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ON THE NON-EXISTENCE OF SPECIAL GENERIC MAPS ON

COMPLEX PROJECTIVE SPACES

NAOKI KITAZAWA

Abstract. We prove the non-existence of special generic maps on complex
projective space as our extended new result. Simplest special generic maps
are Morse functions with exactly two singular points on spheres, or Morse
functions in Reeb’s theorem, and canonical projections of unit spheres.

Manifolds represented as connected sums of products of manifolds diffeo-
morphic to unit spheres admit such maps in considerable cases.

Real and complex projective spaces have been shown to admit no such
maps in most cases by the author. This gives a complete answer for complex
projective spaces as a corollary to a more general result, which is also our main
result.

1. Introduction.

Morse theory, or theory of Morse functions, gives fundamental and strong tools
in singularity theory and its applications to geometry of manifolds.

A singular point of a smooth map means a point in the manifold of the domain
where the rank of the differential is smaller than both the manifolds of the domain
and the target.

Theorem 1. A closed manifold admits a Morse function with exactly two singular

points if and only if it is homeomorphic to a sphere in the case where the manifold

is not 4-dimensional. In the 4-dimensional case, this holds if it is diffeomorphic to

the unit sphere.

These functions are generalized as follows.

Definition 1. A smooth map from an m-dimensional manifold with no boundary
into an n-dimensional manifold with no boundanry is called a special generic map
if m ≥ n ≥ 1 and for suitable coordinates, at each singular point it is represented
by the form (x1, · · · , xm) → (x1, · · · , xn−1,Σ

m−n+1
j=1 xn−1+j

2)

The definition seems to restrict the topology and the differntiable structure of
the manifold strongly. This is true.

Before explaining about this, we introduce fundamental terminologies and no-
tation on smooth manifolds. Rk denotes the k-dimensional Euclidean space with
the canonical differentiable structure. This is a simplest smooth manifold. This is
also regarded as the Riemannian manifold endowed with the standard Euclidean
metric. For x ∈ Rk, ||x|| denotes the distance between x and the origin 0 ∈ Rk

under the standard metric or the canonical Euclidean metric. For a positive integer
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k, Dk := {x | ||x|| ≤ 1} ⊂ Rk denotes the k-dimensional unit disk, which is a
k-dimensional compact, connected and smooth closed submanifold. Sk−1 := {x |
||x|| = 1} ⊂ Rk denotes the (k − 1)-dimensional unit sphere, which is a (k − 1)-
dimensional closed smooth submanifold with no boundary. The 0-dimensional unit
sphere is a two-point set endowed with the discrete topology for k = 1 (k− 1 = 0).
The (k − 1)-dimensional unit sphere is connected for k ≥ 2 (k − 1 ≥ 1).

Canonical projections of unit spheres are special generic. Exotic spheres, which
are defined as manifolds which are homeomorphic to (unit) spheres and which are
not diffeomorphic to unit spheres, do not admit such maps in considerable cases.
[2, 20, 21, 22, 23, 27] give related answers for example.

On the other hands, for example, manifolds represented as connected sums of
manifolds diffeomorphic to unit spheres admit these maps in considerable cases.

It is important and difficult problems to know the (non-)existence of special
generic maps.

For example, it seems to be natural to consider such problems for projective
spaces, 2, 3 or 4-dimensional closed manifolds and higher dimensional closed (and
simply-connected) manifolds for example. In fact related results such as [20, 21,
22, 23, 25] have been obtained by Saeki and Sakuma since 1990. Recently Nishioka
([19]), Wrazidlo ([27, 28, 29]) and the author ([13, 14, 15, 16]) have obtained related
results. Our paper concerns such problems for complex projective spaces. The (non-
)existence for real-projective spaces has been announced to be completely solved
by the author. In short, existence is rare.

Main Theorem 1. Let k ≥ 2 be an arbitrary integer. The k-dimensional complex

projective space, which is a 2k-dimensional closed and simply-connected smooth

manifold, admits no special generic maps into R2k−1. Furthermore, by Theorem 4,

it admits no special generic maps into any Euclidean space.

This was an open problem for an arbitrary odd integer k ≥ 3 in [15]. This follows
from the following more general theorem. Terminologies and notation on homology
groups and cohomology groups and rings are in section 3. However, we suppose
elementary knowledge on these notions.

