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ARE TWO H-SPACES HOMOTOPY EQUIVALENT?
AN ALGORITHMIC VIEW POINT

MARIA SIMKOVA

ABSTRACT. This paper proposes an algorithm that decides if two simply connected spaces
represented by finite simplicial sets of finite k-type and finite dimension d are homotopy
equivalent. If the spaces are homotopy equivalent, the algorithm finds a homotopy equivalence
between their Postnikov stages in dimension d. Asa consequence, we getan algorithm deciding
if two spaces represented by finite simplicial sets are stably homotopy equivalent.

1. INTRODUCTION

The question of whether two topological spaces are homotopy equivalent has motivated
the development of classical algebraic topology. It has contributed to the search for various
algebraic invariants. A somewhat different approach was started in 1957 by E. H. Brown.
In [3], he asked whether there is an algorithm that can decide if two simply connected
spaces described by finite simplicial sets are homotopy equivalent. He answered it in the
case that the spaces have finite homotopy groups. The algorithm uses Postnikov towers
and is an exhaustive search through a finite set of combinations. In the paper [16] from
the end of the 90s, A. Nabutovsky and S. Weinberger outlined how to decide if two simply
connected PL-manifolds of dimension at least five are homotopy equivalent and then even
more if they are homeomorphic or diffeomorphic. Their idea for homotopy equivalence is
based again on Postnikov towers, Postnikov invariants, and additionally on algorithms by
Grunewald and Segal ([9]) working with arithmetic subgroups of linear algebraic groups.
However, their idea was only briefly sketched. Since that time, significant progress has
been made in the algorithmic construction of Postnikov towers, see [5], [6] and [7]. This
has allowed us to approach the problem in more detail. At first, we establish a necessary
and sufficient condition to lift a given homotopy equivalence between n-stages of Postnikov
towers of two spaces into a homotopy equivalence between (n + 1)-stages. This enables us to
decide algorithmically about homotopy equivalence if both spaces satisfy certain finiteness
conditions.

It turns out that the actions of certain groups on the set of cohomological classes play a
crucial role in solving the problem of homotopy equivalence. In general, both the groups
and the sets are infinite. Here we will use suitable group algorithms to solve the question of
homotopy equivalence in the case of infinite (but finitely generated) groups and finite sets.
This situation occurs for spaces of finite k-type. These are spaces with torsion Postnikov
classes through a specific finite dimension. The following spaces belong among them

e H-spaces, especially Lie groups, topological groups, and simplicial groups,

e m-connected spaces with dimension at most 2m,

e H-spaces modulo the class of finite groups (see the definition in Section 6),

e spaces rationally homotopy equivalent to products of Eilenberg-McLane spaces.

Our restriction to spaces of finite k-type corresponds to a recent result by Manin ([11],
Theorem A) on the extendability of maps.
This paper’s main result is:
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Theorem A. Let X and Y be simply connected finite simplicial set of dimension d. Suppose that
they are of finite k-type through dimension d. Then the question of whether X and Y are homotopy
equivalent is algorithmically decidable. If the spaces are homotopy equivalent, we can find a homotopy
equivalence f: X4 — Yy between their Postnikov stages in dimension d.

Moreover, we can algorithmically find all group generators of the group Aut(X,) of self homotopy
equivalences X4 up to homotopy.

As a consequence of this theorem, we get:

Corollary B. Let X and Y be finite simplicial sets. Then the question, if X and Y are stably homotopy
equivalent, is algorithmically decidable.

Plan of the paper. To prove our main result, we use the fact that simply connected spaces of
dimension d are homotopy equivalent if and only if they are homotopy equivalent through
d-stages of their Postnikov towers. Thus, we try to find a homotopy equivalence from the
lower to higher stages of Postnikov towers. Sections 2 and 3 have preparatory character
and summarize essential notions from simplicial sets, effective homology framework, and
Postnikov towers. Section 4 gives the necessary and sufficient conditions for lifting homotopy
equivalence between given stages of Postnikov towers by one step higher. In Section 5, we
introduce the notion of effective homotopy equivalence between Postnikov stages. These are
homotopy equivalences that can be constructed algorithmically by induction. It turns out
that the effective self-equivalences of a Postnikov stage with the composition operation form
a group that behaves well. Notably, the homotopy class of any homotopy equivalence can
be represented as the homotopy class of an effective homotopy equivalence. In the second
part of this section, the necessary and sufficient conditions are rewritten in terms of effective
homotopy equivalences.

Section 6 is an excursion into algorithmic group theory. If we have a group with a finite
list of its generators and an action of this group on a finite set, there are simple algorithms
that compute a given element’s orbit and its stabilizer. These algorithms are much more
straightforward than the algorithms by Grunewald and Segal. In Section 7, the notion of
finite k-type is introduced (it means that Postnikov invariants are torsion elements), which
enables us to use the mentioned group algorithms acting on a torsion part of a certain
cohomology group, i.e. on a finite set. In the general case, the set under the action is the
whole infinite cohomology group. Section 8 completes the description of the algorithm for
the main result. In the last section, another class of spaces that admits algorithmic decisions
about homotopy equivalence is characterized.

In further work, we want to obtain an algorithm for all simply connected finite simplicial
sets. To resolve it, we need more sophisticated algorithms for orbits and stabilizers of finitely
generated groups and a suitable way to apply them. We believe that the notion of effective
homotopy equivalence introduced here will provide the right environment to create such an
algorithm.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON SIMPLICIAL SETS WITH EFFECTIVE HOMOLOGY

We will work with simplicial sets instead of simplicial complexes since they are more
powerful and flexible. For basic concepts on simplicial sets, we refer to comprehensive
sources [14, 4, 8]. In this section, we show briefly what we need to use an algorithmic
approach to the homotopy theory of simplicial sets.

Simplicial sets. The standard k-dimensional simplexis denoted A* and its n-simplices (non-
degenerate) are (n + 1)-element subsets of its vertex set {0,1,...,k}. Let 7 be an abelian
group. In the simplicial set context, the Eilenberg-MacLane simplicial set K (7, n) is defined
through its standard minimal model in which k-simplices are given by cocycles

K(m,n), = Z"(AF, 7).
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It will be essential that K (7, n) is a simplicial group in the mentioned representation and
hence a Kan complex. Similarly, we define a simplicial set £(m, n) where its k-simplices are
given by cochains
E(m,n), = C™(AF 7).

The previous definitions lead to a natural principal fibration known as the Eilenberg-MacLane
fibration 6: E(m,n) — K(m,n+ 1) forn > 1. A further powerful property of that fibration is
its minimality. Recall that minimal fibrations are stable under pullbacks and compositions.
For the definition and further properties see [5, 1.10].

Furthermore, we remind two standard constructions of simplicial sets - a mapping cylinder
and a mapping cone. For a simplicial map f: X — Y the simplicial mapping cylinder is a
simplicial set cyl(f) = (X x A'UY)/ ~ where the equivalence relation ~ is induced by
(2,0) ~ f(z) for all z € X. If we identify X with X x {1} then the simplicial mapping cone of

fis cone(f) = cyl(f)/X.
Algorithmic part

Effective homology. Here we look at the basic notions of the effective homology frame-
work. This paradigm was developed by Sergeraert and his coworkers to deal with infinitary
objects, see [18] (or [6]) for more details.

A locally effective simplicial set is a simplicial set whose simplices have a specified finite
encoding, and whose face and degeneracy operators are specified by algorithms.

We will work with non-negatively graded chain complexes of free abelian groups. Such
a chain complex is locally effective if elements of the graded module can be represented in a
computer and the operations of zero, addition, and differential are computable.

In all parts of the paper where we deal with algorithms, all simplicial sets are locally effec-
tive, and all chain complexes are non-negatively graded locally effective chain complexes of
free Z-modules. All simplicial maps, chain maps, chain homotopies, etc., are computable.

An effective chain complex is a (locally effective) free chain complex equipped with an
algorithm that generates a list of elements of the distinguished basis in any given dimension
(in particular, the distinguished bases are finite in each dimension).

Definition 2.1 ([18]). Let (C,d¢) and (D, dp) be chain complexes. A triple of mappings
(f:C—=D,g: D— C,h: C'— C)is called a reduction if the following holds

i) f and g are chain maps of degree 0,
ii) his a map of degree 1,
111) fg = ldD and ldc — gf = [dc, h] = dch — hdc,
iv) fh =0, hg = 0and hh = 0.
The reductions are denoted as (f, g, h): (C,dc) = (D, dp).
A strong homotopy equivalence C' <= D between chain complexes C, D is the chain complex
E together with a pair of reductions C' < E = D.
Let C' be a chain complex. We say that C' is equipped with effective homology if there is a
specified strong equivalence C' <= C of C with some effective chain complex C*'.
Similarly, we say that a simplicial set has (or can be equipped with) effective homology
if its chain complex generated by nondegenerate simplices is equipped with an effective
homology.

