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Abstract

We give a characterization of locally standard, Z-equivariantly formal manifolds
in general position. In particular, we show that for dimension 2n at least 10, to
every such manifold with labeled GKM graph I" there is an equivariantly formal torus
manifold such that the restriction of the T"-action to a certain 7" !-action yields
the same labeled graph I', thus showing that the (equivariant) cohomology with Z-
coefficients of those manifolds has the same description as that of equivariantly formal
torus manifolds.

1 Introduction

In [MPO03], Masuda and Panov studied the (equivariant) cohomology of locally standard
torus manifolds, especially that of equivariantly formal ones. Further, it was shown that a
torus manifold is equivariantly formal over Z if and only if it is locally standard and its orbit
space is face-acyclic, that is, the orbit space itself and the orbit space of all face submanifolds
are acyclic.

Building on this, Ayzenberg and Masuda ([AM23]) studied R-equivariantly formal 7T-actions
in general position on compact manifolds (where R = Z if all stabilizers are connected or
R = Q in general) in a similar fashion. They showed that the orbit space of any such man-
ifold has the R-homology of a sphere and also found a partial converse to this statement,
which deduces the equivariant formality over R of a T-manifold in general position from the
assumption that its orbit space has the R-homology of a sphere and that its faces are acyclic.
However, for this converse it is needed that all stabilizers are connected, even for R = Q.

Our main goal here is to extend these results for R = Z to locally standard T-actions in
general position. At first, we have a sufficient condition for equivariant formality.
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Theorem 1.1. Consider an action in general position of T = T"~! on the compact manifold
M of dimension 2n > 8 such that

o for all closed subgroups H C T, every connected component of M* intersects M*
non-trivially.

the orbit space M /T has the homology of a sphere (and is thus a homology sphere).

o M 5 s n — 3-acyclic over Z.
o cvery face-submanifold of codimension 4 is equivariantly formal.

o for any isotropy submanifold Q) fized by Z, C T, corresponding to an ineffective sub-
graph of covalence 1, the map H,(Q*) — H.(Q*) given by multiplication with p is an
isomorphism in positive degrees.

Then the action is equivariantly formal over Z.

If an isotropy submanifold () as above does satisfy the assumption in the fifth point, we
call @ (or Q*) admissible.

This sufficient condition is indeed necessary.

Theorem 1.2. Consider an action in general position of T = T"! on the compact manifold
M of dimension 6 or 2n > 10 such that

e The odd (co)homology of M vanishes.

o Whenever x is a point whose stabilizer is finite, there is a neighborhood of x in which
this is the only non-trivial stabilizer subgroup.

The following statements hold.

1. For all closed subgroups H C T (not necessarily connected), every connected component
of MH intersects MT non-trivially.

2. Any connected component Q* of Z* is admissible.
3. M} is k — 1-acyclic for k <n — 2.
4. M* is a homology sphere.

The second assumption, together with the first one, actually implies that the action is
locally standard.

These results (see theorem 7.3 for the sufficient and theorem 8.1 for the necessary con-
dition) are proven in their respective sections section 7 and section 8. In the sections before
that, we build some machinery to then prove these statements. For potential later use, we



work with R-coefficients (where R = Q or R = Z) immediately, although the main results
of section 6 are formulated for R = Z only.

After that, section 3 serves as a preparation for the subsequent sections. There, we estab-
lish "our’ notion of "orientability of a GKM graph’ (there are some others, e.g. [BP15][Definition
7.9.16] and [GKZ22, Definition 2.19]), while constructing a smooth 7*-manifold with bound-
ary M;(T') out of any GKM graph I" with (signed or unsigned) Z*-labeling. We show that
M (T") admits an equivariant deformation retract onto its equivariant one-skeleton, and that
any GKM manifold with graph I is locally equivariantly homeomorphic to M (T).

Then we switch to manifolds in general position. In section 5 and R = Z, we are working
in the following setting: M is a compact, connected T-manifold of dimension 2n in general
position, the action is locally standard, the faces are equivariantly formal and the orbit space
of the equivariant n — 2-skeleton, M _,, is n — 3-acyclic. In section 4, we show that GKM
graphs with certain natural properties, which are satisfied in the above setting, come from
torus graphs. That is, we show that the Z"~!-labeling (signed or unsigned) of these graphs
extends to a Z"-labeling (signed or unsigned).