Here we note that R1 is generally denoted by R, that the ring of all integers
(rational numbers) is denoted by Z (resp. Q), that the relation Z ⊂ Q ⊂ R holds
and that Q is the field of quotients (fractions) of the free commutative group Z,
whose rank is 1.

Main Theorem 2. Let k1 and k2 be arbitrary integers greater than 1. Let M be

a closed and simply-connected smooth manifold of dimension m = k1k2 satisfying

the following conditions.

(1) The rational cohomology group Hj(M ;Q) is isomorphic to Q if 0 ≤ j ≤
k1k2 and j is divisible by k1 and it is the trivial group if j is not as before.

(2) There exists a generator u0 of Hk1(M ;Q) and the cup product ∪j2
j1=1u0,

or the j2-th power of u0 in the rational cohomology ring H∗(M ;Q) is a

generator of Hj2k1(M ;Q) for every integer 1 ≤ j2 ≤ k2 − 1.

Then M admits no special generic maps into Rm−1.

The second section is for fundamental properties of special generic maps. We
also review results related to our present study more precisely.
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The third section is devoted to expositions on Main Theorems 1 and 2. In fact,
a key ingredient is merely a slight generalization of a family of arguments used by
the author in [14, 15, 16]. We close our paper by related examples and remarks.

2. Preliminaries.

Throughout the present paper, a smooth manifold homeomorphic to a unit
sphere is called a homotopy sphere. A homotopy sphere which is (not) diffeomorphic
to a unit sphere is a standard sphere (resp. an exotic sphere).

Every smooth manifold is well-known to admit the structure of a PL manifold
canonically. In several scenes, we regard smooth manifolds as the canonical PL
manifolds. More generally, topological manifolds are known to be regarded as CW
complexes.

For a manifold or a polyhedron X , let dimX denote the dimension of X .
A diffeomorphism is a smooth map having no singular points being also a home-

omorphism. A diffeomorphism from a given manifold X onto the same manifold
is said to be a diffeomorphism on X . The diffeomorphism group of the smooth
manifold X is the group of all diffeomorphisms on X . We also regard this as the
topological space endowed with the so-called Whitney C∞ topology. Whitney C∞

topologies are natural topologies of sets of smooth maps between smooth manifolds.
See [7] for systematic expositions for example.

We also need terminologies and notions on bundles. For systematic expositions,
see [18, 26].

A bundle is said to be smooth if the fiber is a smooth manifold and the structure
group is a subgroup of the diffeomorphism group. A linear bundle is a smooth
bundle whose fiber is an Euclidean space, a unit sphere, or a unit disk and whose
structure group consists of diffeomorphisms regarded as linear transformations nat-
urally.

Proposition 1 (E. g. [20]). Let m ≥ n ≥ 1 be integers. A special generic map f :
M → N on an m-dimensional closed manifold M into an n-dimensional manifold

N with no boundary always enjoys the following properties.

(1) There exist an n-dimensional compact manifold Wf , a smooth immersion

f̄ : Wf → N and a smooth surjection qf : M → Wf satisfying the relation

f = f̄ ◦ qf .
(2) qf maps the singular set S(f) of f onto the boundary ∂Wf ⊂ Wf as a

diffeomorphism. Moreover, S(f) is a smooth closed submanifold in M with

no boundary.

(3) We have the following two bundles.

(a) For a suitable small collar neighborhood N(∂Wf ) ⊂ Wf , we have a

linear bundle whose fiber is the (m− n+1)-dimensional unit disk and

whose projection is given by the composition of the map qf |qf−1(N(∂Wf ))

onto N(∂Wf ) with the canonical projection to ∂Wf .

(b) We have a smooth bundle over Wf − Int N(∂Wf ) whose fiber is an

(m−n)-dimensional standard sphere and whose projection is given by

the restriction of qf to the preimage of Wf − Int N(∂Wf ).

Hereafter, |X | denotes the size of a finite set X .

Example 1. Let m ≥ n ≥ 2 be integers. Let {Skj × Sm−kj}j∈J be a family
of finitely many products of two unit spheres where kj is an integer satisfying
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1 ≤ kj ≤ n − 1. We consider a connected sum of these |J | manifolds in the
smooth category. Let M0 be an m-dimensional closed and connected manifold
diffeomorphic to the obtained manifold. We have a special generic map f0 so that
Wf0 is diffeomorphic to a manifold represented as a boundary connected sum of |J |
manifolds in {Skj ×Dn−kj}j∈J just before. Here the boundary connected sum is
considered in the smooth category. Furthermore, here we can do in such a way that
N = Rn, that f0|S(f0)

is an embedding and that the two bundles of Proposition 1

(3) are trivial bundles.