It is clear that all finite simplicial sets have effective homology. It is essential from the
algorithmic point of view that many infinite simplicial sets also have effective homology.
Moreover, there is a way to construct them from the underlying simplicial sets and their
effective chain complexes.
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Proposition 2.2 ([0], Section 3). Let n > 1 be a fixed integer and m a finitely generated abelian
group. The standard simplicial model of the Eilenberg-MacLane space can be equipped with effective
homology.

If P is a simplicial set equipped with effective homology and f: P — K(m,n + 1) is computable,
then the pullback ) of §: E(m,n) — K(m,n+ 1) along f can be equipped with effective homology.

The algebraic mapping cone cone(y) of the chain map ¢: C' — D between chain complexes
(Cy,d¢) and (D, dp) is defined as the chain complex C,_; @ D, with the differential (z,y) —

(—do(x),dp(y) + o(x)).

Proposition 2.3 ([18], Theorems 63 and 80). Let C' and D be chain complexes with effective
homology C** and D, respectively, and ¢: C — D be a chain map. Then the cone(p) can be
equipped with effective homology cone™ := C | & D in such a way that the strong equivalence
cone(ip) <= cone® restricts to the original string equivalence D <= D*.

3. POSTNIKOV TOWERS

In this section, we recall the notion of a general Postnikov tower [8, Chapter VI] and the
construction of a functorial Postnikov tower for a given Kan complex by Moore [15] and
make a comparison of both definitions. Then we describe an algorithmic construction of
a Postnikov tower for simplicial sets with effective homology [6], which we will use in the
following sections.

Definition 3.1. Let Y be a simplicial set. A simplicial Postnikov tower for Y is the following
collection of mappings and simplicial sets organized into the commutative diagram

Y,

Pn

$n

(3.1)

such that for each n > 0 the map ¢,,: Y — Y, induces isomorphisms ¢,,..: m(Y) — m(Y5)
of homotopy groups with 0 < k£ < n, and 7;(Y,,) = 0 for k > n + 1. The simplicial set Y}, is
called the n-th Postnikov stage.

Homotopy groups of simplicial sets in terms of simplicial maps can be defined only for
Kan complexes. To other simplicial sets, this notion can be extended using the geometric
realization functor | | and its right adjoint simplicial functor S if we put =,,(Y) = m,(S|Y)
since the image of S is in the subcategory of Kan complexes. If we suppose that Y is a Kan
complex, we can carry out the following construction due to Moore.

Definition 3.2. Let Y be a Kan complex. For each n € Nj define an equivalence relation
~, on the simplices of Y as follows: two ¢-simplices z,y: A? — Y are equivalent if their
restrictions on n-skeleton x|q,(aqs) and y|sx, as) are equal. Define a simplicial set Y (n) :=
Y/ ~, together with induced degeneracy and face maps from Y. There are evident maps
p(n):Y(n) = Y(n—1)and p(n): Y — Y(n).

It turns out that this collection is a Postnikov tower for Y. Therefore, we will call it
Moore-Postnikov tower per [5]. Furthermore:
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Proposition 3.3. Let Y be a simply connected Kan complex. The tower {Y (n) }nen defined above is
a Postnikov tower for Y and the maps p(n) are fibrations. Furthermore, if Y is a simply connected
minimal Kan complex then p(n) are minimal fibrations and pullbacks of diagrams along a certain
maps k(n — 1):

Y(n) — E(m,(Y),n)

o | s

Y(n— 1)]{;(7)/*_>1)K(7rn(Y)7 n+1)

Proof. These are Theorems 2.6 and 3.26 in [15]. See also [5], Chapter VI, Theorem 2.5, and
Corollary 5.13. O

The main advantage of the Moore-Postnikov tower is that it forms a functor from the
category of Kan complexes into a category of towers of simplicial sets. However, we would
like to construct Postnikov towers directly from simplicial sets which are not Kan complexes.
A common procedure for doing this is to build up the n-th stage from the (n — 1)-th stage as
a pullback of the minimal Eilenberg-MacLane fibration §: E(7,(Y),n) = K(m,(Y),n+ 1).

Definition 3.4. Let Y be a simply connected simplicial set. A standard Postnikov tower is a
Postnikov tower such that for all n > 1: Y, is the pullback of the fibration § along a map
kn,1 : Yn,1 — K(’Tfn(Y), n -+ 1)

Y, — = E(m,(Y),n)

| 5
Y, 1T>K(7rn Y),n+1)
n—1

The map k,,_ is called a Postnikov map. Since the Kan fibrations § are minimal, their pullbacks
pn are also minimal and all stages Y,, are minimal Kan complexes.

In the subsequent proposition, we compare general Postnikov towers and standard Post-
nikov towers with the Moore-Postnikov ones.

A morphism of Postnikow towers f,: X, — Y, is called a weak equivalence of Postnikov towers
if all f,,: X,, — Y, are simplicial weak homotopy equivalences, i.e., they induce isomorphisms
on all homotopy groups after passage to topological spaces. Similarly, f. is an isomorphism
of Postnikov towers if all f,, are isomorphisms of simplicial sets.

Proposition 3.5. Let Y be a simply connected minimal Kan complex. Then for any Postnikov tower
{Y,, Pn, on} for Y there is a weak equivalence h. to the Moore-Postnikov tower {Y (n), p(n), p(n)}
for Y and an isomorphism h:'Y — JmY (k) such that the diagrams

Y S lmy (k) =Y

%J | oo

Y, ——— Y(n)

fin (3.2)
commute. If the maps p,, are minimal fibrations, then both towers are isomorphic.

Proof. The first partis a particular case of Theorem 5.14 in []. So we have a weak equivalence
h, of the Postnikov towers. This collection of maps induces a weak equivalence h: Y —
lim Y (k) =Y such that the diagram commutes.

For a simply connected minimal Kan complex Y, the maps p(n) are minimal Kan fi-
brations. If p, are also minimal fibrations then h,,: Y,, — Y(n) and h: Y — Y are weak
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equivalences between minimal Kan complexes, and according to Theorem 2.20 in [4] they
are isomorphisms. O

Algorithmic part

Algorithmic construction of Postnikov tower. The algorithmic approach constructs a stan-
dard Postnikov tower by specifying instructions for maps k,,_;: Y,,—; — K(m,(Y),n+1) and
¢vn: Y — Y,. Here we summarize the algorithm from [6, Section 4] emphasizing some facts
needed for our purposes.

Consider a simplicial set Y which is equipped with effective homology C.,(Y) < C(Y)
and suppose that we have constructed its Postnikov tower up to the stage n — 1. This means
that we have Y;,_; with effective homology C.(Y,_) <= C®(Y,,_;) and that a simplicial map
¢Yn—1 : Y — Y,_; has been computed. The Eilenberg-Zilber theorem implies the existence
of a strong equivalence M, := cone,(¢,_1). <= Ci(cyl(¢n_1),Y). Here cone,(y,_1). is the
cone of the chain homomorphism ¢,,_;, and cyl(y,_1) is the cylinder of the simplicial map
Pn—1-

Importantly, some homotopy groups of Y can be identified with certain homology groups
of M,. This relationship can be derived from the composition of the Eilenberg-Zilber map
EZ, the Hurewicz isomorphism h and the connecting isomorphism c of the n-connected
pair (cyl(pn_1),Y). For i <n we get

EZia T

Hin (M) 2255 Hi(exl(pa-1), V) =25 7 (0l(gnn), V) S5 m(y). (33)
The chain complex M, = cone(y,_1). has effective homology (see Proposition 2.3) since
M, = cone(gn_1)y = Co 1 (V) @ C.(Yy_y) <= C (V) ® CN(Y,_y) = M. (3.4)
For algorithm purposes, we define in accordance with (3.3)

7y = Hyp (M) =2 H, 1 (M,).

n

Now we introduce a notation. Denote by ¢: C.(Y,_1) — M, and *': C(Y,_;) — M
the inclusions from (3.4). The strong equivalence C, (Y1) <= C(Y,_1) is a part of the

strong equivalence M, < M¢. Denote by ¢,: M, — M and &.: Cu(Y,-1) — CH(Y, 1)
homomorphisms corresponding to these strong equivalences. They make the following
diagram commutative:

f

Cef(yn_l) L Mff

*

e Je.