Building on this, we then show in section 5 that the T-action in a neighborhood of My,
k < n — 3, extends naturally to a T™-action, and that, for £k < n — 2, there is an equiv-
ariant deformation retract M) — My, where M] is a smoothly embedded 7"-manifold (or
T-manifold if k¥ = n — 2) with boundary X;. We close this section with a description of the
homology of the topological manifold X* = X} , = X,,_o/T.

In section 6, we study first the homological properties of X = X,,_5 and the map H,(X) —
H.(M,_5). An important tool for that matter is the result, also shown in that section, that
M), 5 admits a natural 7"-equivariant embedding into an equivariantly formal torus manifold
M, which implies the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. The equivariant cohomology of a Z-equivariantly formal manifold in general
position is that of an equivariantly formal torus manifold, after restricting its T™-action to
a certain subtorus of codimension 1.

Then finally theorem 7.3 and theorem 8.1 are shown in section 7 respectively section 8.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 GKM actions and GKM graphs

Let M be a compact, oriented smooth manifold of dimension 2n on which a torus T of
dimension m acts effectively. We use the standard notations Tz and T, C T for the orbit of
T through x € M and the stabilizer of x in T, respectively. For H an arbitrary subgroup of
T, we define M) to be all elements z € M with T, = H and MY to be all elements = € M
satisfying H C T,,. We denote by M}, the equivariant k-skeleton of M, that is,

My :={r e M| dim(Tz) <k} ={r € M| dim(T,) > m — k}.
We get a filtration of M by
M'=MyCM C...CMy1=M

and an induced filtration of the orbit space M/T = M*, where for any T-invariant set
X C M we set X* to be the image of the projection 7: M — M/T. From now on, we
always assume that M7 is finite and nonempty.

Definition 2.1. The closure F' of a connected component of M\ M} | in M* is called a
face if it intersects Mg non-trivially. We define its rank rk(F') to be the number i and call
7 1(F) a face submanifold.

We note that the latter definition is justified since 7=!(F) is indeed a submanifold of M.
Also, for any face F', we set

Fi:={reF:dimTz <rk(F)}.

Now we turn to GKM actions. For a graph I', we denote by F(I') the set of all edges and
by V(') the set of all vertices. We can give each edge e two possible orientations, each
determining an initial vertex i(e) and a terminal vertex t(e), respectively. On an oriented
edge e, we denote by € the same unoriented edge with the other orientation. Thus i(e) = t(€)
and t(e) = i(€). We let E(I') be the set of all oriented edges, and let E, and E, be the
corresponding edges on any v € V(I').

An abstract unsigned GKM graph (I', &) consists of an n-valent graph I' (multiple edges
may appear between two vertices) and a labeling a: E(T') — Z*/ £ 1 such that for all v € V
and any two e, es at v, a(ey) and «a(eg) are linearly independent, and such that there is a

compatible connection V, which we define now.

Definition 2.2. A compatible connection V on (I', @) is a bijection V,: Ei(e) — Et(e) (for
each oriented edge €) such that

1. Vece=¢e.
2. V5 == (Ve)_l.



3. forall f e Ei(e) we have (V. f) £ a(f) = ca(e) for some ¢ € Z.

Analogously, we call (I', o) an abstract signed GKM graph when « takes values in Z*,
a(e) = —a(é), and there is a compatible connection such that the third condition above is
replaced with a(V.f) — a(f) = ca(e).

There is a rather obvious notion of isomorphism of GKM graphs.

Definition 2.3. Two (signed) GKM graphs (I', @) and (I, o) are isomorphic if there exists
an isomorphism W: I' — I" of unlabeled graphs, as well as an automorphism ¢: t* — t* such
that p(a(e)) = o/(V(e)).

There is a relationship between T%-actions on C" and the values of o on E,. Namely,
for every edge e € E,, ale) corresponds to a a homomorphism y,: 7% — S*, which is
well-defined up to complex conjugation on S'. In particular, the representation Y, of 1%
on C = R? defined by . is well defined up to (real) isomorphism, and thus we get a
representation of 7% on C" (up to real isomorphism) by

(21, 0y 2n) = (Xey (D215 - o5 Xey, (E) 20)-
We denote this representation by C"(v).

Definition 2.4. We call a GKM graph I' ineffective if the representation C"(v) is unfaithful
for some vertex (and hence any, if the graph is connected) v.