Proposition 2 (E. g. [20]). Let m > n ≥ 1 be integers. A special generic map

f : M → N on an m-dimensional closed and connected manifold M into an n-
dimensional manifold N with no boundary always enjoys the following properties.

We abuse the notation of Proposition 1 such as qf : M → Wf .

(1) We have an (m + 1)-dimensional compact and connected topological man-

ifold (PL) manifold W bounded by M , (resp. where we discuss in the PL

category), and which collapses to an n-dimensional compact and smooth

manifold Wf in the situation of Proposition 1 and identified with a suitable

CW subcomplex (resp. subpolyhedron) of W . If m−n = 1, 2, 3 in addition,

then W can be chosen as a smooth manifold and r as a smooth map.

(2) The canonical inclusion iM : M → W and a continuous (resp. PL) map

rf : W → Wf giving a collapsing to Wf satisfy the relation qf = r ◦ iM .

(3) If M is oriented, then W can be chosen as an oriented manifold. If m−n =
1, 2, 3 in addition, then W can be chosen as a smooth manifold and r as a

smooth map as just before.

We give some remarks on Proposition 2 as Remark 1 in the following.

Remark 1. Let m > n ≥ 1 be integers again. Suppose that we have a smooth
immersion f̄0 : Wf0 → N of an n-dimensional compact and connected smooth
manifold Wf0 into an n-dimensional manifold N with no boundary. We have a
special generic map f0 : M0 → N on a suitable m-dimensional closed and connected
manifold M0 into N enjoying the three properties in Proposition 1 and we can have
an (m+1)-dimensional compact and connected smooth manifold W0 and a smooth
map r0 : W0 → Wf0 as in Proposition 2 where f : M → N , W and r : W → Wf

are replaced by f0 : M0 → N , W0 and r0 : W0 → Wf0 for example. Furthermore,
we can do in such a way that the bundles in Proposition 1 (3) are trivial bundles
here.

For more generalized versions of Proposition 2, see [24] and see papers [9, 10, 11]
by the author.

Note also that we concentrate on the case m − n = 1 in main ingredients and
we discuss problems in the smooth category in situations of Proposition 2 in main
ingredients of our paper.

Theorem 2. Let m > 0 be an integer. We have the following conditions for closed

manifolds to admit special generic maps into fixed Euclidean spaces where connected

sums and boundary connected sums are taken in the smooth category. We also abuse

the notation in Propositions 1 and 2 such as the manifold Wf .

(1) ([20]) Let m ≥ 2. An m-dimensional closed and connected manifold admits

a special generic map into R2 if and only if either of the following cases

holds.
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(a) m 6= 4 and M is homeomorphic to the m-dimensional unit sphere.

(b) m = 4 and M is an m-dimensional standard sphere.

(c) M is diffeomorphic to a manifold represented as a connected sum of

the total spaces of smooth bundles over a circle or the 1-dimensional

unit sphere whose fibers are diffeomorphic to homotopy spheres which

are not 4-dimensional exotic spheres.

Furthermore, for a special generic map f here, Wf is diffeomorphic to a

boundary connected sum of finitely many copies of S1 ×D1.

(2) ([20]) Let m = 4, 5. An m-dimensional closed and simply-connected man-

ifold admits a special generic map into R3 if and only if either of the fol-

lowing two holds.

(a) M is an m-dimensional standard sphere.

(b) M is diffeomorphic to a manifold represented as a connected sum of

the total spaces of smooth (linear) bundles over the 2-dimensional unit

sphere whose fibers are 3-dimensional standard spheres.

Furthermore, for a special generic map f here, Wf is diffeomorphic to a

boundary connected sum of finitely many copies of S2 ×D1.

(3) ([19]) Let m = 5. An m-dimensional closed and simply-connected manifold

admits a special generic map into R4 if and only if either of the following

two holds.

(a) M is an m-dimehsional standard sphere.

(b) M is diffeomorphic to a manifold represented as a connected sum of

the total spaces of smooth (linear) bundles over the 2-dimensional unit

sphere whose fibers are 3-dimensional standard spheres.