C*(Yn—l) —[> M*
(3.5)
In [6] it was shown that the projection of cycles Z,, (M) onto H,, (M) can be algo-
rithmically extended to chains, so we have a homomorphism p°: M, — H, (M) = 7).
Moreover, we can define an analogous homomorphism p: M, 1 — H,1(M,) such that the
diagram

pef

Mﬁil HnJrl(Mff)

A 2
p
MnJrl — HnJrl(M*) (36)
commutes.

Now we can define the cocycle

ef . ef ef . ef Y
Ky i =p ol CO(Y) =,

*
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We will call it an effective Postnikov cocycle. Its cohomology class [k ;] € H™™ (C(Y,,_q); 7Y )

* y i

will be called an effective Postnikov class. Next, we define the Postnikov cocycle r,_; as

Fino1 = Ky_q 0 & = £ (K5,) € Z"TH(CL(Yooa), my )

rtn

and the Postnikov class as its cohomology class [k,_1] € H"™(C.(Y,,—1);7}). The previous
definitions can now be summarized in the commutative diagram:

Ot (Vo) = et g ety S
n+1\in—1 n+1 n+1

o] Tew Te

Cr1(Yo1) —— My - H,1(M,)

(3.7)

For every abelian group 7, the evaluationev: SMap(Y, K (m, k)) — Z*(Y, r) from simplicial
maps into k-cocycles on Y is the map such that for a simplicial map f: Y — K(m, k) the
cocycle ev(f) assigns to every k-simplex o € Y}, the value of the cocycle f(o) € K(m, k), =
Z®(A* ) on the unique nondegenerate k-simplex of A*. We will write ev(f)(o) for this
value in 7. The evaluation is a bijection and enables us to define the simplicial map %,

kpno1=ev Y kpo1): Yooy — Kz} n+1).

corresponding to the Postnikov cocycle «,_;. This will be the Postnikov map for our con-
struction. Using it, we can construct the n-th Postnikov stage Y, as the pullback along
this map (see the definition of the standard Postnikov tower). This pullback has effective
homology. To complete the construction of the n-th stage we have to find a simplicial map
vn: Y — Y, which fits into diagram (3.1) of the Postnikov tower. Since Y}, is the pullback, the
required map is given by the couple of maps ¢, : Y — Y, _;and [, : Y — E(x),n). The
map [, corresponds via bijective evaluation SMap(Y, E(xY,n)) — C*(Y;rY) to the cochain
A given by the composition

ra ef
Co(Y) = Myyy 5 M, 25 Y

In [6] it is proved that k,_1, Y,, and ¢, satisfy all properties in the definition of the standard
Postnikov tower.

Definition 3.6. The Postnikov tower constructed above will be called an effective Postnikov
tower of the simplicial set Y.

At the end of this section, we recall the notion of fundamental class and transgression
and their relationship with Postnikov classes. These relations play a crucial role in the proof
of Theorem 4.2. Let ¢, : K(m, k), — 7 be the mapping assigning to each m-valued cocycle
o € ZF(AF, ) its value on the unique k-simplex of A¥, i.e. 1y = ev(id(x k). The cohomology
class [tx] € H*(K(m, k);) is called the fundamental class. The next lemma provides the
relations between fundamental classes and the Postnikov class [x,_1] constructed above.

Lemma 3.7. Denote by 7 and 1 the transgressions in the Serre long exact sequences of fibrations
K(rY,n) — E(rY,n) = K(zY ,n+1)and K(z},n) — Y, — Y,_1, respectively. Then

T ([eal) = [tnsa]  and 7([ea]) = K51 ([tns1]) = [50a]-
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Proof. Using the fact that H*(K (7}, k); 7%) = Hom(Hy (K (7
dual to a homomorphism 7 : H, 11 (K (7}, n+1)) — H,(K
by a homomorphism 75 on the level of chain complexes:

k), 7)) the transgression 7% is

Y
n
7Y n)) which can be represented

n

To get a precise definition of 7, one needs to specify the right inverse ¢ of (d pr).. Take
a simplex o of K(m),n + 1),41 uniquely determined by its value ev(idg v ,11))(0) € 7.
Define (o) as the cochain in C"(A™*! 7}) (i.e. an element of C,1(E(w),n)) satisfying
@(0)(d°) = ev(idg(zy nt1))(0) and p(o)(d’) = 0 for i > 1 where d': A" — A" are the
standard faces in A"*!. Then 9(p(0)) is a simplex in K (7}, n),, with the property that

eV(idK(wg,n))(a(SD(U)) = eV(idK(w}{,nH))(U)-
Hence 75 ([t,]) = [tns1]-
To prove the latter statement, consider the pullback diagram of fibrations:

id

K(m,  n) K(m,  n)

| |

Y, ——— E(r)Y,n)

L

Y, —— K(x¥ ,n+1)

Since the transgression is natural, we get

T([tn]) = Ky (75 ([tn])) = 51 ([tn41])
= k1 ([ev(idg (xy nt1)]) = [ev(idg (xy nt1) © kn-1)]
= lev(kn-1)] = [Kn-1l.

4. NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS

This section aims to establish necessary and sufficient conditions in terms of their effective
Postnikov towers to decide if the geometric realizations of two finite simply connected
simplicial sets X and Y are homotopy equivalent. First, we move from the geometric
realizations of simplicial sets to their substitutions as minimal Kan complexes.

Lemma4.1. Let X and Y be simply connected simplicial sets. Let { X,,, px , X } and {Y,,, pY , o) } be
their standard Postnikov towers. Put X' := 1£1 X,andY' = 1£1 Y,,. Then there is an isomorphism

[1X1, Y]] = (X7, 7).

In particular, | X | and |Y | are homotopy equivalent if and only if there is a simplicial weak homotopy
equivalence f: X' =Y.



ARE TWO FINITE H-SPACES HOMOTOPY EQUIVALENT? 9

Proof. The desired isomorphism is a composition of two bijections. First, using the induced
maps o~ : X — X' and ¢¥: Y — Y’ one can define the isomorphism [| X, [Y[] = [| X"|, |Y”|].
Next, we use a canonical isomorphism [A, B] = [|A|, | B|] for Kan complexes A and B applied
toA=X"and B=Y". O

It is natural to seek an inductive criterion that finds weak equivalences between the stages
of the Postnikov towers of simplicial sets X and Y successively from lower to higher stages.
Once such a criterion is available, one needs to relate it with the existence of homotopy
equivalence between the geometric realizations of X and Y. The following theorem gives a
necessary condition. In the category of topological spaces, this condition was derived and
used by Kahn in [12] and [13]. However, our algorithmic construction of the Postnikov tower
of simplicial sets differs from Kahn’s, and there is no immediate way to restate his result
from topological spaces to simplicial sets. In the simplicial context, the key construction
ingredient is a minimal model of Eilenberg-MacLane space.

Theorem 4.2. Let X and Y be simply connected simplicial sets. Let {X,,, pX, X } and {Y,,, pY, o) }
be their effective Postnikov towers with Postnikov cocycles r:\, kY, respectively. Put X' := Jim X,
and Y' := limY,, and let ¢ : X' — X, and ©) :Y' — Y, be canonical maps. If there is a
simplicial map f: X' — Y, then there are maps f,: X,, — Y, such that all diagrams

X, Iy, x Ly
pffl lpﬁ wxl prl
Xn—l - Yn—l Xn e Yn

fn—l fn

X
n—1

Yellwn1l) = froi([ni]) (4.1)
where y,: H" ™ (X,,_1; 7 ) — H"WY(X,,_1; 7)) is induced by a homomorphism ~: X — ) which
captures the map f in a suitable manner.

If f is a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence, then all f,, are simplicial weak homotopy equivalences
(and even isomorphisms of simplicial sets), and ~ is a group isomorphism

Proof. Start with deriving both diagrams. Note that {X,,, x;\ } and {Y,,, x} } with canonical
maps <an/: X" — X, and @Z': Y’ — Y, are standard Postnikov towers for X’ and Y7/,
respectively. Apply Proposition 3.5 for these Postnikov towers to compare them with the
Moore-Postnikov towers of X’ and Y, respectively. The isomorphisms h: Y’ — Y’, g: X' —
X'between the towers together with the functoriality of the Moore-Postnikov towers provide:

commute strictly. Moreover, the Postnikov classes [k;\_,| and [k} _,] are in the relation
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The commutative diagram defines horizontal maps f,,: X,, = Y,, for alln € N and gives the
commutative diagrams in our theorem. If f is a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence then
maps (hfg~')(n) and f, are also simplicial weak homotopy equivalences between minimal
Kan complexes, so they are isomorphisms by Theorem 2.20 in [4].

