be the infinite cyclic cover of X with m(X,) = ¢ (G x 0).
Assume that there is a homotopy equivalence h : X — X for some k > 1, such that the

induced isomorphism hy : m (X) =5 m1(X}) satisfies
(3.2) hy(ker p) =kerp and hy(p (G x 0)) = ¢ (G x 0).

In the special case that ¢ = id, the space X satisfies the assumption of Theorem A.
By (3.2), the above hy induces an isomorphism

(3.3) [hy]: G X Z — G x (kZ) with [h](G x 0) = G x 0.
The epimorphism ¢: m (X ) — G gives rise to an action

Let Ry be a commutative Noetherian ring, and let R = Ry[G| be the group ring. We
identify the group ring Ry[G x Z] with the Laurent polynomial ring R[t,t™!], where ¢
corresponds to 1 € Z. Both R and R[t, '] are Noetherian commutative rings. Under
the action of (3.4), R is a m (X )-module, and ¢ acts on X, via deck transformation.
The cellular chain complex Co(X; R) with local coefficient system R is a chain complex
of free R[t,t~']-modules, with a basis corresponding to the cells of X.

Proposition 3.1. If X is of finite type, then the homology group H;(X; R) is a finitely
generated R[t,t~']-module for each j.

Proof. Since X is of finite type, C;(Xw; R) is a free R[t,t™']-module of finite rank for
each j. The conclusion follows from the Noetherianity of R[t,¢!]. O

The main result of this section is the following stronger finiteness theorem.

Theorem 3.2. If X is of finite type, then the homology group H;(X.; R) is a finitely
generated R-module for each j.
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We prove this theorem in the rest of this section.

For each P € Spec(R), let x(P) be the residual field of R at P, i.e. the quotient field
of R/P. We first study the eigenvalues of the action of the deck transformation ¢ on
k(P)®r Hj(Xw; R).

Lifting the homotopy equivalence h: X — X} to the covering space X, one gets
a homotopy equivalence h: X, — Xo. By assumption (3.3), hy: m(Xo) — m1(Xoo)
induces an automorphism [Ay)|gxo: G — G. Extend the isomorphism [hy]: Gx0 — Gx0
in (3.3) to an automorphism o of the group ring R = Ry[G]:

o (Z aigi) = Zai [hﬁ](Qi),

where a; € Ry and g; € G. Then the homotopy equivalence h induces a o-twisted
R-module isomorphism h,: H;(X; R) — Hj(Xw; R). Here o-twisted means, for any
r € R and z € H;(X«; R), the following equality always holds

(3.5) ha(rz) = a(r)h.(z).

Next we examine the commutativity between h, and the action of ¢ on H;(X,; R).
The isomorphism [hy] in (3.3) has the form

(3.6) [hy]: GXZ — GXZ, (g,n)w (0(g)+ngo, £kn),

where [h4](0,1) = (go, k). Generalizing Definition 1.5, we say h preserves the orienta-
tion of deck transformations if [hy](0,1) = (go, k) and h reverses the orientation of deck

transformations if otherwise. From (3.6), we see that the chain map h,: Co(Xoo; R) —
Co(Xoo; R) satisfies

(3.7) hy -t = go-t2% Dy,
and hence the same equality holds for h,: He(Xu; R) — He(Xoo; R).

By Proposition 3.1 and [28, Theorem 6.1, 6.5], Asspy;-1](H;(X; R)) is a nonempty
finite set provided that H;(X«; R) is nonzero. Also by [27, (9.A)],

Assp(Hj(Xoo; R)) = {QN R | Q € Assp—1(Hj(Xoo; R))},
which is also finite.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose P € Assp(H;j(Xoo; R)), and k(P) @r H;j(Xs; R) is a nonzero
finite-dimensional k(P)-vector space. Then the eigenvalues of t and t=* actions on this
vector space are integral over R/P.

Proof. Lifting to covering spaces, the homotopy equivalence h: X — X, induces a family
of homotopy equivalences Xi-1 — X, for all 7 > 0. Composing these maps we obtain
homotopy equivalences h;: X — X for all i« > 0. Note that h;: X — X lifts to a
homotopy equivalence X, — X, which is exactly El, the i-fold composition of h.

By (3.7), we have Ei it =gyt -Ei for some g, € G. Replacing h, with Ei if necessary,
we may assume h preserves the orientation of deck transformation.

We know h,: Hj(Xo; R) — H;(Xo; R) is a o-twisted isomorphism of R-modules (c.f.
(3.5)) and o is an automorphism of R. It follows from the definition of the associated
prime ideals that if P’ € Assgp(H;(Xw; R)), then so are o(P’) and o' (P’). Thus, o acts
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on the finite set Assp(H;(Xoo; R)). Then o acts trivially on Assp(H;(Xoo; R)) for some

i > 0. Note that h, is o'-twisted. Replacing h, with &, if necessary, we may assume
o(P) = P. In this case, o induces automorphisms of R/P and x(P).

The o-twisted R-module isomorphism h,: H;(Xo; R) — H;j(Xo; R) extends to a
well-defined map o ® h,: k(P)®@p H;(Xoo; R) — k(P) ®r H;j(Xw; R). By (3.7), we have
the following equality

t=(c®@h) " go-t"- (0 @h,),

of actions on £(P) ®@g H;(Xe; R), where t and go stand for £(P)-linear maps 1 ® ¢ and
1 ® go respectively. Since (0 ® h,)™! is o~ !-twisted, we have

(3.8) t=0"1g) - (c@h)"-t" (0 @h,).

The map 0 ®h, is not x(P)-linear, to obtain a x(P)-linear transformation, we proceed
as follows. By assumption, x(P)®pr H;(Xo; R) is a finite dimensional x(P)-vector space.

Identify this vector space with x(P)™ for some m > 0 and view t, gy, 0 ® h, as maps on
k(P)™. Define a map

Oyt K(P)" — K(P)™, (21,...,2m) — (0(z1),...,0(xm)).
Then, by (3.8), we have
P, 0" = go- (Po(0® -
= g0 (Po(c®@h)™") tF (Po(o® E*)_l)_l :

Now t, ®,t®! and &, (0 ® h,)~! are k(P)-linear transformations of x(P)™ and hence
can be identified with square matrices over x(P). If ¢ is represented by a matrix A,
then ®,t®, ! is represented by o(A). Note also that gy € G is a unit in the group ring
R = Ry[G], hence a unit in R/P. We finish the proof by taking R, A, B, u and n in
Proposition 2.7 as R/P, t, ®,(c ® h,)™', go and k respectively. O

Remark 3.4. The proof of Lemma 3.3 can be significantly simplified if G = 0. In
this case, h, is an R-module isomorphism and it is easy to show that the eigenvalues
of ! on k(P) ®r Hj(Xs; R) are roots of unity and hence integral over R/P for each
P € Spec(R), without referring to Proposition 2.7. See the proof of Theorem 4.1 (2).

We view k(P) as a m(X)-, m1(X,)- and 7 (X )-module via the homomorphisms
m(X) 5 G XxZ =G, m(X,)5GxqZ -G and m(Xy) > G

respectively. The cellular chain complex Co(X,; k(P)) = k(P) ®r Co(X,; R) and the
homology groups H;(X,: k(P)) are vector spaces over x(P).