For studies on special generic maps, see also [1, 6] as pioneering ones, for example.

3. The proof of Main Theorems.

3.1. Complex projective spaces whose dimensions are greater than 1 do

not admit special generic maps into the Euclidean spaces whose codimen-

sions are −1. CP k denotes the k-dimensional complex projective space, which is
a k-dimensional complex space and 2k-dimensional smooth manifold.

Theorem 3. Let m = 2k > 2 be an even integer greater than 2. CP k does not

admit special generic maps into Rm−1.

3.2. Fundamental algeberaic topology. We introduce notation and terminolo-
gies on homology groups, cohomology groups and rings and homotopy groups. For
elementary or advanced theory, consult [8] for example.

Let A be a commutative ring. Let (X,X ′) be a pair of topological spaces satis-
fying X ′ ⊂ X where X ′ can be the empty set.

The k-th homology group (cohomology group) whose coefficient ring is A is de-
noted by Hk(X,X ′;A) (resp. Hk(X,X ′;A)). If A is isomorphic to Z (resp. Q),
then we add ”integral” (resp. ”rational”) after ”k-th”. If X ′ is empty, then we may
omit ”,X ′” in the notation and the k-th homology group (cohomology group) of
the pair (X,X ′) is also called the k-th homology group (resp. cohomology group)
of X . We can define integral and rational ones similarly. (j-th) (co)homology

classes of (X,X ′) (or X) whose coefficient ring is A are elements of the (j-th)
(resp. co)homology groups whose coefficient rings are A. We can define integral

and rational (co)homology classes similarly.
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πk(X) denotes the k-th homotopy group of a topological space X .
Let (X1, X1

′) and (X2, X2
′) be pairs of topological spaces satisfying X1

′ ⊂ X1

and X2
′ ⊂ X2 where the second topological space of each pair can be empty

as before. For a continuous map c : X1 → X2 satisfying c(X1
′) ⊂ X2

′, c∗ :
H∗(X1, X1

′;A) → H∗(X2, X2
′;A) and c∗ : H∗(X2, X2

′;A) → H∗(X1, X1
′;A) de-

note the homomorphisms defined in a canonical way. For a continuous map c :
X1 → X2, c∗ : πk(X1) → πk(X2) also denotes the homomorphism between the
homotopy groups of degree k, which is also defined in a canonical way.

Let H∗(X ;A) denote the direct sum ⊕jH
j(X ;A) for every integer j ≥ 0. The

cup product for a sequence {cj}
l
j=1 ⊂ H∗(X ;A) of l > 0 cohomology classes is

important. ∪l
j=1cj denotes this. This gives H∗(X ;A) the structure of a graded

commutative algebra over A and this is the cohomology ring of X whose coefficient

ring is A. For a pair c1, c2 ∈ H∗(X ;A), we also use the notation such as c1 ⊔ c2 for
example. We define integral and rational cohomology rings similarly.

The fundamental class of a compact, connected and oriented manifold Y is the
(dimY )-th homology class, defined as the generator of the group HdimY (Y, ∂Y ;A),
isomorphic to A, being compatible with the orientation.

Let iY,X : Y → X be a smooth, PL or topologically flat embedding mapping
the boundary ∂Y into the boundary ∂X and the interior Int Y into the interior
Int X . In short, Y is embedded properly in X . Let h ∈ HdimY (X, ∂X ;A). If the
value of the homomorphism iY,X∗

induced by the embedding iY,X : Y → X at
the fundamental class of Y is equal to h, then h is said to be represented by the
(oriented) submanifold Y .

A may be Z/2Z, the field of order 2, or more generally, the commutative ring
consisting of elements whose orders are at most 2. In this case, we may ignore
orientations.

We also need the notions of Poincaré duals in the following four.

• The Poincaré dual PD(ch) ∈ HdimY −j(Y, ∂Y ;A) to a homology class ch ∈
Hj(Y ;A).

• The Poincaré dual PD(cc) ∈ HdimY −j(Y, ∂Y ;A) to a cohomology class
cc ∈ Hj(Y ;A).

• The Poincaré dual PD(ch) ∈ HdimY −j(Y ;A) to a homology class ch ∈
Hj(Y, ∂Y ;A).

• The Poincaré dual PD(cc) ∈ HdimY−j(Y ;A) to a cohomology class cc ∈
Hj(Y, ∂Y ;A).