It remains to show that equation (4.1) holds. To complete this task, take the commutative
diagram:

K(X.n) 1 K(x¥ n)

L,

X, — Y,

pffl lpf
Xn—l —_— Yn—l

fn—l

Consider the homorphism v: mX — 77 determined by the commutative square:

Ho (K (7)) L Hy (K (7Y, n))
ev(idK(w,’f,n))7 = J{ev(idK(ﬂXm))v =
X : .

Using the naturality of the transgression and Lemma 3.7 we obtain:

Foa(tnal) = foa () = 7(F (e ) = ([ D) = (7 ([12]) = 7e[m-4]).

Finally, if f, and f,_, are simplicial weak homotopy equivalences, then fisalsoa simplicial
weak homotopy equivalence. Next, the induced map f, is an isomorphism (see the last
diagram) which implies that v is an isomorphism. U

Algorithmic part

Consequently, we can formulate a well-known assertion that the homotopy type of a finite
dimensional simplicial complex is given only by a finite part of its Postnikov tower. From an
algorithmic point of view, this fact plays a crucial role.

Corollary 4.3. Let X and Y be finite simply connected simplicial sets of dimensions < d with
effective Postnikov towers {X,,} and {Y,,}, respectively. Then |X | and |Y'| are homotopy equivalent
if and only if there is a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence

fdl Xq— Y,

Proof. If |X| and |Y| are homotopy equivalent, then by Lemma 4.1 there is a simplicial
weak homotopy equivalence f: X' := 1&1 X, =Y = 1&1 Y, and by Theorem 4.2 there is a
simplicial weak homotopy equivalence f;: X; — Y.

Conversely, suppose that there is a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence f;: X; —
Yy. Since |X| is a CW-complex of dimension d and |} | : |Y| — |Yy| is an isomorphism
in homotopy groups m; for ¢ < d and an epimorphism for i = d + 1, the induced map
lo¥ L [IX], [Y]) = [|X], |Ya]] is a bijection. Let F': | X| — |Y| be a map which homotopy class
corresponds to the homotopy class of | f; o ¢ |: | X| — |Yy|. Then F induces isomorphisms
in homotopy groups 7; for ¢ < d. Since |X| and |Y| have dimensions < d, it induces also
isomorphisms in homology groups H;(—; Z) for all i. Therefore F': | X| — |Y| is a homotopy
equivalence by Whitehead Theorem. O
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The following theorem and its proof show that equation (4.1), where v is an isomor-
phism, is sufficient for algorithmic construction of a simplicial map lifting a given homotopy
equivalence between Postnikov (n — 1)-stages to a homotopy equivalence between n-stages.

Theorem 4.4. Let X and Y be simply connected simplicial sets with effective homology. Let
{ X, ik oX} and {Y,,, pY, oY} be their effective Postnikov towers with Postnikov cocycles k;\ and

kY, respectively. Assume that there are a computable simplicial map f, 1: X, — Y, and an
isomorphism «y: wX — wY such that relation (4.1)

Y [“{:1—1)*] = fa-1 [/{22_1)*]

holds. Then:
(1) Alift of f,_1pX toamap f,: X, — Y, exists, i.e. the diagram
Xn .f’!lr Yn
P l lpf
Xn—l - Yn—l
fn—l
commuites.

(2) If we consider X,, and Y, as subsets of X,,_1 x E(7.X,n)and Y,y x E(x) n), respectively,
such a map f,, can be defined by

fa(,y) = (faa(2), 7y + w(2))) (4.2)
for somefany w: X,,_1 — E(m;, n) satisfying
v (v i — Ry) = dw. (4.3)

(3) There is an algorithm which computes one such w.
(4) The ambiguity in the definition of w is up to maps c: X, — K (7, n).

If f,.—1 is a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence, so is f, (and even an isomorphism of simplicial
sets).

Addendum 4.5. Under the same assumptions consider the natural fibrewise action +: Y, X

K(nY,n) — Y,. Then any two maps f,, fi: X, — Y, making the diagram in Theorem 4.4
commutative up to homotopy differ by a map d: X,, — K(n} ,n) such that

o~ fotd.
Furthermore, if we assume that for the fibre inclusions .~ : K(mX,n) — X, and /¥ : K(z} ,n) - Y,
fnot™ ~ flo®: K(xX n) = Y (K(x) n)),
then there exists a map c: X,,_1 — K(m\,n) satisfying

frllen*F’}/*OCOan

where v.: K(mX,n) — K(r),n) is determined by the isomorphism ~ from (4.1).
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Proof of Theorem 4.4. Consider the following diagram

X mmmmmmmmmm oo > Y,
P E(mX n) -___Y*_____‘ ________ s E(xY,n)
5 lp{ (4.4)
fnfl
Xn-1 \kffl l > Y1 \k}f_l 5
K(myn+1) - » K(my ,n+1)

where the squares given by solid arrows commute. Complete the diagram by the map
Ye: B(mX,n) — E(x},n)
which is induced by the isomorphism ~: mX — 7). Then the front square is also commuta-
tive. Our aim is to give an algorithmic construction of a map
fu: Xno1 = Y1 x BE(7) n)

such that its image liesin Y,, C Y,,_; X F(r)}, n) and it makes the remaining squares commu-
tative.
Since V. [k 1] = fr_1[kX_,], the cohomology class of the difference of corresponding maps

kp_10 fa1 =0 ky_y: Xpoy — K(my ,n+1)

is trivial. This applies also to the map v, ' ok} ;o f, 1 — kX, X, 1 = K(mX,n+1). So

n—1-
thereis alift w: X,,_; — E(m,n) in the diagram

X, . K(mX,n+1)

-1 Y X
Vs~ © kn—l ° fn—l - kn_l

Condition (4.3) only rewrites the commutativity of this diagram in terms of Postnikov cocy-
cles and the evaluation map.

According to Lemma 2.11 in [7] one can compute such a single lift algorithmically. Any
two lifts differ by a map ¢: X,,_; — K(mX, n) to the fiber of the fibration 4.

For any lift w: X,,_; — E(mX,n) let us define f,: X,,_1 X E(m\,n) = Y,_1 x E(7),n) by
the formula

fa(z,y) = (fu1(2), %y + w())) -

The restriction of this map to X,, has image in Y}, since for (z,y) € X,, C X,,_1 x E(mX,n) we
have dy = k;X_, (x) and that is why

0 (1 +w(2))) = 10(y) + 7.0(w(@)) = vk (@) + 7% (3 Ky fas — ko) (@)
= k1 [ (2).
It also shows that f,, is a lift of f,,_;. O
Proof of Addendum 4.5. The assumption says that
Dy © fu~ a1 0Dy ~p) o fh

Since p) is a principal K(m) ,n)-fibration, there is a map d: X, — K(m},n) such that
[} ~ fn + d. Consider the long Serre exact sequence of the fibration p; :

e HY (X, = HY( X, 7)) = HY K (x5 n), 7)) — ...
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If the maps f,, and f] induce homotopic maps on fibres, the image of the class [d] = [f, — f,] €
H™(X,, 7)) vanishes in H"(K(7X,n);nY), so a difference of f, and f/ is homotopic to a
certain map d: X,,_; — K(7),n),ie. f, ~ fo+ dopy. Asthe isomorphism v: ¥ — 7
induces simplicial sets isomorphism ~,: K(m\,n) — K(x},n), there is a map ¢: X,,_; —

K(mX,n) such that f! ~ f, +7.0copx. 2

Remark. Here, we want to point out that the specific form of tower maps (4.2) is fully matching
with the characterisation of simplicial maps between principal twisted cartesian products
(PTCP) from May [14, Section 31]. For our specific PTCP’s X,, = E(7%) = K(m.X,n) X,x X,,_1
and Y, = E(7V) = K(nY,n) x.v Y.y with 7% = 70k, and 77 = 70 k)_,, respectively,
where 7 is the twisted operator for the twisted product E(m,,n) = K(m,,n) X, K(m,,n+ 1).
According to [14] the morphisms of PTCP’s X,, = E(7¥) — E(7¥) = Y,, have the form

0(y, z) = (a(y) +&(x), B(x)),

wherey € K(mX,n),z € X,,_1,8: X,,_1 — Y,_1is asimplicial map, a: K(m:X,n) — K (7Y, n)
is a simplicial homomorphism and ¢: X,,_; — K(7),n) is a function satisfying the certain
simplicial identities denoted as (U) in [14]. The transition between PTCP’s and pullbacks
provides the simplicial isomorphism ¢: X,,_1 x;x E(mY,n) — E(7¥)

o(z,y) = (y — v(k, (2)), ) (4.5)

where ¢: K(7X,n+ 1) — K(mX,n) is the pseudo-cross section. Analogically, identify the
stage Y, with its PTCP’s counterpart E(7") via p: E(7") = Y,_1 X;» E(n) ,n)

By, 2) = (2,5 + ¥ (k, (2))).