Note that the equivariant one skeleton (C"(v)); of C"(v) is precisely the union of the
single C-summands, because we assumed that any two labels are linearly independent. Of
course, every T*-representation on C" such that C? is the union of single C-summands is of
the above form, so determines a ’labeling’. More generally, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let M be a possibly open manifold acted on by T = T* smoothly with the
following properties:

o The set M7 is finite and not empty.
o The equivariant one skeleton M, is given by a union of T-invariant 2-spheres.

Then the set I' = My/T has a natural graph structure (vertices correspond to fized points,
edges correspond to T-invariant 2-spheres), and there is a labeling o determined by the
isotropy representation at each vertex. Moreover, the tuple (I', ) is a GKM graph.

From now on, we will omit the labeling a and will only write about 'the GKM graph I".

2.2 j-independence and the formality package

From now on, the coefficient ring R for all (co)homology is taken to be either Q or Z. Again,
we assume 7' acts smoothly on M = M?" with M7 finite and not empty.



Definition 2.6. The action of T is called j-independent, j > 2, if for any z € M7T any j
weights of the tangent representation of 7" on T, M are linearly independent over Q.

If j=n—1and T = (S*)7 = T, then we say that the action is in general position.

If 7 = n (that is, the torus has maximal dimension), then we speak of a torus manifold.

Now we define what an action of GKM;-type is. This is closely related, but not identical
to the action being j-independent.

Definition 2.7. A j-independent action is said to be of GKM;-type or GKM; if the odd
cohomology of M vanishes. For 7 = 2, we just omit the index and speak of a GKM action.

Remark 2.8. At first glance, it seems weird to ask for topological properties of the manifold
acted on. However, there is a well-known result that, when the set of fixed points is isolated,
this topological restriction is equivalent to the action being equivariantly formal (with respect
to the coefficient ring R chosen). That is, denoting by ET — BT the classifying bundle of
T, the equivariant cohomology

Hi(M) := H*(M x7 ET)

is a free H*(BT)-module, where the module structure comes from the homomorphism
H*(BT) — H*(M xr ET) induced by the projection M xr ET — BT. More precisely,
we have the isomorphism of H*(BT')-modules

H} (M) = H*(BT)® H*(M),

since the Serre spectral sequence associated to M — M xp ET — BT collapses at the second
page due to degree reasons (H*(BT) is the polynomial ring in dim(7") generators of even
degree). In particular, the restriction map H}(M) — H*(M) is surjective and its kernel is
H=Y(BT)® H*(M).

There is a natural way to associate a ring to a GKM graph I'. In order to do this, we
set T to be a k-dimensional torus and note that, abstractly, the group of homomorphisms
from T to S! is isomorphic to H?(BT;Z), because both are isomorphic to Z¥. However,
there is even a natural isomorphism, coming from a fact that every homomorphism 7" — S*!
gives a map BT — BS' and thus, after fixing some generator of H*(BS"') = Z, a unique
element in H*(BT). So, if T is signed, we can uniquely identify any weight with an element
in H?(BT;Z), and when T is not signed, this only works up to a sign in H?(BT;Z).

Definition 2.9. Let R be either Q or Z. The equivariant cohomology H7(I'; R) of a GKM
graph I' is defined by

(w(v))y € @ H*(BT;R): w(u) —w(w) =0 mod «afe) for all edges e between u and w
veV(T)

where w(u) —w(w) =0 mod a(e) means that w(u) —w(w) is contained in H*(BT; R) - a(e).
The cohomology H*(I'; R) of a GKM graph I is defined by

H*(I; R) = Hy(I; R)/(H="(BT; R) - H7(T'; R)).
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As one can already guess from the definition, the equivariant cohomology respectively the
cohomology of a GKM manifold is strongly linked to the equivariant cohomology respectively
the cohomology of the graph. The next theorem is [GKM98, Theorem 7.2], and is obtained

by using the equivariant Mayer Vietoris sequence as well as the Chang-Skjelbred lemma
[CS74, Lemma 2.3].

Theorem 2.10. Let M be a GKM T-manifold over Q. There is an isomorphism of H*(BT; Q)-
algebras Hx(M; Q) — HA(T;Q), induced by the restriction map H%(M;Q) — Hx(MT; Q).
This also induces an isomorphism

H7(M;Q)/(H="(BT;Q) - H(M;Q)) = H*(M;Q) — H(T; Q).