Lemma 3.5. The dimension dim,py H;(Xyi; k(P)) is less than or equal to the number
of j-cells of X for any i >0 and P € Spec(R).

Proof. The homotopy equivalence h; : X — X} induces an isomorphism

(3.9) hiet Hi(X;his(P)) — Hj(Xps; 6(P)),
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where h; pulls back x(P) on Xy to be his(P) on X. By (3.3), the isomorphism h;y :
m1(X) — m (Xyi) induces an isomorphism

G X7 =G x (K7)
such that G x 0 maps onto G x 0. Let L; C G x Z be the preimage of 0 x (k'Z). Then

L; is a complement of G x 0 in G x Z. Let X be the cover of X with m(X) = ¢~(L;).
Then the deck transformation group of X — X is GG. Note that

Co(X:hR(P)) = k(P) @ Co(X;hER)  and  Co(X:hiR) = Cu(X; Ry),

where P’ = ¢='(P). Since C4(X: Ry) is a chain complex of free R-modules with a basis
corresponding to the cells of X, we infer dim,py H;(X;h;x(P)) is less than or equal to
the number of the j-cells of X. Note that ¢ induces a field isomorphism x(P') — x(P),
and (3.9) is actually a o’-twisted isomorphism. Therefore,

dim,{(p) Hj(in; K(P)) = dimﬁ(p/) Hj(X; h:/ﬁ(P)),
which implies the conclusion. O

Lemma 3.6. The homology group H;(Xoo; k(P)) is a finite-dimensional k(P)-vector
space for each j and P € Spec(R).

Proof. The chain complex Co(Xoo; k(P)) = k(P) ®@p Co(Xs; R) is a chain complex of
free modules over k(P) ®g R[t,t7'] = r(P)[t,t~!] with a basis corresponding to the cells
of X. As the localization of the principal ideal domain (PID) x(P)[t] at t, the ring
k(P)[t,t71] is also a PID (see also the third paragraph in [31, p. 117]). Since X is of
finite type, H;(Xo; k(P)) is a finitely generated x(P)[t, ¢ '|-module. By the structure
theorem for finitely generated modules over a PID, it suffices to show H;(X; r(P)) is
a k(P)[t,t7!]-torsion module.

Associated to the covering map X, — X, there is a short exact sequence of chain
complexes

x(t9—1

0 = Co(Xoo; 6(P)) “U5Y Cu(Xes K(P)) — Cu(Xy: K(P)) — 0

which induces the long exact sequence of homology groups

(310)  Hy(Xoo; s(P)) 5" Hy(Xuo; 5(P)) = Hy(Xy: k(P)) % Hy 1(Xoos 5(P)),

in which all maps are R-module homomorphisms and the maps x (¢t — 1) are R[t, ¢ ]-
module homomorphisms.
By (3.10), we obtain the exact sequence

0 = Hy(Xoos A(P))/(t — 1) = H;(X; 5(P)).

Suppose H;(X«; £(P)) is not a x(P)[t,t~!|-torsion module, or equivalently, the free part
of H;(Xs;k(P)) is nonzero. Then

dim,(py Hj(Xg; £(P)) = dimyp) (Hj(Xoo; £(P)) /(81— 1)) > ¢

Thus dim,py H;(Xyi; £(P)) is unbounded when i tends to infinity, which contradicts
Lemma 3.5. O

We are ready to finish the proof of Theorem 3.2.
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. By Proposition 3.1, H;(X.; R) is a finitely generated R[t, ¢ ']-
module. We have to prove that it is a finitely generated R-module. The argument is
an induction on j. We shall apply Theorem G by taking S and 90 to be R[t,t"!] and
H;(X; R) respectively. We may assume H;(X; R) is nonzero.

For each P € Spec(R), since

C'(XOO§ H(P» = H(P> QR C-(XOO§ R)7

we may compare K(P) ®p He(Xoo; R) with He(Xoo; £(P)) by the Homological Univer-
sal Coefficient Spectral Sequence ([17, Theorem 5.5.1]). More precisely, choose an R-
projective resolution of k(P):

R(P) < My < My < -+ .

Let the double complex D, o be the tensor product of M, and Co(Xoo; R). In particular,
D;j = M; ®r Cj(Xo; R). This spectral sequence converges to He(Xoo; k(P)) with E*-
terms

E?; = Tor;(k(P), Hj(X; R)).

In particular, £ ; = k(P) ®r Hj(Xo; R).
For j = 0 and each P € Spec(R), we have

K(P) ®pr Hy(Xoo; R) = EOQ,O = E5Q = Ho(Xoo; 6(P)).

By Lemma 3.6, k(P) ®g Ho(Xoo; R) is finite-dimensional over x(P). By Lemma 3.3, the
eigenvalues of the ¢ and ¢~1 actions on k(P) ®p Hy(X.; R) are integral over R/ P if we
further have P € Assp(Hy(Xo; R)). Thus Hy(Xoo; R) is a finitely generated R-module
by the implication (2) = (3) in Theorem G. We obtain the conclusion for j = 0.

As inductive hypothesis, we assume H,,(X; R) are finitely generated R-modules for
all m < j. By the Noetherianity of R, the x(P)-vector spaces Efm are finite-dimensional
for all m < j and ¢+ > 0. Clearly, the differentials in the spectral sequence are R-module
homomorphisms and hence (P)-homomorphism. Therefore, 7, are finite-dimensional
k(P)-vector spaces for all r > 2, m < j, and ¢ > 0. Since

o .
B} = Egy © Hy(Xooi (P)),
by Lemma 3.6 again, Eg;z is finite-dimensional. We have the following exact sequence

El’f‘

dr r r+1
ri—ri1 — Eoj = Eo;m — 0

for all 7 > 2, where d, is a differential. Thus Ef; = x(P) ®g H;(X; R) is also finite-
dimensional by a decreasing induction on . Applying Lemma 3.3 and Theorem G again,
H;(Xo; R) is a finitely generated R-module. The inductive argument is completed. [

4. CW CoMPLEX: HOMOTOPY FINITENESS AND HOMOLOGICAL PERIODICITY

We prove Theorem A and a homological periodicity theorem (Theorem 4.1) in this
section.
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Proof of Theorem A. If X is homotopy equivalent to a CW complex of finite type, with-
out loss of generality, we may assume X itself is of finite type. Taking Ry = Z and
¢ =id in Theorem 3.2, we see that

H,(X:Z) = H;j(Xs; Z[G])

is a finitely generated Z|G]-module for each j. Here X is the universal cover of X. Since
G is finitely presented and Z[G] is a Noetherian ring, by Wall’s Theorems A and B in
[43], we infer X, is homotopy equivalent to a CW complex of finite type.

If X is finitely dominated, by Wall’'s Theorems A and F in [43], X is homotopy
equivalent to a CW complex of finite type. By the above arguments, so is X,,. Clearly,
X satisfies the condition D,, in Wall’s Theorem F for some n, hence so does X,,. By
Wall’s Theorems A and F again, X, is finitely dominated. U

In Theorems A and 3.2, the action of deck transformation on the homology groups of
X is actually periodic. This follows from the theorem below.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a CW complex of finite type, p: m(X) — Z be an epimorphism,
Xy be the finite cyclic cover of X with m(X},) = ¢ Y(kZ), and X be the infinite cyclic
cover with m (X)) = ker . Let d: Xo — X be the deck transformation corresponding
to 1 € Z. Assume there is a homotopy equivalence h: X — X, for some k > 1 such that
the induce isomorphism hy: m(X) — 7 (Xy) satisfies hy(ker @) = ker .