Thus, the form of morphism (4.5) translates to P0¢: X,y x;x E(m; ,n) — Y,_1 Xy E(7) , n)

(z,y) — (B(x), aly) + Yk, (B(2)) — a(®(ky () +&(x)).

One can easily examine from underlying definitions that the map

Qz) = ¥(k, (B(2))) — a(i(ky (2)) +€(2)

represents an arbitrary simplicial map X,,_; — E(x},n). This description clearly matches
with our form (4.2).

5. EFFECTIVE HOMOTOPY EQUIVALENCE AND SELF-EQUIVALENCE

To decide if two spaces are homotopy equivalent, it is essential to describe the homotopy
equivalences which can be constructed inductively by the algorithm from Theorem 4.4. It
turns out that such homotopy equivalences behave well concerning the composition of maps
and represent all homotopy equivalences up to homotopy. Simultaneously, it will be helpful
to give a similar description of homotopy self-equivalence, described in Corollary 5.5.

This corollary is a crucial step in proving Theorem A since it translates our problem of
algorithmically deciding whether two finite simplicial sets are homotopy equivalent to a
problem in algorithmic group theory.

The first part of the section introduces effective versions of homotopy equivalences be-
tween the stages of the Postnikov towers. The definition is motivated by Theorem 4.4.

Definition 5.1. Let { X, } and {Y}, } be effective Postnikov towers for simply-connected simpli-
cial sets X and Y/, respectively. Denote by iso(X,,, Y;,) the set of all simplicial weak homotopy
equivalences X,, — Y,, and aut(X,,) the set of all simplicial weak homotopy self-equivalences
X, — X,,. Let Iso(X,,Y,) and Aut(X,,) be the sets of their homotopy classes, respectively,
Le.

Iso(X,,Y,) =iso(X,,Y,)/ ~, Aut(X,) =aut(X,)/ ~.
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The sets of effective homotopy equivalences between the Postnikov stages X, and Y, are
defined inductively as

iso (X1, V) :={id : X; = x — x = Y},
is0M(X,,, V) :={fn: X,, = Y,,| f, has the form (4.2) with f,_; € iso®(X,,_1,Y,_1)
and satisfies the condition (4.3)}, n > 2.

The symbol Iso® (X, ¥;,) will stand for the set of their homotopy classes
Iso(X,,Y,) = iso®(X,,Y,)/ ~ .
Furthermore, we define the set of effective homotopy self-equivalences X,, — X, as
aut(X,) == is0" (X, X,,), Aut(X,) :=Iso"(X,, X,)

Notice that using this new notation Theorem 4.4 says that if f,,_; € isoef(Xn,l, Y,-1) and
an isomorphism v : ;X — 7} satisfy condition (4.1) then there is an algorithm constructing
fn € iso®(X,,Y,) which is a lift of f,_;. At the same time, the theorem says that f, is a
simplicial weak homotopy equivalence as f; = id has the same property.

The following statement shows that the sets of effective homotopy equivalences have the
nice properties promised above.

Proposition 5.2. Let X, Y and Z be simply connected simplicial sets with effective homology. Let
{ X, kX, 058, AV, kY 0¥ Y and {Z,,, pZ, ©Z} be their effective Postnikov towers.

(1) If f € is0™(X,,,Yy,) and g € is0™(Y,,, Z,), then g o f € iso™(X,,, Z,,).
() If f € is0™(X,,,Yy,), then the inverse f~! € iso® (Y,,, X,,).

Particularly, the sets aut® (X,,) together with composition of maps are groups.

Proof. Consider the identifications X,, C X,,_; x E(7X,n), Y, C Y, x E(z},n) and Z, C
Zn-1 x E(7Z,n) and write f and g explicitly as:

fla,y) = (faaa(2), 7y + w(z))),
9", y) = (gn-1(2"), (" + &'(2))),
The composition g o f is
go f(@,y) = ((gn-10° fu-1)(@), Yy + w(@)) + 7 (W (fa-1(2))))
= (9010 1@, () (3 + (@) + 97 fus(2)))
which has the form (4.2):

90 f(2,9) = [hua(@). Ty + )

where
F'=70oy, Q=w+v"owo/f

Since (4.3) holds for f and g, we can show that it holds for the composition as well:

eV’l(thffl - F*’iffl) = fo1 evil(g;; 1“5 1) — ’Yi eV71<’Y* fz( 1)

=~ ev  (fi_ ikl — vk )+ frevT N gh kD —ALkE_)
= (Y7)x0(w) + fr17.0(w)
=T.0(Q).

One can be convinced that the inverse map to f is

FHE ) = (faa (@), % = (fal) " (rw(2))).
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Again, it can be shown that (4.3) holds for f~:
ev_l((fn_fll)*l{fz(fl - 7*_1’{571) = (f;h)*vil eV_l(%"‘f})z(—l - flmgfl)
=7 0((fol) (= w))-
]

We have seen that Theorem 4.4 can be easily reformulated in terms of effective homotopy
equivalences. We will do the same with Theorem 4.2. It turns out that if we want to have the
necessary condition (4.1) for effective homotopy equivalences, we naturally relax from the
strict commutativity in diagram (5.1). More details are available in the subsequent remark.

Theorem 5.3. Let X and Y be simply connected simplicial sets with effective homology. Let
{ X0, kX, 05 % and {Y,,, kY, @Y} be their effective Postnikov towers with Postnikov cocycles kX,
kY _,, respectively. Let X' := Wm X, and Y’ := limY,. If there is a simplicial weak homotopy
equivalence f: X' — Y, then there are effective homotopy equivalences f, € iso™(X,,Y,,) of the
Postnikov stages such that the diagrams

/ j 5 Y/
o Lﬁ,{'
X, — Y,
fn (5.1)

commute up to homotopy and the diagrams

Xy, — Y,

Py l LDZ

anl - Ynfl
o 5.2)
commute strictly.
Furthermore, there is an isomorphism ~: w;* — wY such that the Postnikov classes satisfy the

relation (4.1) !
X * Y

Y [anl] = fnfl [’infl]'
Proof. In the proof of Theorem 4.2 we have shown the existence of (not necessary effective)
simplicial weak homotopy equivalences f;: X, — Y, between Postnikov towers {X,} and
{Y,.} together with isomorphisms ~: X — 7} such that

vellona]) = (facd) ((na)) 0 HH (X5 my). (5.3)
The maps f; make diagrams (5.1) and (5.2) commutative.

By induction, we prove the existence of maps f,, ~ f;, with required properties. Since the
tirst stages of Postnikov towers are points, f; = f is the trivial map between points. Now,
assume that we have constructed maps f,, form <n — 1.

Since f,,—1 ~ f}_;, equation (5.3) holds for f,,_; as well and it enables us to use Theorem
4.4 to construct a lift g,, of f,,_; of the form (4.2). Let us recall that f is the lift of f/ ;. Denote
by G, f: K(7X,n) — K(nY n) the restrictions of g, and f! to the fibres, respectively. Since
Hom(7 X, 7Y) = [K(rX,n), K(7},n)], homotopy classes of g, and f/, are determined by ho-
momorphisms 7, — 7). According to the proof of Theorem 4.2 these homomorphisms are
the same as homomorphisms from condition (4.1) for f,_; and f,_,, respectively. However
these are the same, equal to the isomorphism ~. Consequently, [g,,] = [f!] which means that
the maps

o gy =gnot, o fr = frou K(my,n) = o (K(my )
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are homotopic.

In this situation we can apply Addendum 4.5 to get that f, ~ g, + 7. o co pX for a map
c: X,—1 — K(mX,n). Thus define a new map f,, = g, + 7. o co p; which is clearly the lift of
fn_1,1s an element of iso™ (X,,, Y},), has the property f, ~ f and so makes (5.1) commutative
up to homotopy. O

Remark. The new version of the necessary condition can make a weaker impression as one
diagram commutes only up to the homotopy. However, algorithms typically work with finite
simplicial complexes of dimension d, and the input map f: X’ — Y’ represents a certain
homotopy class. Thus, diagram (5.1) can be made strictly commutative by replacing f with
another representative of the same homotopy class using the homotopy lifting property of
the fibration ¢} . Such a replacement H(—, 1) is a lift in the next diagram with H’ to be a
homotopy between ¢} f and fup7 .