Remark 2.11. This also holds for Z-coefficients if every finite stabilizer is contained in a
proper subtorus, for then the statement of the Chang-Skjelbred lemma also holds for Z-
coefficients (see [FP07, Theorem 2.1]).

Lemma 2.12 ([MP03, Lemma 2.2]). If the action is equivariantly formal over Q or Z, then,
for any subtorus H C T, any connected component of M C M contains a fived point and
its odd Q- or Z-cohomology vanishes.

When we assume 'more’ linear independence together with equivariant formality, we get
even stronger results.

Theorem 2.13 ([AMS22, Proposition 3.11}). If the action is of GKM;-type and R = Q,
then

1. for any face F we have H'(F,F_1) =0 fori < rk(F). If, in addition, tk(F) < j, then
H*(F, F—l) — H*(Drk(F), aDrk(F))

2. M* is j + l-acyclic (that is, H(M*) =0 for 1 <i<j+1).
3. M} is min(r — 1,5 + 1)-acyclic.
If one assumes that all stabilizers are connected, then this also holds for R = Z.

There is a kind of an inverse to the last theorem.

Theorem 2.14 ([AM23, Theorem 4, Chapter 6]). Assume that the action of T on M is in
general position and satisfies the following properties (here, rational or integer coefficients
are taken):

o cvery face submanifold contains a fized point;
e all stabilizers are connected;
e the orbit space is a homology (n + 1)-sphere;

e cach face of Q,_o is a homology disc;



e (o is (n — 3)-acyclic.
Then the action is equivariantly formal.

The assumption on the orbit space being a homology-sphere is not as restrictive as it
seems. We call an action in general position appropriate, if, for any closed subgroup H C T,
the closure of M) contains a point 2’ whose stabilizer has a larger dimension than H.

Lemma 2.15. [A18, Theorem 2.10] The orbit space of an appropriate T-manifold in general
position is a topological manifold.

Remark 2.16. From the last lemma, one can deduce that, for any generic point x in a 2k-
dimensional face submanifold F' of a manifold in general position, the isotropy representation
of the connected component TV containing the identity element of T}, on the normal bundle of
F'is in general position. For if not, then the orbit space would not be a topological manifold.
The reason for that, in turn, is that the orbit space of the TC-action on S§?"~2¢=1 C Cn=*
is not a manifold, since when the first n — k — 1 weights, for example, are not linearly
independent, then the kernel of the T-action on C"*~! x {0}, which is a circle, rotates in
the last factor of C, and so the orbit space near a generic point in C*~*~! has boundary.

We will treat actions in general position that are in some way locally standard, that
is, every slice looks just like a slice from some linear T-action on C™ (these are clearly
appropriate). The following lemma is 'standard’ for a locally standard complexity one space
in general position.

Lemma 2.17. Whenever an action of T = T ! on a 2n-dimensional manifold is locally
standard and in general position, a non-trivial stabilizer subgroup T, of any point x in M is
either connected or a product of a subtorus with one non-trivial cyclic group.

Proof. For x € M there is a representation of T' on C™ together with a point p € C” such that
T, = T,.. Assume that precisely the last n — k coordinates of p are 0, so that dim(7" - p) < k.
On the other hand, T, acts effectively on {0} x C"~* c C* x C"*, so dim(T},) < n — k.
Using dim(7},) + dim(7" - p) = n — 1 we deduce dim(T"- p) > k — 1, that is, there are only the
cases dim(7T - p) = k — 1 and dim(7T - p) = k.

In the former casewe have dim(7},) = n — k, so T, = T"* (because T} acts effectively on
C"~*). But his can not happen, since the orbit space of that action on {0} x C"*~* is not a
manifold, a contradiction to our assumption that the action of 7" on M is in general position.

So necessarily dim(7T - p) = k, and thus T}, is a codimension one subgroup of T"~* and
thus isomorphic to a product of a torus and a single cyclic group. O

All the next lemmata, up until the end of the subsection, are highly technical in nature,
and only important for lemma 5.8 in the setting R = Q.