Then, for each degree j, the following statements hold.

(1) The homology group H;(Xs;Z) is a finitely generated abelian group.
(2) There exist positive integers m prime to k, and [ such that

A" =id : Hj(Xo;2)/T — Hj(Xoo; Z))T  and d- =id : Hj(Xoo; Z) = H;(Xoo; Z),
where T' is the torsion subgroup of H;(Xw; Z).

Proof. (1). This follows from Theorem 3.2 with Ry = Z and G = 0.

(2). As in the proof of Theorem 3.2, let h : X, — X, be the homotopy equivalence
induced from h. Then h, 1df§ﬁ* = dF' on H;j(X.;Z). (Here h, and d, are Z-module
isomorphisms, compare Remark 3.4.) The conclusion follows from the algebraic results
Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 4.4 below. U

Proposition 4.2. Suppose A and B are in GL(n; Z) such that BA*B~ = A*! for some
k> 1. Then A™ =1 for some positive m prime to k.

Proof. The assumption implies B2A* B=2 = A. And m is prime to k if it is prime to
k%. Therefore by replacing B with B? if necessary, we may assume BA*B~1 = A.

Let A be an eigenvalue of A, then the equation BA*B~! = A implies that A\* is an
eignvalue of A as well. We claim A is a root of unity. Otherwise, A would have infinitely
many distinct eigenvalues \** for all u € N, which is impossible. Let A(A) be the set
of the eigenvalues of A. Let H be the subgroup of the multiplicative group C \ {0}
generated by A(A), then H is finite, say of order m. Since A(A¥) = A(A), the map
2+ 2% is an automorphism of H. Therefore, m is prime to k.
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Let D = A™ then all eigenvalues of D are 1. Thus N = D — 1 is nilpotent. We have
to prove N is indeed 0. Suppose N* = 0 for some v > 0. When k¥ > u, we have
u—1
kv

DFfM—-1=1+N*¥-1=) —__N¥
(1+N) Z(k”—z’)!z’!

i=1
Thus for each » € N, we have k" divides all entries of D¥" — 1 when v is large enough.
On the other hand,

B (D" —-1)B™"=D-1=N.
So k" divides all entries of N for all » € N, which implies N = 0 because k > 1. U

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 — G7 — Gy — G35 — 0 be an exact sequence of abelian groups,
where all elements in G1 or G3 are annihilated by some integer r > 0. Suppose A is an
automorphism of Go which induces the identity on Gy and Gs. Then A" is the identity .

Proof. Let N = A—1. Then ImnN C G and N|g, = 0. Thus N>=0and A" =1+rN.
Furthermore, N : Gy — G, factors through G3. The conclusion follows. ]

Lemma 4.4. Let H be a finitely generated abelian group and A an automorphism of H.
Suppose for some m >0, A™ =1 on H/T, where T is the torsion subgroup of H. Then
for somel >0, A" =1 on H.

Proof. The automorphism A induces an automorphism of 7. Since T is finite, we have
A®* =1on T for some s > 0. Thus A™* =1 on both T"and H/T. The conclusion follows
from Lemma 4.3. O

5. MANIFOLD: FIBERING THEOREMS

We start this section with the proof of Theorem E. Then in the main body of this
section, we prove Theorem B and Corollaries 1.7, 1.8 and 1.9.

Proof of Theorem E. Let M., be the universal cover of M, then the homology group
Hy(My; Z) is a free Z[Z]-module (see e.g. the first paragraph in [24, p. 744] or the end
of [15, p. 172]). On the other hand, by Theorem 3.2, Hy(M.;7Z) is a finitely generated
abelian group. Thus Hy(M;Z) = 0. By the Wang sequence

Hy(My;Z) — Ho(Myo; Z) — Ho(M;Z) — 0

of the fibration M., — M — S, we also have Hy(M;Z) = 0.

If M is orientable, by [15, Theorem 10.7A (2)], M is homeomorphic to S* x S3. Since
Hy(My;Z) = 0, we infer M, is spin. If M is non-orientable, by [47, Theorem 2 (2)], the
Kirby-Siebenmann invariant of M is 0. Then by [47, Theorem 1 (2)], M is homeomorphic
to S1xS5. O

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. (1). Let M., be the covering of M with m (M) = G x 0, then

by Theorem A, M, is finitely dominated. Since I?O(Z[G]) = 0, the Wall’s finiteness
obstruction of M., vanishes ([43, Theorem F]), therefore M., is homotopy equivalent
to a finite CW complex. Now one can either apply Farrell’s Fibration Theorem [13,
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Theorem 6.4] (when dim M > 6) or Cappell’s Splitting Theorem to show that M is a
fiber bundle over S'. To handle all cases uniformly, we stick to the second approach.

The idea is to interpret the fibering problem as a splitting problem following [50,
footnote on p. 3|. Let d: My, — M be the deck transformation corresponding 1 € Z,
E = M, x I/ ~ be the mapping torus, where I = [0, 1] and (z,0) ~ (d(z),1). Then E
is a fiber bundle over S with fiber M,,. There is a homotopy equivalence ® : M — E
with ©;(G x 0) = m(Ms). A homotopy inverse £ — M is induced by the natural
projection My, x I — M., — M. In the fiber bundle M, — E — S', all spaces are
homotopy equivalent to finite CW complexes, and E satisfies Poincaré duality, by [18,
Theorem 1], we further infer M, is homotopy equivalent to a finite Poincaré complex.

By the fact Wh(G x Z) = 0 and Cappell’s Splitting Theorem [5, Corollary 6], ® splits
along M., C E. In other words, perturbing ® homotopically, ®~' (M, ) = F is a CAT
submanifold of M and ® : FF — M is a homotopy equivalence. Here an additional
remark is needed for dim M = 5. We use the fact that every 1-connected Poincaré space
of formal dimension 4 is homotopy equivalent to a closed TOP manifold. This follows
from [15, p. 161, Theorem 10.1] and [33, p. 103, Theorem 1.5]. (Note that [33] proved
the result for manifolds. Its argument can be extended for Poincaré spaces thanks to
[46, Theorem 2.4].)

Cutting M along F', we get an h-cobordism (M’; F', F"), where M becomes M’ and
F becomes F’ and F”. Since m(F) = G and Wh(G) = 0, (M’; F', F") is an s-cobordism.
Thus M’ is isomorphic to ' x I. This shows that M is a fiber bundle over S! with fiber
F.

(2). From (1), we see M, is isomorphic to F' x R, and the deck transformation d has
the form d: F x R — F x R, (z,t) — (f(z),t + 1), where f is the monodromy of the
fiber bundle. The homotopy equivalence h : M — M, induces a homotopy equivalence
h : My — My, such that d¥h = hd*!, where d*' = d (resp. d~!) if h preserves (resp.
reverses) the orientation of deck transformations. Let i: F' — F x R, i(z) = (x,0) be
the inclusion, p;: F x R — F be the projection. Define g = p,ohoi: F — F. It’s easy
to see that ¢ satisfies the conclusion of (2).