Related to this, Poincaré duality theorem for the manifold Y is also important.
We can define the dual to a homology class of a basis of a free submodule of a

homology group of (X,X ′ ⊂ X) where we consider modules over A. Note that X ′

may be empty. It is a uniquely defined cohomology class in the cohomology group
of the pair (X,X ′) in such a way that the degrees of the homology class and the
cohomology class are same.

3.3. Proving Theorem 3 and Main Theorems. Theorem 3 with the following
theorem yields Main Theorem 1.

Theorem 4 ([13]). Let m > n ≥ 1 and l > 0 be integers. Let A be commutative

ring. Let M be an m-dimensional closed and connected manifold. We suppose the

existence of a sequence {aj}
l
j=1 ⊂ H∗(M ;A) of cohomology classes satisfying the

following two conditions.
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• The cup product ∪l
j=1aj is not the zero element.

• The degree of each cohomology class in the sequence {aj}
l
j=1 is smaller than

or equal to m− n and the sum of the degrees of these l cohomology classes

is greater than or equal to n.

Then M does not admit special generic maps into any n-dimensional connected

manifold which is not compact and which has no boundary.

We review the original proof in [13]. An essential ingredient of the proof has
been shown in [12] first. This is also reviewed in [14, 15, 16].

We omit precise expositions on handles and their indice for polyhedra including
PL manifolds.

Reviewing the proof of Theorem 4. We abuse the notation in Propositions 1 and 2
for example.

Suppose that M admits a special generic map into an n-dimensional connected
manifoldN which is non-closed and which has no boundary. We can take an (m+1)-
dimensional compact and connected PL manifold W in Proposition 2: Remark 1
says that we consider the case m − n = 1, 2, 3 only and discuss problems in the
smooth category and and we may restrict the case as this.

Wf is an n-dimensional compact and connected manifold smoothly immersed
into the connected and non-closed manifold N with no boundary via f̄ : Wf → N .
As a result it is (simple) homotopy equivalent to an (n − 1)-dimensional compact
and connected polyhedron. W is (simple) homotopy equivalent to Wf . We can see
that W is a PL manifold obtained by attaching handle to M × {0} ⊂ M × [−1, 0]
whose indices are greater than (m+1)− dimWf = m− n+1 where the boundary
∂W = M can be identified with M ×{−1} ⊂ M × [−1, 0] naturally. We can take a
unique cohomology class bj ∈ H∗(W ;A) satisfying the relation aj = iM

∗(bj). W is
(simple) homotopy equivalent to an (n − 1)-dimensional polyhedron. This means
that the cup product ∪l

j=1aj is the zero element. This contradicts the assumption.
This completes the proof. �

We show Theorem 3 (Main Theorem 1) and Main Theorem 2

A proof of Theorem 3 (Main Theorem 1) and Main Theorem 2. We prove results through
several STEPs.

STEP 1 Preparations.
We prove theorems by adopting methods in [14, 15, 16, 17] together with fun-

damental theory in [20] for example. However, we adopt shorter expositions or
different ones. We abuse the notation in Propositions 1 and 2 such as a special
generic map f : M → N := Rn = Rm−1, the surjective smooth map qf : M → Wf

onto an (m − 1)-dimensional compact and connected manifold Wf smoothly im-
mersed into Rm−1 via a smooth immersion f̄ : Wf → Rn, an (m + 1)-dimensional
compact and connected smooth manifold W with a smooth map r : W → Wf .
Assume the existence of such a map f : M → Rn.

The argument on handles to obtain W from M or M × [−1, 0] implies that M ,
W and Wf are simply-connected. The canonical inclusion iM : M → W and r :
W → Wf induce isomorphisms iM∗ : π1(M) → π1(W ) and qf ∗ : π1(W ) → π1(Wf ).

For r : W → Wf , we have the following objects and properties.
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• There exists an (m+ 1)-dimensional compact and connected smooth man-

ifold W̃ ⊃ W which is cornered.
• r̃ : W̃ → Wf is regarded as the projection of a bundle over Wf whose
fiber is (PL) homeomorphic to the unit disk of dimension m − n + 1 =
m − (m − 1) + 1 = 2 and whose structure group consists of (resp. PL)
homeomorphisms of the disk.