X' x {0}~ v

H”/Z '
L Pa

X’XAlTYd

The second important property of effective homotopy equivalences is that they can ap-
proximate every simplicial weak homotopy equivalence up to homotopy.

Proposition 5.4. Let X and Y be simply connected simplicial sets with effective homology. Let
{ X, kX, 05y and {Y,,, kY, o) } be their effective Postnikov towers. Every simplicial weak homotopy
equivalence g,, : X,, — Y, is homotopic to an effective homotopy equivalence f, € iso®(X,,Y,). So

Iso(X,,Y,) = Iso®(X,,Y,).

Proof. We will apply Theorem 5.3. Put X' = X, and Y’ = Y,, together with »X' = id
and @Z/ =id, and f = ¢, : X,, = Y,. Then according Theorem 5.3 there is a an effective

homotopy equivalence f, : X,, — Y, such that ¢} f,, ~ g,0X i.e. f, ~ gn.
0

The next corollary rewrites the necessary and sufficient condition (4.1) using the parame-
trization of a base map f,_; via self-homotopy equivalences from aut®(X,,_;) and isomor-
phisms 72X — 7).

Corollary 5.5. Let X and Y be simply connected simplicial sets with effective homology. Let
{Xn, XooXYand {Y,, kY, @Y} be their effective Postnikov towers with Postnikov cocycles r;x and

Y, respectively. Assume that there is a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence g, 1: X, 1 — Yy _1.
Then, X,, and Y,, are simplicially weak homotopy equivalent if and only if there is an isomorphism
v: X — Y and a simplicial weak homotopy selfequivalence a,,_1: X,,_1 — X,,_1 such that

7*["{§—1] = (gn—lan—l)*[/{r}:—l]' (5'4)
Moreover, if we assume that g, € is0°H (X1, Y1) then a,_, € aut (X,,_,).

Proof. Theorem 4.4 says that condition (5.4) is sufficient for an existence of a simplicial weak
homotopy equivalence which is a lift of g,,_1 0 a,_1. If g,,—; and a,,_; are effective then their
composition is effective by Proposition 5.2. So the lift is also effective.

We will show that the condition is necessary. Suppose that X,, and Y,, are simplicially weak
homotopy equivalent through a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence g: X,, — Y,,. Then,
Proposition 5.4 provides an effective homotopy equivalence f,, € iso®(X,,,Y,) homotopic
to g. Since f, is effective, it is has to be a lift of an effective homotopy equivalence f,_; €
iso”(X,,_1,Y,_1). Moreover, there is an isomorphism v: X — 7} such that

Yelbn )] = (fo1) " [K01))-



ARE TWO FINITE H-SPACES HOMOTOPY EQUIVALENT? 17

Now, it is enough to take a,_1 = gt 0 fa1 to get (5.4). If g,_1 € is0°'(X,,_1,Y,_1) then
An_1 = g, 0 fa1 € aut*!(X,_,) by Proposition 5.2.
O

We will examine the groups Aut®(X,,) in the following sections. It turns out that they are
tinitely generated and that there are algorithms that can find their generators inductively.

6. ALGORITHMIC GROUP THEORY

This section introduces two algorithms for computing orbits and stabilizers of group
actions. The aim of this excursion into algorithmic group theory is to give an algorithm that,
from the knowledge of Aut®(X,, ;) computes Aut*(X,,), see Proposition 7.5.

Definition 6.1. Let G be a group. The right action of the group G on a set M is a map
R:MxG—=M

satisfying R(m, 1) = mand R(m, ¢-h) = R(R(m, g), h) for the unit 1 € G and all m € M and
g,h € G. For simplicity, we will denote the value R(m,g) € M as m?. The orbit of m € M
under G is a subset
m® = {mf gec G} C M.
The stabilizer subgroup of m € M under this action is a subgroup
Stabg(m) == {g € G|m? =m} C G.

The action is transitive if m© = M for all m € M. For a subgroup S of G, a subset T' C G'is
called a right transversal of S if T' contains exactly one element of each coset from

G/S={SgCG; geG}.

Example. We will use these notions in the following context. Take a Postnikov tower { X}
for a finite simplicial set X. It can be easily verified that the map

Tor(H™ ™ (X,—1;m,)) % (Aut®(X,_q) x Aut(m,)) — Tor(H" ™ (X,—1; )
([8], [an-1],7) — 7@, [K]
is a right action of the group G = Aut®(X,, ;) x Aut(n,) on the finite set
M = Tor(H"™(X,,_1;7,)).
Lemma 6.2 (Orbit-Stabilizer). Let G acts on a set M, m € M and let S := Stabg(m). The map
G/S — m": Sg—m?
is a well-defined bijection.
Proof. See [10, Theorem 2.16]. O

The next lemma constitutes a way to construct a presentation of a subgroup. Consider a
subgroup S of a group G and a right transversal 7" of S. The uniquely determined element
in T'N Sg will be denoted 3.

Lemma 6.3 (Schreier’s lemma). Let G be a group generated by elements from a set P, G = (P).
Let S be a subgroup of G with a finite right transversal T'. Then the subgroup S is generated by the
set

SN {rp(Tp)"' € G;r €T, p € P,rp #7p}. (6.1)

Proof. See [10, Theorem 2.57]. O
As a direct consequence of these two assertions on stabilizers, we get.

Corollary 6.4. Let a finitely generated group G act on a finite set M, m € M and let S := Stabg(m).
Then the subgroup S is finitely generated, and its generators are listed in the set (6.1).
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Proof. The Orbit-Stabilizer theorem provides a map that identifies S as a finite index sub-
group of G. Thus, any right transversal of S in G is a finite set, and the generators of S are
enumerated by Schreier’s lemma. The list of generators is finite as both sets P and T are
finite. O

The initial theory easily gives two algorithms. The first one computes the orbit m“, and
its extended version enhances the output by a list of generators of the stabilizer Stabg(m).
We start with a specification of input objects.

Convention 6.5. Let G be a finitely-generated group defined by an explicit finite generating set P.
Take a finite set M endowed with a right G-action such that:

e m9 can be computed for allm € M and g € G,

e one can decide whether two elements of M are equal.

If G is a finitely-generated group and MM is a finite set, then any orbit can be computed by
an exhaustive search.

Algorithm 1: Orbit algorithm
Data: A finitely-generated group G = (P) with a right action on a finite set M/, an
element m € M.
Result: Elements of the orbit m®.
List:={m};
foreach y € List do
foreach g € P do
if y? & List then
| List. Append(y?);
end
end
end
return List;

Now we want to find a list of generators of the stabilizer S = Stabg(m). Since G/S is in
bijection with the orbit m®, for every y € m® we choose a single g € G such that m¢ = y. For
this choice, we will write g = log y:

mlogy = .
The set
T = {logy € G; y € m“}
is a finite right transversal to the stabilizer Stabg(m). For all y € m“ and all g € G can write

mlosvy?) — Y9 = (mlogy)g — megy)g.
Consequently, comparing our previous and new notation we get
(logy) - g = log(y°).

Hence, in the case of the stabilizer Stab(m) the set of Schreier’s generators from Lemma 6.3
can be parametrized by the elements of the orbit and the elements of the set P and is

Q = {(logy)g(log(y*))~" € G; y e m®, g € P}.
Note that every element of () lies in Stabg(m) as:

mogv)gog(y?)) ™ _ [m(logy)g](108;(119))*1 — (yg)(log(y"))*1 — los@)ogy) ™t _

This enables us to extend the previous algorithm for computing the orbit to the algorithm
computing simultaneously the orbit m“ and generators of the stabilizer Stabg(m).
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Algorithm 2: Orbit-Stabilizer algorithm

Data: A finitely-generated group G = (P) with a right action on a finite set M/, an
element m € M.
Result: Elements of the orbit m© and a set Q of Schreier’s generators of the stabilizer

Stabg(m).
logm :=1;
List:={(m,logm)} C M x G;

Q:={};

foreach (y,logy) € List do

foreach g € P do

if y9 & GetFirstComponents(List) then
log(y?) := log(y)y;
List. Append((y?, log(y?));

else

| QAppend(log(y)g(logy?)~");

end

end

end

return List, Q;

We will apply the last algorithm in the situation described in the example above. However,
we specify the input data in a more precise manner. Consider M as the torsion part of the
cohomology of X,,_; computed from an effective chain complex, i.e.