(3). Both M and M, are fiber bundles over S* with fiber F. Fix a fiber F' in each
manifold. Since h: M — My is an isomorphism, by Proposition 5.2 below, there is
an automorphism ¢ of M such that ¢(F) = h™'(F) and ¢ is pseudo-isotopic to the
identity. Then h¢ : M — My is an isomorphism such that h¢(F) = F. Since ¢ ~ id,
h¢ preserves the orientation of deck transformation if and only if so does h. Cutting
M and M, along F', we obtain a CAT pseudo-isotopy ¢ : F' x I — F x I such that
o = Uy fE, where f*1 = f (resp. f~1) if h preserves (resp. reverses) the orientation
of deck transformations. Setting g = 1)y, then ¢ is an automorphism of F and

frg =gt f*
Clearly, ¢¢;* is CAT pseudo-isotopic to idp. The proof is completed. O
Remark 5.1. In the setting of Theorem B, if G is more generally a finitely generated
abelian group with Ky(Z[G]) = 0 and Wh(G) = 0, and dim M > 6, then one may obtain
a “virtual fibering theorem”: there exists a gy > 0 such that M, is a fiber bundle over S*

for all ¢ > qog. There do exist such G other than Z", for example Z/2 and Z/3. Here is
the argument. By [5, Corollary 6], the splitting obstruction of ® : M — E is the image
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of 7(®) in Wh(G x Z)/Wh(G), where 7(®) is Whitehead torsion of ®, and (F, M) is
replaced homotopically with a finite CW pair. Let [7(®)] denote the image of 7(®). By
the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition (see the next section for a detailed discussion),

Wh(G x Z)/Wh(G) = K,(Z[G)]) ® Nil(Z[G]) & Nil(Z[G]) = Nil(Z[G]) & Nil(Z[G]).

The map @ lifts to a homotopy equivalence @, : M, — E,, and [7(®,)] is the transfer
of [7(®)]. By [14, Theorem 6.11, step 3], [7(P,)] vanishes when ¢ is large enough. Thus
®, splits along M. The rest is the same as the proof of Theorem B. The properties (2)
and (3) in Theorem B now also hold for M,,.

Proposition 5.2. Let N and Ny be CAT bundles over S' with connected fibers, and
let F; C N; be a fiber. Suppose m(N;) = G x Z with m(F;) = G x 0, where G is
a free abelian group of finite rank. Suppose h : N1 — Ny is an isomorphism such that
hy(Gx0) = G %0, where hy is the induced isomorphism w (Ny) — m(Ng). If dim N; > 6,
then there exists a CAT pseudo-isotopy C': Ny x I — Ny x I such that Cy = idy, and
Ci(F) = h™Y(Fy), where I = [0,1]. If dim N; = 5, then the conclusion also holds for
TOP.

Proof. Since h is an isomorphism with hy(G x 0) = G x 0, following the construction
in [44, Lemma 4], there exists a bicollared CAT submanifold W C N; x [ which is an
h-cobordism between F; x {0} and h™'(Fy) x {1}. (In [44, Lemma 4], N; is a product
Fy x S1, but the construction applies to general fiber bundles.)

Since m(F)) = G is a free abelian group, the Whitehead group Wh(G) = 0. The
s-Cobordism Theorem implies that W is isomorphic to F; x I. (When dim N; = 5,
this holds in the TOP category by Freedman’s TOP s-Cobordism Theorem [15, 7.1A].)
Cutting Ny x I along W, we get a connected manifold U such that QU consists of four
parts Ni, Ny, W' and W”. Here W’ and W" are two copies of W, and N; x {0} (resp.
Ny x {1}) becomes N (resp. N{).

We are going to show that (U; N{, N{') is an s-cobordism relative to W/ U W”. To
achieve this, we first prove the inclusion m(N{) — m(U) is an isomorphism, which
occupies the main part of the whole proof.

Note that N] has two ends corresponding to F; in Ny x {0}. Let F| denote the end
in W’. Then both m (F]) — m(N]) and m(F]) — m (W') are isomorphisms. By the
commutative diagram

G =m(F]) ——— m(N; x {0})

| :

7T1(U)—>7T1(N1 XI) :GXZ,

we see w1 (F]) — m(U) is injective. Therefore m(N7) — m(U) is injective.

In the following, we use pt to denote various chosen base points. Choose a base point pt
in F; x{0} C Ny x{0} and a loop 7 representing (0, 1) € GXZ = w1 (Ny; x{0}, pt). This
corresponds to a curve 7" in Ni. Let A : W’ — W be the identification homeomorphism.
Then ~' connects pt and A\(pt). (Here W’ is identified with WW.) We may assume ' is
from pt to \(pt). For each a € 7 (W', pt), define 0(a) = [y']\(a)[y']™! € mi (U, pt). By
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the Second Van-Kampen Theorem [51, p. 203],
GXZ=m(Nyx1,pt)=m (U pt)*«Z] ~
with
~ = {a-t7 - 0(a)" -t |a € Im(m(W,pt) = 7 (U pt)),t=1¢€Z}
{a-t7"-0(a)"" -t | a € Im(m (F],pt) = m(U,pt)),t =1€Z}.

For each a € Im(m(F|,pt) — m (U, pt)), we may consider a as an element in 7 (FY, pt)
since we have proved 7 (FY, pt) — m (U, pt) is injective. Then 6(a) can be considered as
an element in m (N7, pt). Clearly, a = 6(a) in m (N7, pt). Thus a = 0(a) in m (U, pt).
We further obtain

~ = {at7'a 't | a € Im(m (F],pt) — 7 (U, pt)), t =1 € Z}
{at™ra™'t | a € Im(m (N, pt) — 7 (U, pt)),t =1 € Z}.

Therefore, the following diagram commutes.

7T1(N1) (i 7T1(N{) *Z/ ~ i)ﬂ'l(N{) X 7 .

| J |

~

T (N X I) ¢—m(U) % Z) ~ —— m(U) X Z

Here the map 71 (U) *Z/ ~— m(U) X Z is a quotient map and hence is surjective. Thus
we infer the last vertical map of the above diagram is also surjective, which implies the
surjectivity of m(N]) — m(U). Up to now, we see m(Ny) — m1(U) is an isomorphism.

Next we show H, (U, Ni; B) = 0 for any local system B on U. Since m(U) is a direct
summand of 71 (N; x I), every local system on U can be induced from one on Ny x I.
We have

H.(U,N{;B) =2 H (U N, UW' UW",B) = H, (N, x I, Ny x {0} UW;B) =0,
where the second isomorphism is by excision, and the last equality holds since
N X{O};)(Nl X {0})UW'—)N1 x I

are homotopy equivalences. Thus (U; N{, NY) is an h-cobordism. Since Wh(G) = 0, it
is an s-cobordism.

By the relative s-Cobordism Theorem, we can extend the isomorphism F; x I — W
to an isomorphism C’ : N x [ — U which results in the desired pseudo-isotopy C. [

Remark 5.3. Proposition 5.2 is true in general for groups G with Wh(G) = 0, and in
addition good in the sense of Freedman when dim N; = 5.

We conclude this section with the proofs of the corollaries on periodicity.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. Let ¢: m(M) = G X Z — Z be the projection. Then the as-
sumptions of Theorem 4.1 are fulfilled. By the proof of Theorem B (2), the following
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diagram commutes up to homotopy.