• W̃ collapses to W , which is regarded as a CW subcomplex (resp. subpoly-

hedron) of W̃ , and these two manifolds are (resp. PL) homeomorphic.
• r̃−1(Wf − Int N(∂Wf )) = r−1(Wf − Int N(∂Wf )) in Proposition 2.
• The preimage of Wf − Int N(∂Wf ) by r in Proposition 2 is unchanged in

the collapsing of W̃ ⊃ r̃−1(Wf − Int N(∂Wf )) = r−1(Wf − Int N(∂Wf )) to
W ⊃ r−1(Wf − Int N(∂Wf )) = r̃−1(Wf − Int N(∂Wf )). The restrictions
of r and r̃ to these subsets agree.

STEP 2 Supposing that the singular set S(f) is not connected and a proof of the
fact that this is connected in the case k1 > 2.
Suppose that the singular set S(f) is not connected. Then there exist a 1-dimensional
compact and connected manifold L smoothly and properly embedded into Wf and
two distinct connected components C1 and C2 of the boundary ∂Wf and L

⋂
Cj

is not empty for j = 1, 2. In other words, the boundary is embedded in the subset
C1

⋃
C2 of the boundary ∂Wf and the interior is embedded in the interior Int Wf .

The preimage qf
−1(L) can be regarded as a 2-dimensional standard sphere. It is

regarded as the 2-dimensional manifold of the domain of a Morse function for the
Reeb’s theorem. The (m − 2)-th integral homology class represented by S(f) is
regarded as the Poincaré dual to the integral cohomology class regarded as the
dual to a homology class represented by the 2-dimensional sphere if the rank of
H2(M ;Q) is not 0. Note that this is the case of k1 = 2. More precisely, in this
case the rank is 1. We can define the dual to the 2nd integral homology class in a
suitable way since the ranks of H2(M ;Z) and H2(M ;Q) are 1 here.

STEP 3 A proof of the fact that in the case k1 > 2 the rank of the integral
homology group H2(Wf ;Z) is 0.

Suppose that the rank of H2(Wf ;Z) is not 0. By the structure of the map,

there exists a smoothly embedded copy Sf
2 of the 2-dimensional unit sphere in M

enjoying the following properties.

• qf (Sf
2)
⋂
∂Wf is a finite set.

• The value of the homomorphism qf ∗ at the 2nd integral homology class
represented by the sphere is some element of H2(Wf ;Z) whose order is
infinite. This is seen as a homology class represented by a 2-dimensional
sphere smoothly embedded in Int Wf . Sf

2 can be seen as a kind of variants
of the images of sections of the bundle over the sphere in Int Wf whose
projection is given by the restriction of qf .

If k1 > 2, then we can see that the rank of H2(M ;Z) must be not 0. This is a
contradiction.

STEP 4 A proof of the fact that in the case k1 = 2 S(f) is connected.
We use contradiction as in STEP 3. Suppose that S(f) is not connected in the

case k1 = 2. The rank of H2(Wf ;Z) must be 0 due to a related argument in STEP
2 and by the assumption that the ranks of H2(M ;Q) and H2(M ;Z) must be at
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most 1. This means that the two bundles in Proposition 1 (3) must be trivial. This
is due to well-known classifications of bundles whose fibers are circles. A smooth
bundle whose fiber is a circle is well-known to be regarded as a linear bundle and
such bundles over a fixed space which is a CW complex (or a space of some suitable
wider class of topological spaces) are classified by the 2nd integral cohomology
classes of the base space. See also [18, 26] for example.

We can see that the so-called self-intersection of S(f) can be taken as the empty
set. In other words, we can consider a smooth isotopy moving the original S(f)
to a place apart from the original place by the structures of the bundles in Propo-
sition 1 (3). STEP 2 implies that the square u0 ∪ u0 of u0 is the zero element of
H4(M ;Q) due to Poincaré duality for M . We can also see that even if we discuss
the case where the coefficient ring is Z, then the cup product is the zero element of
H4(M ;Z). The assumption that S(f) is not connected is shown to be false.

STEP 5 A proof of the fact that in the case k1 > 2 the ranks of the integral
homology groups Hj(Wf ;Z) and Hj−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) are 0 for 2 ≤ j ≤ k1 − 1.