M = Tor(H" ™ (C*(X,,_1); 7).

The set M is finite by definition and computable as H""(C(X,,_;);m,) is the effective
cohomology, and its torsion component is effectively computable as well. We suppose that
the group Aut®(X, ;) is finitely generated, and its generators are effectively computable.
The right action of the group G = Aut®(X,_;) x Aut(r,) on M has been described in the
example after Definition 5.1. In the proof of the key statement 7.5 we will use the second
algorithm to compute generators of the stabilizer Stabg([+S_,]) and its right transversal.

7. SPACES OF FINITE k-TYPE

In this section, we will deal with generators of the groups Aut®(X,,). We would like to
have an algorithm which from the knowledge of a finite list of generators for Aut® (X, )
gives a finite list of generators for Aut®(X,,). The necessary and sufficient condition (4.1) for
lifting homotopy selfequivalences
no1l = ap [k ]
defines a stabilizer of an element [+, ;] of the action of the group Aut®(X,, ;) x Aut(7)
on the group H""(X,,_;; mX). In general, this group is an infinite set and in such a case it
is difficult to find an algorithm computing a list of generators for Aut®(X,). However, the
situation becomes much easier if the Postnikov class [x;_,] is of finite order. It happens for
so-called spaces of finite k-type, see [1], Definition 4.4(a). We will modify this definition for
our purposes.

[k

Definition 7.1. Let X be a simply connected simplicial set with effective homology. The set
X has finite k-type if its effective Postnikov tower {X,,, kX } has Postnikov class [ ] of finite
order for each n € N.

We will say that X has finite k-type through dimension d if Postnikov classes [«; | are of
finite order for alln < d — 1.
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The notion of space with finite k-type encompasses a broad class of spaces, for instance,
H-spaces modulo the class of finite abelian groups (see [1], Definition 4.4(b)).

Definition 7.2. A simply connected simplicial set X is an H-space modulo the class of finite
abelian groups C if there is a map p: | X| x |X| — |X| such that the compositions x o ¢; are
isomorphisms in homology modulo the class C where the maps ¢;: | X| — |X| x |X]| are
obvious inclusions to the i-th component of the product | X| x | X|,i =1, 2.

If Postnikov stage X, is an H-space modulo the class C, we will say that X is an H-space
modulo C through dimension d.

In [1] Theorem 4.5, Arkowitz and Curjel proved the following statement:

Proposition 7.3. Every H-space mod C has a finite k-type. Moreover, if H;(X) = 0 for all i
sufficiently large, then X is an H-space mod C if and only if it is a space of finite k-type.

We can adapt this result to our situation:

Corollary 7.4. Let X be a finite simply connected simplicial set of dimension d. It is an H-space
mod C through dimension d if and only if it is of finite k-type through dimension d.

Remark. It is well known that every m-connected space, m > 1, is a rational H-space through
dimension 2m and an H-space mod C through the same dimension. Consequently, it is also
of finite k-type through dimension 2m.

Homotopy self-equivalence of X,,. Let X be a space of finite k-type and {X,,} its effective
Postnikov tower. Here our attention focuses on studying Aut®(X,,). We follow the approach
of the previous section and utilise Orbit-Stabilizer algorithm on the finite order element
[kX_,] with the right action

n—1
Tor(H" ™ (X,_1; X)) x (Aut®(X,,_1) x Aut(7)) — Tor(H"™(X,_1; 7))

([5], [a], 7) > 72 a"[]. (7.1)

Note that the group G' = Aut®(X,,_;) x Aut(r) is finitely generated whenever Aut®(X,,_;)
has this property. Moreover, its generators can be taken as the pairs ([a],e) and ([id], )
where [a] goes through all generators of Aut®(X,,_;), v runs through generators of Aut(r;)
and e € Aut(r;)) is the neutral element. This choice is possible due to the commutativity
of the action of 7, ! and a* on Tor(H"™(X,,_1;7))). The torsion Tor(H""' (X, _;7.))) is

n

computable and finite, see the related discussion at the end of Section 6.

Proposition 7.5. Let X be simply connected finite simplicial set of finite k-type through dimension
d. Consider its Postnikov tower {X,}. If n < d, generators of Aut®(X,,_,) are known and form a
finite list, then there is an algorithm that computes a finite list of generators of Aut® (X,,).

Proof. First we describe the algorithm and then we show that it really gives all the generators
of Aut*(X,,). Since the group Aut®(X, ;) is finitely generated and [« ,] lies in a finite set
Tor(H"™(X,,_1; 7)), we can use Orbit-Stabilizer algorithm to compute all the generators of
the stabilizer Stabg([x\_,]). Denote them ([a;],7;), 7 = 1,2,...,k. Indeed, they satisfy the

relation
’Yj_*la; [Kin1] = [rpal,

hence we can find algorithmically maps w;: X,,—1 — E(7;",n) such that
v (o, — k) = b

Then the homotopy classes of self-maps
hj(,y) = (a;(2), 7y +w;(2)))

are elements of aut® (X,,).
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Next we take the cochains ¢y, ¢y, . . ., ¢, such that their cohomology classes are generators
of the group H"(X,,_1; 7). The translations ¢, : X,, — X,,
tm(2,y) = (2,4 + cm(z))
are elements of aut® (X,,), as well. We assert that the homotopy classes [h;], 1 < j < k, and

[tm], 1 < m < p, form a set of generators of the group Aut®(X,,).

Take a class [A] € Aut®(X,,) whose representative A has the form
A(z,y) = (a(z),7:(y + w(z)))
where v € Aut(n), a € aut*(X,,_;) and w: X,,_; — E(7,n) satisfy
v () etk = Ry = dw.

Hence the pair ([a],7) is an element of the stabilizer Stabg([x;X_;]). Thus we can write it as a
product of the generators ([a;],v;):

([a’]v’Y) = ([a’jl]v'Yh) ’ ([a’j2]77j2) B ([ajs]afyjs)

where some indices can repeat. The composition h = hj, o hj, - - - o h; has the form

h(z,y) = (a(z), 7.(x + Q(y)))

where
Q=wj, + (1, )wjea @+ Vo - Vieea Vi) Wia Gy - - - @,
satisfies
ev () e R — RY) = 09,

Since dw = 69, thereis c: X,,_; — K (X, n) such that w = Q + c. If we define the translation
t: X, = X, t(x,y) = (z,y + c(x)), we get

A=hot

The cohomology class [c] is a linear combination of the cohomology classes [c,,,|, 1 < m < p,
hence the translation ¢ is homotopic to the corresponding composition of translations ¢,,.
Consequently, the homotopy selfequivalence A is homotopic to a composion of homopy
selfequivalences h;, 1 < j < k,and ¢,,, 1 < j <p.

u

8. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

The last section presents a sequence of algorithms that decides whether two spaces of
finite k-type are simplicially weak homotopy equivalent. It is a concatenation of the results
from the previous four sections.

The following Theorem is a more detailed version of Theorem A.

Theorem 8.1. Let X and Y be simply connected finite simplicial sets of dimension d. If X and Y
are of finite k-type through dimension d, then the question of whether X and Y are simplicially weak
homotopy equivalent is algorithmically decidable.

If the spaces are simplicially weak homotopy equivalent, our algorithm finds a simplicial weak
homotopy equivalence f: X4 — Yy between their Postnikov stages in dimension d.

Moreover, we can algorithmically find all group generators Aut® (X,). If X and Y are simplicially
weak homotopy equivalent, we can consequently describe all simplicial weak homotopy equivalences
between X4 and Y, up to homotopy as compositions of f and generators of Aut® (X,).

We describe the proof of Theorem 8.1 in single steps.
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Pre-processing. First, we compute effective Postnikov towers for both sets X and Y accord-
ing to the instructions in [6, Section 4]. That algorithm provides suitable isomorphism types
72X and 7} of homotopy groups and gives a fixed decomposition of these groups to the
components Free and Tor as a part of their isomorphism type. If the homotopy groups ;¥
and 7} have different isomorphism types, X and Y are definitely not simplicially weak ho-
motopy equivalent. Simultaneously, by computing Postnikov classes, one can be convinced
that both spaces are of finite k-type through dimension d.

Inductively, we compute generators of the groups Aut®(X,,) for n < d using the following
algorithm.