Since the above vertical maps are homotopy equivalences, by Theorem 4.1 (2), there
exist m; > 0, prime to k, and [; > 0 such that f.' (resp. fij ) equals the identity on
H;(F;Z)]T; (resp. H;(F;Z)) for 0 < j < dim F', where T} is the torsion of H;(F;Z).
We finish the proof by defining m (resp. 1) as the product of these m; (resp. [;). O

Proof of Corollary 1.8. In this case the fiber F' is a 1-connected closed 4-manifold. So
H.(F;Z) is a free abelian group. By Corollary 1.7, f" = 1 on H(F;Z) for some
positive m prime to k. This implies f™ is topologically isotopic to idg [15, p. 161,
Theorem 10.1]. O

For a smooth manifold F'; the mapping class group M(F') is the group of path compo-
nents of the group of orientation preserving automorphisms of F', and the Torelli group
T (F') is the subgroup of M(F) consisting of elements which act trivially on He(F;Z).

Lemma 5.4. Let F be an (n — 1)-connected closed smooth almost parallelizable 2n-
manifold with n > 3. Suppose a € M(F), b € T(F), and b* = aba™" for some k > 1.
Then b is a torsion element of T (F).

Proof. The mapping class group of such an F' is computed in [23]. By [23, Theorem 2],
there is an exact sequence

(5.1) 0=-C—>T(F)—>A—=0,

where A is a finitely generated abelian group, C' is a finite subgroup of 7 (F'), and C' is
contained in the center of M(F). Let T be the torsion subgroup of A, and [b] be the
image of b under the projection 7 (F) — A/T.

We show [b] = 0 by contradiction. If [b] # 0, then A/T = Z* for some u > 0 and

b = (wq,...,w,) #0

via this isomorphism. These w; have their greatest common divisor d > 0, which we
denote by ged([b]) = d. Then ged([b]*) = kd. Since C is contained in the center of M(F),

the automorphism 7 (F) — T(F), x — aza™! induces an automorphism of A/T. By the
assumption b* = aba~!, this automorphism maps [b] to [b]¥. So ged([b]¥) = ged([b]) = d.
We infer d = kd, which contradicts the fact d > 0 and k£ > 1.

As [b] =0, we see b® € C for some s > 0. Since C' is finite, the conclusion follows. [

Proof of Corollary 1.9. Since m (M) = Z, we see F' is 1-connected. By the statement
(3) in Theorem B, replacing g with g2 if necessary, we may assume that f* is pseudo-
isotopic to gfg~! for some k > 1 and g preservers the orientation of F. We also know
dim F' > 6. By Cerf’s Theorem [7], f* is smooth isotopic to gfg~'. Furthermore, by
Corollary 1.7, f' acts on H,(F;Z) trivially for some I; > 0. Thus f“ represents an
element [f"'] € T(F), g represents an element [g] € M(F), and [f"]* = [g][f"][g]*.
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Since m;(M) =0 for all 1 < i < n, we infer I is (n — 1)-connected. Since F' is almost
parallelizable and n > 3, we finish the proof by taking a and b in Lemma 5.4 as [g] and
[f14] respectively. O

6. MANIFOLD: NON-FIBERING EXAMPLES

In this section, we demonstrate various constructions of self-covering manifolds which
are not fiber bundles over S'. We first construct the 5-dimensional example as stated
in Theorem F.

Proof of Theorem F. The construction of such a manifold follows from the theory of
4-manifolds (see e.g. [50, p.1]). Let Eg be the positive definite unimodular symmetric
quadratic form over Z of rank 8. Let V' be the 1-connected closed topological 4-manifold
with intersection form Eg @ Eg. The Kirby-Siebenmann invariant ks(V') = 0 (c. f. [15,
Chapter 10]). Let N =V x S'. The obstruction to the existence of a smooth structure
on N is the Kirby-Siebenmann class ks(N) € H*(N;Z,) ([22, p. 318, Theorem 5.4]).
Fix a point € S!, the inclusion i: V. — V x {x} < N induces an isomorphism
H*Y(N;Zy) — H*(V;Zsy), with i*ks(N) = ks(V) = 0. Therefore N is smoothable.

Equip N with a smooth structure. For each integer u > 0, the cyclic covering Nou is
also a smooth manifold and homeomorphic to N. There are only finitely many distinct
smooth structures on the topological manifold N ([22, p. 318, Theorem 5.4]). Thus there
exist u; < ug such that Nou, is diffeomorphic to Nouw,. Let M = Nou, and k = 2%2741,
Then M is diffeomorphic to My and k£ > 1.

It remains to show that M, is not a DIFF (PL) bundle over S* for all ¢. In fact, if M,
were such a bundle, then its fiber F' would be a smooth 1-connected closed manifold.
(We may assume F' is connected by taking a finite cover of S'.) Since F' is homotopy
equivalent to V, its intersection form is also Eg ¢ Eg which is positive definite. This
contradicts Donaldson’s theorem that a positive definite intersection form of a smooth
4-manifold must be diagonal ([11, Theorem A]). O

The main contents of this section are the proofs of Theorems C and D, in which the
obstructions to fibration come from the algebraic K-groups of the fundamental group.
We first recall some preliminaries of algebraic K-theory, both for setting up the notations
and for the convenience of the reader.

Let I" be a group, and let Z[I'| = {>_, nig; | n; € Z, g; € I'} be the integral group ring,
with conjugation Y, n;g; = >_.nmig; *. The group Ky(Z[I']) is the Grothendieck group
of finitely generated projective Z[[']-modules, i. e., elements in Ky(Z[I']) are of the form
[P] — [Q], where P and @ are finitely generated projective left Z[I']-modules. There is
a canonical involution (or conjugation) on Ky(Z[I']), defined as follows. For a finitely
generated projective left Z[I']-module P, its dual module Homgr (P, Z[I']) is a right Z[I']-
module. We convert this right module to a left module via the conjugation of Z[I'| and
denote it by P*. Equivalently, if P is represented by an idempotent matrix A over Z[I'],
then P* is represented by the conjugate transpose of A. The map [P] — [P*]| extends
to an involution of K((Z[I']), denoted by y — y*. A caveat: for an abelian group I', the
group ring Z[I'] is a commutative ring, and hence the dual module Homgr (P, Z[I']) is
automatically a left module, but this is not the conjugate P* in the definition.
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Let ' = Z/p be a cyclic group of prime order p. A nice reference for the basic

facts about Ko(Z[Z/p]) is [32, §1-3]. Let &, = e be a p-th root of unity. There is an
evident epimorphism Z[Z/p] — Z[,], which, by Rim’s Theorem, induces an isomorphism
between the reduced K-groups

Ko(Z[Z/p)) = Ko(ZI¢,)).

The group Ky(Z[&,)) is isomorphic to the ideal class group of Z[€,], whose elements are
represented by the fractional ideals L of Z[¢,] (c. f. [2, p. 96]). The inverse of [L] is
represented by

L7 = (Zlg) - L) ={z € Q&) | = - L C Z[&,]}-

By [12, Theorem 11.6 (c)], we have the following lemma.
Lemma 6.1. Homg (L, Z[,]) = L.

The conjugation of Z[Z/p] corresponds to the complex conjugation of Z[¢,|. By
Lemma 6.1, for [L] € K((Z[E,]), we obtain a formula for the involution

(6.1) L] = [FC] . [ZC] ,

where T is the complex conjugation of L.