Suppose that the rank of the integral homology group Hj(Wf ;Z) is not 0 here.
STEP 3 and the classification of smooth bundles whose fibers are circles, reviewed
in STEP 4, imply that the bundles of Proposition 1 (3) are trivial. This implies
that the rank of the integral homology group Hj(M ;Z) is not 0. This is a contra-
diction. Suppose that the rank of the integral homology group Hj−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z)

is not 0 here. We consider the bundle whose projection is r̃ : W̃ → Wf , discussed in
STEP 1. For each element of Hj−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z), we can consider a kind of prism
operators or Thom classes to obtain a unique element of H(j−1)+(m−n+1)(W ;Z) =
Hm−n+j(W ;Z) = Hj+1(W ;Z) and consider the boundary to obtain a unique el-
ement of Hj(M ;Z) in the context of arguments on the homology groups. Note

that n = m − 1 and that W̃ is (PL) homeomorphic to and collapses to W here
for example. This gives a monomorphism and implies that the rank of the integral
homology group Hj(M ;Z) is not 0. This is also a contradiction.

STEP 6 A proof of the fact that for any integer k1 ≥ 2 the ranks of the integral
homology groups Hk1

(Wf ;Z) and Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) are 1 and 0 respectively.
S(f) has been shown to be connected in STEPs 2 and 4. For example Proposition

1 (2) implies that ∂Wf is connected. We have a homology exact sequence for Wf

as

H1(Wf ;Z) → H1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) → H0(∂Wf ;Z) → H0(Wf ;Z)

and H1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) is the trivial group by the facts that Wf is simply-connected
and that ∂Wf is connected. This allows us to consider the case k1 > 2 only in
proving that the rank of Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) is 0.

Note that in STEP 6 (and throughout the present proof), the fact that M ,
W and Wf are simply-connected is important to apply Poincaré duality for any
coefficient ring of the (co)homology groups.

Suppose that the rank of Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) is greater than 1. By the canon-
ical way presented in STEP 5, we can obtain elements of Hk1−1+m−n(M ;Z) =
Hk1

(M ;Z). We can also see that the ranks ofHk1
(M ;Z) andHk1

(M ;Q) are greater
than 1. This is a contradiction. Suppose that the rank of Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) is 1.
Similarly, we can see that the ranks of Hk1

(M ;Z) and Hk1
(M ;Q) are at least 1 and

that the ranks are 1 by the assumption. Consider the Poincaré dual to the dual
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to a generator of Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Q), whose rank is 1 of course and the resulting
element is an element of Hm−k1

(Wf ;Q) and a generator of this vector space over
Q. We may regard that this is an element of a generator of Hm−k1

(Wf ;Z), whose
rank is 1 of course. The bundles in Proposition 1 (3) are trivial by the condi-
tion k1 > 2 and STEP 3. By considering a section of the trivial bundle, we have
the Poincaré dual to the dual to a generator of Hk1

(M ;Q). This means that the
square of a generator of Hk1(M ;Q) or the cup product of two same element here
is the zero element. This is a contradiction. The ranks of Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) and
Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Q) are shown to be 0.

Suppose that the rank of Hk1
(Wf ;Z) is greater than 1. Arguments on sections

or variants of bundles over spheres or more general subspaces of Wf in STEP 3 and
STEP 5 imply that the rank of Hk1

(M ;Z) is greater than 1. This is a contradiction.
Suppose that the rank of Hk1

(Wf ;Z) is 0. The rank of Hk1
(Wf ;Q) is 0 of course

then. We have a homology exact sequence for W as

Hk1+1(W ;Q) → Hk1+1(W,∂W ;Q) → Hk1
(M ;Q) → Hk1

(W ;Q)

and by Poincaré duality theorem for W , Hk1+1(W,∂W ;Q) and Hm−k1
(W ;Q) are

isomorphic as vector spaces over Q. Since W collapses to Wf , they are also isomor-
phic to Hm−k1

(Wf ;Q) and Poincaré duality theorem for Wf implies that they are
also isomorphic to H(m−1)−(m−k1)(Wf , ∂Wf ;Q) = Hk1−1(W,∂Wf ;Q). The rank of
Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Z) is shown to be 0 for k1 ≥ 2 and this implies that the rank of
Hk1

(M ;Q) is 0 from the related argument in STEP 5. This is a contradiction. We
have that the ranks of Hk1

(Wf ;Q) and Hk1
(Wf ;Z) are 1.