Algorithm 8.2.
Input: A finite set of generators of the group Aut® (X, 1) and [r;*_,] is torsion in H" ™ (X,,_1;7
Output: A finite set of generators of the group Aut® (X,,).

")

Description. A complete list of generators of Aut®(X,,) is provided in Proposition 7.5. Every
such generator represents a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence in aut® (X,,). A key part
of that procedure is Orbit-Stabilizer algorithm and known description of generators of the
group Aut(7;\) = Aut(Free(m:X )@ Tor(m. )) depending on Aut(Free(m)) = GL(rank(r ), Z),
Aut(Tor(7X)) and Hom(Free(rX), Tor(7:X)). O

Remark. The groups Aut(Free(r;)) can be identified with GL(Z, m,,). It is well known that
the minimal number of generators of GL(Z,m) is 2. We refer to [17, Chapter VII] for more
details about the generators.

In Corollary 4.3, it has been shown that the spaces X and Y of dimension d are simplicially
weak homotopy equivalent if and only if their Postnikov stages X, and Y, are simplicially
weak homotopy equivalent. We will subsequently decide if their Postnikov stages are
simplicially weak homotopy equivalent by going from X; and Y; to X, and Yj.

Base step. Since X; =Y/ is a point, there is only one simplicial weak homotopy equivalence
between them, so iso” (X1, Y;) = {id}.

Induction step. This step means to find whether there is a simplicial weak homotopy equiv-
alence

fn €150 (X, Yy)
under the condition that we have a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence f,,_; € is0® (X,,_1, Y,,_1).
This is carried out for 2 < n < d by the following algorithm whose main idea is to seek
a € aut®(X,,_,) fitting into the diagram:

.f n

X, Ya
Xn1 -7~ » Xp1 ———— Yo
In—-1

If the simplicial weak homotopy equivalence a exists then we update all f; to the maps f;ca;
for each 2 <i < n — 1. More implementation details are part of the next algorithm.

Algorithm 8.3.

Input: A simplicial weak homotopy equivalence f,_, € iso®(X,_1,Y,_1) and Postnikov classes
(kX_,) and [kY_|] in the torsion parts of H" ™ (X,,_y; 72 ) and H" (Y, _1; 7Y), respectively.
Output: A decision whether X,, and Y, are simplicially weak homotopy equivalent. If yes, the
algorithm provides a simplicial weak homotopy equivalence f,, € iso® (X,,,Y,). If no, then X and Y
are not simplicially weak homotopy equivalent.
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Description. We will use the necessary and sufficient condition from Corollary 5.5. So we
want to find if there is a pair (a, @) € aut®(X,,_;) x Aut(n)) such that

nX—l] = a*_la* ;—1[’45—1] (8.1)

oK
for a fixed isomorphism o: X — 7}". Asboth classes [k;-_,] and [x}_,] are torsion, we solve
the equation by considering the right action of the group G = Aut®(X,,_;) x Aut(x)) from

section 6:
Tor(H" ™ (X, ;7)) x G — Tor(H"™(X,,_1; 7))

([1], g1, 7) ¥— 729" [,
We can apply Orbit-Stabilizer algorithm 2 on this action and compute the orbit of the element

fna [“Zfl]-
Now it suffices to go through the finite list of the orbit elements and to decide if o, [x; ;] €
(fr_i[kY_4]) “ Ifitis missing in the list, then X,, and Y;, are not simplicially weak homotopy

n n

equivalent as the necessary condition (8.1) is not satisfied. It implies that X and Y are not
simplicially weak homotopy equivalent.

If o.[r)_y] € ( f;;,l[/-fx,l])G, we take the right transversal log(o.[ri ;]) = ([a],«) and it

satisfies sufficient condition (8.1) so that f,, can be constructed from g,_; = f,—1 0 a by
Theorem 4.4. O

Proof of Corollary B. Let X and Y be finite simplicial sets. The dimensions of multiple sus-
pensions S"X and S"Y of X and Y will be less than twice their connectivity for r sufficiently
large. According to the remark after Corollary 7.4, S"X and S"Y will be of finite k-type
through their dimension and will satisfy assumptions of Theorem 8.1. So we can apply the
described algorithm to decide if S"X and S"Y are homotopy equivalent, i.e., if X and Y are
stably homotopy equivalent. O

9. ANOTHER CLASS OF SPACES

What we have done so far enables us to decide about homotopy equivalence inside another
class of spaces which expands spaces with finite homotopy groups differently than spaces
of finite k-type.

Proposition 9.1. Let X and Y be a finite simply connected simlicial sets of dimension d such that
for2 <n<d

rank 7> = rank 7} <1,
H"( X ;7)) =2 Tor(H™(Xp_1; 7).
Then there is an algorithm that decides if X and Y are simplicially weak homotopy equivalent.

Proof. As in the previous section we compute effective Postnikov towers and we proceed by
induction. The induction step requires to have pre-computed the group Aut®(X,,_;), and
we deal with it in the subsequent rows. Since rank 7\ = rank 7} < 1, the groups Aut(m)
are finite. Now, we can go through the proof of Proposition 7.5 to show that if Autef(Xn,l)
is finite then so is Aut®(X,,). If Aut®(X,_,) is finite then the subgroup Stab([x} ,]) C
Aut®(X,, 1) x Aut(7Y) is also finite and can be found by exhaustive search. All elements of
the group Aut®(X,,) are parameterized by elements from the stabilizer and elements from
the group H"(X,_1;7X) which is finite according to our assumption. So Aut®(X,,) is finite
and its elements are enumerated in Proposition 7.5 as well. As the last part of Induction step,
we use Corollary 5.5 to decide which pairs ([a,_1],7) € Aut® (X, ;) x Aut(r)) satisfy the
necessary and sufficient condition (5.4) by simply going through all cases. If n = d and the
required pair exists then X and Y are homotopy equivalent by Corollary 4.3. If the required
pair is missing for a certain 2 < n < d then X and Y are not homotopy equivalent. O
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If X is a finite dimensional simplicial set, the finiteness of H"(X,,_;;7.) can be easily
verified via the effective homology framework. One concrete example of spaces satisfying
this property is coH-spaces modulo the class of finite abelian groups.

Definition 9.2. A simply connected simplicial set X is a coH-space modulo the class of finite
abelian groups C'if there is a map ¢: |X| — |X| V | X| such that the compositions r; o ¢ are
isomorphisms in homology modulo the class C. The maps r;: | X| V | X| — | X| are obvious
retractions on the j-th component of the wedge product | X| V | X].

For CW-complex Y, the property to be a coH-space is equivalent to the property that Y is
a union of two open subsets which are contractible in Y/, that is, the Lusternik-Schnirelmann
category of Y is < 2 in original terminology and < 2 in current terminology. That is
why in [2] coH-space modulo the class of finite abelian groups is called a space with the
Lusternik-Schnirelmann < 2 modulo finite abelian groups.

Lemma 9.3. Let a simply connected set X be a coH-space modulo the class of finite abelian groups
with an effective Postnikov tower { X,,}. Then the groups H™(X,,_1; w.X) are finite.

Proof. Berstein [2, Remark 3.1] has shown that finite coH-space X modulo the class of
finite abelian groups is homotopy equivalent modulo finite abelian groups with a wedge of
spheres and consequently has the property that coker h,, of the Hurewicz homomorphism
hyp: mo(X) — H,(X) is finite. (See also [1].)

We will prove that it implies that H"(X,,_1; 7, ) is also finite. Consider the Serre long exact

cohomology sequence of the fibration K (7%, n) 4 X, — X,_; with coefficients X ®Q
which we supress:

= H" YK (rX,n)) = HYX,_1) = H"(X,) 5 HYK(xX,n)) = H™(Xp1) = ...

0

If we prove that the morphism ¢* is a monomorphism, we get that H™(.X,,_1; Wff ® Q) is trivial
and H™(X,,_1;7) is finite.

The fibration X — X,, has an n-connected fiber and hence H, (X) = H,(X,). Then the
cokernel of the Hurewicz map hi": m,(X,) — H,(X,) is isomorphic to the cokernel of the
Hurewicz map h,, and so it is finite. From the diagram

H,(K(mX,n)) —— H,(X,)

n

hf, ’—VT h

WH(K(/]TT)L(7 n)) 7rn Xn

we get that cokeri, is also finite. Applying Hom(—, 7\ ® Q) and Universal Coefficient

Theorem we obtain the exact sequence 0 — H”(Xn,wff ® Q) 5 HYK(nX,n);rX @ Q),
which shows that i* is a monomorphism.
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