There are classical results on the (#1)-eigenspace of Ky(Z[¢,]) under the complex
conjugation. More precisely, Z[¢,] contains the maximal real subring Z[{, + £ 1], and
I}O(Z[Sp +&, 11) is also isomorphic to its ideal class group ([32, Corollary 1.11]). There
are exact sequences (see [26, Theorem 4..2, p. 82; Theorem 4.4, p. 84])

0 — Ko(Z[¢, + &) = Ko(Z[&,),

and
0 — ker N — Ko(Z[&,]) = Ko(Z[&, +&,1]) — 0,

where ¢ is induced by the inclusion and N is the norm map. The order of Ko(Z[§, +¢, m
(resp. kerN) is called the second (resp. first) factor of the class number of Z[¢,] and
denoted by At (resp. h;). Clearly, the image of ¢ has order h} and is contained in
the (+1)-eigenspace of complex conjugation. Furthermore, ker N is exactly the (—1)-
eigenspace of complex conjugation (see [26, Theorem 4.4, p. 84]).

By (6.1) and the above argument, we obtain the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.2. If h (resp. hy) has a prime factor q, then there exists y € Ko(Z[Z/p])
such that the order of y is q, and y* =y (resp. y* = —y).

Lemma 6.3. If both h, and h} have odd prime factors, then I?O(Z[Z/p]) contains
elements y, and ys such that the orders of y; and y, are odd primes, yj = y1 and

Yo = —Y2.
Remark 6.4. There do exist p such that both h, and h;; have odd prime factors. By

comparing the table in [49, p. 352] and the main table in [39, p. 935], we can find a few
such p, for example, p = 191 etc.
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Next we briefly discuss the Whitehead group Wh(I'). Recall that elements in Wh(I")
are represented by matrices in the general linear group GL(Z[I']). Let I' = Z/p x Z.
Then Z[Z/p x Z] = Z[Z/p|[t,t7'] is the Laurent polynomial ring over Z[Z/p]. The
Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition (c.f. [14, Chapter 6]) gives an isomorphism
62)  Wh(Z/px Z) = Wh(z/n) & Ro(ZZ/p]) & Ni(Z{Z/p) & NI(Z[Z/1),
where the summand Wh(Z/p) is induced from the inclusion Z/p x 0 < Z/p x Z, and
the summand Ko(Z[Z/p]) means there is a monomorphism

¢: Ko(ZIZ/p]) = Wh(Z/p x L)
defined as follows. Each element in Ko(Z[Z/p]) is of the form [P] — [Q], where P and Q
are n X n idempotent matrices over Z[Z/p|) for some n. Then
([P = [Q) =[tP + I, — P - [tQ + I, — €],

where [,, is the n x n identity matrix.
There is also an involution on Wh(I"): for € Wh(I") represented by an A € GL(Z[I']),
the involution x* is represented by the conjugate transpose A* of A.

Lemma 6.5. For each y € Ko(Z[Z/p)), d(y)* = —¢ (y*).
Proof. Suppose y = [P] — [Q]. We have

o([P) =[tP+ (I —P) =[t"'P"+1—-P]=—tP*+1—-P]=—9¢([P]").
Here the third equality is because (t~'P* + I — P*)(tP* + 1 — P*) = [. Similarly,
o([Q)* = —¢ (|Q]*). The conclusion follows. O

Given any integer k > 0, for the finite index subgroup Z/p x (kZ) C Z/p x 7Z, there
is a transfer homomorphism

tr: Wh(Z/p x Z) — Wh(Z/p x (kZ)).
There is also a canonical isomorphism Z/p X Z — Z/p x (kZ) sending 1 € Z to k € kZ.

Lemma 6.6. Let x be in the summand I}O(Z[Z/p]) of (6.2). Then tr(x) = x via the
canonical isomorphism Z/p X 7. = Z/p x (kZ) for each k > 0.

Proof. By the Bass Projection ([14, Chapter 6]), the projection of tr(z) on the second
summand of (6.2) is x, the projections to the Nil-groups are 0. Since Wh(Z/p) is free
([37, Theorem 5.6]) and x is of finite order ([2, p. 98]), the projection of tr(z) on the
first summand of (6.2) is also 0. Thus tr(z) = . O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem D.

Proof of Theorem D. Since both h, and hl have odd prime factors, by Lemmas 6.3

and 6.5, there exists an z in the summand Ky(Z[Z/p]) of (6.2) such that 2z # 0 and
(=1)"z* = —x.

Let N = F x S'. Since n > 5, by the classification of h-cobordisms ([30, Theo-
rem 11.1]), there is a smooth h-cobordism (W; N, M) such that the Whitehead torsion
7(W,N) = x. Now M satisfies the statement (1).
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Note that F' is automatically orientable since 7y (F') = Z/p for p > 2, and hence W is
orientable. By the Duality Theorem of Whitehead torsion ([30, p. 394]), we have

(W, M) = (—1)"7(W, N)* = (~1)"a" = —z.

For each integer k > 1, consider the k-fold covering (Wy; Ny, My) of (W; N, M) associ-
ated to Z/p x (kZ) C Z/p x Z. 1t satisfies that 7(Wy, Ni) = tr(z). By Lemma 6.6, we
infer 7(Wy, Ny) = x via the canonical isomorphism Z/p x Z = Z/p x (kZ).

Identify N with N,. We consider (Wy; Ny, My) as (Wy; N, Mj) and hence

T(Wi, N) = 7(Wy, Np) = 7(W,N) = z.

By the classification of h-coborisms ([30, Theorem 11.3]), M is diffeomorphic to M. We
obtain the statement (2).

Finally, let’s conclude statement (3). Let i : M < W be the inclusions and r : W — N
be the retraction. Then the Whitehead torsion of the homotopy equivalence ¢ = roi is

(o) =71() +7(r) =7(W,M) — 7(W,N) = =2z # 0.

For each ¢ > 1, the homotopy equivalence ¢ lifts to a homotopy equivalence ¢, : M, —
N, with Whitehead torsion (by Lemma 6.6)

(6.3) T(pq) = 7(p) # 0.

Suppose II : M, — S is a topological fiber bundle. Taking a finite cover of S and
changing the orientation of S! if necessary, we may assume

I: m(M)=2Z/pxZ—m(S")=2Z

is the coordinate projection. Let py : N, = F' x ST — S! be the projection, then pyo ¢, is
homotopic to II. By the homotopy lifting property, ¢, is homotopic to a fiber homotopy
equivalence 1, : M, — N,. By [1, Theorem A], we have

T(Yy) = 2 - x(SY) =0,

where 2 lies in the image of Wh(m(F)) — Wh(m(N,)), and x(S') is the Euler number
of S'. This contradicts (6.3) since 7(¢,) = 7(¢,). Here we note that, though [I,
Theorem A] was originally proved in PL, it certainly can be extend to TOP by [8], since
topological manifolds are Hilbert cube manifold factors. O

We conclude this section with the proof of Theorem C. The construction of the man-
ifolds M in Theorem C consists of several steps. First of all, by Theorem A, the infinite
cyclic cover My, of M is finitely dominated. We start by constructing a finitely domi-
nated Poincaré complex.

Proposition 6.7. Let G be a finitely presented group and fiz an element 6 € Ko(Z|G]).
For eachn > 4, there exists a finitely dominated Poincaré complexY of formal dimension
n such that:

(1) m(Y) =G; ~

(2) the Wall’s finiteness obstruction of Y is o(Y) =0+ (—=1)"0* € Ko(Z|G));

(8) the Spivak normal fibration of Y is trivial.
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Proof. The existence of Y satisfying (1) and (2) follows from [46, Theorem 1.5]. To
achieve (3), one needs a slight modification of the construction there.