STEP 7 Investigating the (k2−1)-th power ∪k2−1
j=1 u0 of a generator u0 ∈ Hk1(M ;Q)

and showing that this is the zero element and that this is a contradiction.
The ranks of Hk1

(Wf ;Z) and Hk1
(Wf ;Q) have been shown to be 1. We con-

sider a generator of a free subgroup of Hk1
(Wf ;Z) whose rank is 1, the dual to

this, which we can define in a suitable way, and the Poincaré dual to the integral
cohomology class, which is an element of the (m − k1 − 1)-th integral homology
group Hm−k1−1(Wf ;Z). We canonically have a unique element of Hm−k1

(M ;Z)
by the method in STEP 5. We may regard that this is also the Poincaré dual
PD(u0) ∈ Hm−k1

(M ;Q) to u0.
We consider intersection theory and Poincaré duality for Wf and M . We can

consider (variants of) generic intersections for copies of the homology class PD(u0).
Here we may discuss where the coefficient ring is Z. Remember that m = k1k2 and
that the dimension of Wf is m− 1. We have the relation

(m−k1− 1)+ (k2− 2){(m−k1− 1)− (m− 1)} = (m−k1− 1)−k1(k2− 2) = k1− 1

and this relation enables us to regard that the Poincaré dual to the (k2−1)-th power

∪k2−1
j=1 u0 of u0 is represented by the element obtained by the method in STEP 5

from an element of Hk1−1(Wf , ∂Wf ;Q), which is the trivial vector space. The

(k2 − 1)-th power is the zero element of Hk1(k2−1)(M ;Q). This is a contradiction.

This completes our proof. �
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A proof of Main Theorem 1. Theorem 4 and Main Theorem 2 completes the proof
for the case n 6= m, For the case m = n, we can know from the theory of Eliash-
berg [3] and well-known facts on Pontrjagin classes of complex projective spaces,
explained about in [18] for example. �

Example 2. The k2-dimensional quaternionic projective space is for k1 = 4 in Main
Theorem 2. Its (j-th) integral homology group is always free for any integer j. [5]
presents some meaningful examples for Main Theorem 2 more. See Theorem C
there for example.

We close our paper by a remark related to a fact discussed by the author first in
[17] and another several remarks.

Remark 2. We consider a situation in Remark 1.
Assume that a smooth immersion f̄0 : Wf0 → N is given similarly. According

to [17], we have a special generic map f0 : M0 → N on a suitable m-dimensional
closed and connected manifold M0 enjoying the following two properties.

(1) The two bundles in Proposition 1 (3) are trivial bundles where the notation
is as in Remark 1.

(2) There exists a special generic map fk : M0 → N × Rk such that the com-
position of fk with the canonical projection to N is the original map f0 for
any integer 1 ≤ k ≤ m− n.

More precisely, in Main Theorem 1 of [17], a special generic map f : M → N on
anm-dimensional closed and connected manifold M enjoying some good topological
properties is given and f0 is given as a map on the manifold M0, obtained as a
manifold whose cohomology ring is isomorphic to that of M .

It is an open problem whether M in Main Theorem 2 admits special generic
maps into Rn for m−k1 < n ≤ m or n = m where we may regard the case n = m is
another problem. Note also that it does not admit ones into Rn for 1 ≤ n ≤ m−k1
by Theorem 4. We can also say that the special generic maps are not ones presented
here even if partial answers to the open problem are given affirmatively.

We also note that real projective spaces admit no special generic maps in most
cases ([13]). These cases are also suitable for exercises on Theorem 4.

Remark 3. In the present paper, we may drop conditions on homology and ho-
motopy groups for example. For example, we concentrate on studies on closed
and simply-connected manifolds whose dimensions are at least 5, which are central
objects in classical algebraic topology and differential topology. As pioneers, we
and the author are trying to understand these manifolds geometric and construc-
tive ways via special generic maps and more general good smooth maps such as
so-called fold maps, generalizing the class of Morse functions and special generic
maps. Related papers are [13, 14, 15, 16] for example. For our remark here, see
also Remark 4 of [14] for example. For systematic singularity theory of so-called
generic smooth maps including fold maps, we introduce [7] as a related book.

Remark 4. In Main Theorems, it is not meaningful to discuss the case where the
Euler number of the manifold is odd. For example, the case where k is even in
Main Theorem 1 and the case where k2 is even in Main Theorem 2 are such cases.
This is due to the existence theory of fold maps in [3, 4]

As another remark, in Main Theorem 2, k1 must be even to make the problem
meaningful.
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