Let N’ be a smooth closed stably parallelizable n-manifold with 7 (N') = G. One way
to construct such N’ is by surgery: build a connected sum of some copies of S*~! x S*,
and then get the desired fundamental group by framed 1-surgeries. By [29, Theorem 2],
the resulting manifold is stably parallelizable.

Suppose n = 2k or 2k + 1. Let P be a projective Z|G]-module such that [P] =
(—1)k0 € Ko(ZG) modulo free modules. Let F be a free module such that F = P & Q.
Suppose F has rank 7. Let N be the connected sum of N’ with r copies of S* x S* or
Sk x Skl By [29] again, N is stably parallelizable. Attaching to N (usually infinitely
many) cells of dimension k£ and &k + 1, and also k + 2 if n = 2k + 1, with appropriate
attaching maps, by the argument of [46], we obtain a complex Y satisfying Poincaré
duality and o(Y) = 0 + (—1)"60*.

It remains to show that the Spivak normal fibration of Y is trivial. Obviously, the
inclusion 7 : N < Y is a degree 1 map between Poincaré spaces. Let

T(N)=NxD"/NxS™" and T{)=YxD"/Y xS™*

be the Thom spaces of the trivial spherical fibration over N and Y respectively, where
m > 2. The inclusion ¢ induces another inclusion 7'(7) : T(N) < T(Y'), which maps a
fundamental class of T'(N) to that of T(Y). Since N is stably parallelizable, N x S™*
is the Spivak normal fibration of N for m large enough. In other words, there exists a
map h : S"*" — T'(N) which maps a fundamental class of S"*" to that of T'(N). Thus
T(i) o h maps a fundamental class of S™™™ to that of T'(Y). This implies that ¥ x S™~*
is the Spivak normal fibration of Y, which is trivial. U

Let p be the prime number in Theorem C. By Lemma 6.3 and Proposition 6.7, we
obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 6.8. There exists a finitely dominated Poincaré space Y of formal dimension
4 and 5 respectively such that:

(1) m(Y) = Z/p;

(2) the Wall’s finiteness obstruction o(Y') is of odd prime order;

(3) the Spivak normal fibration of Y is trivial.

The space Y will be the one in Lemma 6.8 for the rest of this section.

Lemma 6.9. There exists a closed DIFF manifold M’ with dimension 7 and 8 respec-
tively such that M' is stably parallelizable and homotopy equivalent to Y x S% x St.

Proof. We know the Spivak normal fibration of Y is trivial, hence that of Y x St is
also trivial. Choose the trivial vector bundle to represent the Spivak normal fibration
of Y x S'. Since Y is finitely dominated, ¥ x S! is homotopy equivalent to a finite
Poincaré complex. Consider the surgery problem with target Y x S endowed with the
trivial vector bundle, i.e., the problem of turning a degree 1 normal map from a smooth
manifold to Y x S! to a homotopy equivalence. The surgery obstruction might be non-
trivial. However, by the product formula for surgery obstruction [34, Theorem IV.1.1],
the surgery obstruction vanishes if one takes a product with S%2. Therefore there is a
closed smooth manifold M’ homotopy equivalent to ¥ x S' x S?. Furthermore, M’ is
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stably parallelizable, since we take the trivial vector bundle over Y x S x S? as the
reduction of the Spivak normal fibration. O

Clearly, m(M') = Z/p x Z and the cyclic covering M, of M" with m(M;) = Z/p x (¢Z)
is homotopy equivalent to Y x S? x S! for all ¢ > 1. There is a natural homotopy
equivalence hy ,: My — M, which induces an isomorphism Z/p xZ — Z/p X qZ, (a, b)
(a, gb) between fundamental groups. Let M/ denote the infinite cyclic cover of M’ with
(ML) =Z/p.

Lemma 6.10. The manifold M' can be modified such that it satisfies an additional
property: the Whitehead torsion 7(h} ;) € Wh(Z/p) € Wh(Z/p x Z).

Proof. Assume 7(h) ;) = (71, 12, 73, 74) according to the decomposition (6.2). Consider
the homotopy equivalence between covering spaces hy o, : M; — M;, induced by A ,.
Then 7(hy,,) is the transfer of 7(h),). By [14, Theorem 6.11, step 3], the transfers
tr(xzz) = tr(xy) = 0 when ¢ is large enough. Clearly, tr(x;) = ¢x;, and by Lemma
6.6, tr(zy) = x9. Thus replacing M’ with a finite cover if necessary, we may assume
T3 = Ty — 0.

Now we show that indeed z, = 0, which will complete the proof. The homotopy
equivalence h) , induces a homotopy equivalence ﬁl’gi M! — M!_ . Since ﬁl,g induces
the identity map on the fundamental group, by [41, Corollary 4.8], we obtain

0(Mlgy24) = 0( M, Ty 5(e4)) + 2 € Ko(Z[Z/p).

Here o is Siebenmann’s finiteness obstruction of ends, £, is the positive end of M/,
corresponding to (0,1) € Z/p X Z = 7w (M'), and W;,;(&r) is the end induced from ¢, by
WLQ. Since W1,2 preserves the orientation of deck transformation, we infer Wl_;(&r) =€y,
and hence

o(M,eq) = o(M,e1) + s,
which implies x5 = 0. U

Lemma 6.11. There exists a closed DIFF T-manifold M* satisfying the following:
(1) M7 is stably parallelizable;
(2) M7 is homotopy equivalent to Y x S? x S*';
(3) there exists a simple homotopy equivalence hyy : M" — MJ which induces the
isomorphism Z/px7Z — 7Z/px (27), (a,b) — (a,2b) between fundamental groups.

Proof. Consider the 7-manifold M’ constructed in Lemma 6.9. Replacing M’ with a
double cover, we may assume 7(h) ,) = 2y for some y € Wh(Z/p). Let (W;M', M7) be
a smooth h-cobordism (W; M', M") with 7(W, M") = —y. Clearly, M" satisfies (1) and
(2).

The group Wh(Z/p) is free ([37, p. 3]) and the involution z — x* on it is the identity
([37, Corollary 7.5]). Hence by the Duality Theorem ([30, p. 394]),

W, M") = (1) ()" = y.

The inclusions M’ < W and M7 < W result in a homotopy equivalence ¢ : M7 — M’
with 7(¢) = 7(W, M7) — 7(W, M') = 2y. Taking the double covering, we get ¢ : Mg —
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M} and 7(¢9) = 27(¢p) = 4y. Define
hia=¢y ohi,0¢: M’ — Mj,
where ¢, is a homotopy inverse of ¢5. Then hi 2 is a homotopy equivalence with torsion

7(hi2) = 7(¢) + 7(h}5) — T(¢2) = 0.

The induced isomorphism between the fundamental groups is clearly hi,,(a, b) = (a, 2b).
This finishes the proof. O

Remark 6.12. When dim M’ = 8, the argument in Lemma 6.11 doesn’t work because
7(¢) = 0 in this case.

Lemma 6.13. There exist an 8-manifold M® and a simple homotopy equivalence hy , :
M® — M2 for some m > 1. Both M® and hy,, satisfy the corresponding properties as
M7 and hy o do in Lemma 6.11.

Proof. Consider the 8-manifold M’ constructed in Lemma 6.9. The homotopy equiva-
lence A, : M’ — M, induces a family of homotopy equivalences hi, yq1 : Maq — Migia
for all ¢ > 0. Composing these maps, we obtain homotopy equivalences hi. o5 : Mj. —
Mj, for all s > r > 0. Clearly, 7(h 5.) € Wh(Z/p). Let hy. 5 be a homotopy inverse
of Ay os.
Let v, be the normal bundle of MJ},. Consider the family of normal maps
(Myq, vg) — (M, (hll,zq)*’/q)-

They represent elements in the set of normal structures 4 P¥F (M), which is the set
of bordism classes of normal maps to M’ ([38, Proposition 9.43]). The set .4 P¥¥ (1)
is identified with [M’,G/O]. The groups m.(G/O) and 7,(BO) are finitely generated
abelian groups, and m,(G/0) ® Q — m.(BO) ® Q are isomorphisms ([38, §. 9.2]). Ap-
plying the Puppe sequence to a CW structure of M’, we infer [M', G/O] and [M’', BO)]
are finitely generated abelian groups, and

M',G/O]®Q — [M',BO]®Q

is an isomorphism. Since M), are stably parallelizable for all ¢, the images of the above
family of normal maps under the map [M’',G/O] — [M', BO] are all trivial. So they
only represent finitely many elements in .4 P (A7),

Thus there exist some s > r and a normal map over the bordisms

U (WO My, M) — (M x [0,1]; M x {0}, M’ x {1}),
where the bundle over M’ x [0, 1] is trivial. Replacing M’ with M, , we obtain a normal
map over the bordisms

WO (WM MY,) < (M x [0,1); M' x {0}, M’ x {1}),

where m = 2°7", W9|y = id and |y, = Ay, ;.

Let’s apply an argument similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 6.9. By the product
formula for surgery obstruction [34, Theorem IV.1.1], we obtain a homotopy equivalence
of bordisms

Wt (WM M x S? M x S?) — (M x [0,1]; M x {0}, M’ x {1}) x S?
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such that W', ¢ = id and W[y, g2 = hi, | X idg2. The h-cobordism (W'; M’ x
S2 M/ x S?) induces a homotopy equivalence ¢ : M’ x S? — M/ x S? such that
m(¢) = T(WH, M x 8%) — (W, M, x 5%
= (W M x S?) — (=1)"7(W M x S?)*.
Since the involution on Wh(Z/p) is the identity, by (6.2), we see
(6.4) 7(¢) = (0, 22, 73, 24).

Here we use a fact: the involution maps the first and second factors of (6.2) into them-
selves, and switches the third and fourth factors. On the other hand, by the following
commutative diagram of homotopy equivalences

’ .
hm,l des2

M/ x S*—="M| x S? x {1} ,

| J

W M x S? % [0,1]

T |

M x 82— M x 52 x {0}

we see ¢ =~ h} . Xidg2. By the product formula for Whitehead torsion [25, Corollary 1.3],

(6.5) 7(¢) = T(hym) - X(8%) = 27(h},,) € Wh(Z/p).
Since Wh(Z/p) is free, comparing (6.4) and (6.5), we see 7(h},,,) = 0. Setting M® = M’
and hy,,, = hf,, we finish the proof. O

Proof of Theorem C. Firstly, we prove the theorem in the case of dim M is 9 or 10.

Consider the #-dimensional manifold M* in Lemmas 6.11 and 6.13, where * is 7 or
8. We know that there is a simple homotopy equivalence hy,, : M* — M, for some
m > 1. This induces a family of simple homotopy equivalences hy,r s + My — M
for all s > r > 0. By an argument as that in the proof of Lemma 6.13, replacing M*
with a finite cover if necessary, we obtain a normal map over bordisms

W (W M M) — (M x [0, 1]; M* x {0}, M* x {1}),

where k > 1, W**![5/. = id and W**'|/. is a simple homotopy equivalence. Now similar
to the proof of Lemma 6.13, doing surgery for simple homotopy equivalence, we obtain
a smooth s-cobordism (W**3; M* x S? M} x S?). Here we apply the product formula
for surgery obstruction again. Note that the formula is also valid in the case of simple
homotopy equivalence ([34, Theorem IV.1.1]).

Let M**2 = M* x S%. Then M**? is of dimension 9 or 10 and is diffeomorphic to
M,j” = M} x S§%. Furthermore, M**2 is stably parallelizable because so is M*. On the
other hand,

M2~y x 8% x 5% x St
and hence the infinite cyclic cover

M2 ~Y x % x S%
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By Gersten’s product formula ([16, Theorem 0.1]), the Wall’s finiteness obstruction is
o(M?) = o(Y) - x(S? x S?) = 4a(Y).

By Lemma 6.8, the order of ¢(Y) is odd prime. Then o(M*'?) is nonzero, i.e. M
is not homotopy equivalent to any finite CW complex. In summary, M**2 is a desired
manifold M in dimensions 9 and 10.

By taking the product M**? x S we obtain desired manifolds M in all higher
dimensions. U

Remark 6.14. By Lemmas 6.2 and 6.5 and the proof of Theorem D, to guarantee the
conclusion of Theorem D, it suffices to require i (resp. h,) has an odd prime factor
when n is odd (resp. even). In contrast, by Lemma 6.2 and Proposition 6.7, to guarantee
the conclusion of Theorem C, it suffices to require A (resp. hl‘f ) has an odd prime factor
when n is odd (resp. even).

7. FURTHER QUESTIONS

We conclude this paper with some questions.

This paper only deals with the fibering problem with abelian fundamental groups. A
generalization to arbitrary fundamental groups can be formulated as follows. Let M be
a closed manifold with fundamental groups G' x Z, where G is finitely presented (and
not necessarily abelian). Let My, be the k-cover of M with fundamental group G x (kZ).
Suppose there is a homotopy equivalence h : M — M), such that hy(G) = G for some
k > 1, where hy : m (M) — 71 (My) is induced by h. Does M always fiber over S'? To
answer this question, we need to know if M., is homotopy equivalent to a finite CW
complex, where M, is the infinite cyclic cover of M with m (M) = G. This leads to
the following question about generalizations of Theorem A.

Question 7.1. Suppose X is a CW complex with 71(X) = G x Z, where G is finitely
presented. Let X} and X, be covers of X with m(X}) = G x (kZ) and m(X) = G.
Suppose h : X — X}, is a homotopy equivalence for some k& > 1 such that hy(G) = G.
If X is homotopy equivalent to a CW complex of finite type (resp. finitely dominated),
then does this imply X, is as well?

Because our arguments heavily rely on the theory of commutative algebra, they do
not apply if 7 (X) is not abelian.

Question 7.2. Is there a proof of Theorem A without using extensively commutative
algebra?

We have answered Question 1.2 almost completely with one exception: n = 4 and
CAT is DIFF (=PL). As pointed out in the introduction, to answer this missing case is
equivalent to answer the following question, which is open to the best of the authors’
knowledge.

Question 7.3. Do S! x S3 and S'x.S? have a unique smooth structure?
Finally, we are interested in the following question.

Question 7.4. [s there an n-manifold M satisfying the conclusion of Theorem C with
n < 9, especially n > 57
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