Lemma 2.18. Let p be an unfaithful T™-representation on C", where the kernel is cyclic
of order m and contained in the last S'-factor. Then, up to automorphism of T, the
representation is given by (t1, ..., tn) - (z1,...,2n) = (121, - s tn12n-1, 10" 2p).
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Proof. By dividing out the kernel, we see that the representation p is given by the concate-

nation of the covering (t1,...,t,) — (t1,...,t,—1,t7") and a standard, faithful representa-
tion of 7™ on C™. The latter is, up to automorphism, given by (¢1,...,t,) - (z1,...,2,) =
(t121, .-, tnz,). Now this automorphism lifts to 7" under the covering, and we are done. [

Lemma 2.19. Let T = T act on C" linearly and in general position. Let T, = Z, X
T =1 (m could also be 1) be an n — k — 1-dimensional stabilizer subgroup of a point p in
C*x {0}. Then, up to automorphism of T, the T-action on CFx{0} is given by (ty, ..., t,_1)-
(21, ey Zk) = (tlzl, e ,tk_lzk_l, t?zk)

Proof. Fix the T)-representation on C"*. A local model around p is (—1,1)¥ x T' x4, C*7".
Now T, is contained in a subtorus 7" of dimension n — k, and this subtorus consists of the
last n — k factors of S! in T, up to automorphism. In the same vein, we may assume that
the embedding T, < 7" = T"% — T"1 is of the form

(62]67”;/777/’ tla e ,tn—k—l) — (1a ceey 1) e2k7ri/m7 tl? tt ,tn—k‘—l)‘

Now T* x {0} acts on C¥ x {0} and the kernel of this action is a Z,, contained in the last
Sl-factor, implying the assertion by means of lemma 2.18 O

Starting from there, we immediately obtain the following.

Lemma 2.20. In the setting of lemma 2.19 (and the canonical form of the T-action on
C* x {0}), we find an automorphism of T that fizes the first k — 1 coordinates and sends
{e}t=1 x Tk to itself, such that the resulting T-action on {0} x C"* is given by

!
(t1, s tne1) - (Zrg1s -5 Zn) = (CpZhg1s thg1 242, - - > Enm12n),
where | is an integer coprime to m.

Proof. Simply consider the representation of the last n —k coordinates of T" on the last n —k
coordinates of C™, and note that the kernel of this action is cyclic and contained in the k-th
coordinate of T. Now apply lemma 2.18, again. O

Remark 2.21. Note that, in the setting of the last lemma, we have no control over the
action of T on the k-th coordinate of C™ anymore, except that the k-th circle still acts with
weight m. In that sense, we have achieved that the action is standard in all coordinates,
except the k-th one.

At last, we obtain

Lemma 2.22. In the setting of the last lemma (and the canonical form of the T-action on
C"), let St act on C™ such that the T x S'-action is effective. Then, up to automorphism of
T x St fiting T x {e}, the {e} x St-action on C™ is given by

m’ 4
(21, zn) = (21500 Zhm1, B 20yt 21y Zhay - -5 Zn)



for natural numbers m' and l' such that ml' — m'l = 1.

In particular, if we denote by X the fundamental vector field of that S'-action, then there
are rational constants Cy and Cy such that X = C1 X + Co Xy, where X is the fundamental
vector field of the k-th circle in T, and X is the fundamental vector field of a certain S*-
representation on the k + 1-th coordinate of C".

Proof. An automorphism ¢ as mentioned in the statement is uniquely determined by what
it does on {e} x S*. If the action of the latter on the first coordinate, for example, has weight
J, then we want ¢(e, t) to have first coordinate =7 for t € S'. Repeat this for all coordinates
in T, except the k-th one. The resulting action is then of the desired form; the restriction of
m’ and !’ come from the assumption that the 7' x S'-action is effective. O

2.3 Torus manifolds and equivariant formality

When we deal with a high amount of abelian symmetry, that is, with torus manifolds, there
are particularly nice links between the homology of its orbit space and their equivariant
formality over Z due to Masuda and Panov, [MPO03].

Theorem 2.23. The following are equivalent for a torus manifold M :
e The action is equivariantly formal.
e The action is locally standard and each face F' of M* as well as M* itself is acyclic.

We now formulate the (specialization of a) key theorem for this, which comes from
[FP07, Theorem 2.1]. To formulate this, we recall the notion 7% for the minimal subgroup
in 7" containing all elements of order p, as well as the notion M, ; for the set of all TP-orbits
consisting of at most p’ points.

Theorem 2.24. Let M be a closed (S*)™ = T-manifold such that the T-action is equivari-
antly formal over a coefficient ring R € {Z,,Z,Q}. Assume that M,,; = M, for R = Z, and
M,i,_1 C M; for allp # —1,0,1 for R = Z. Then the Atiyah-Bredon sequence

p
0— Hi(M) — Hi(Xo) = H: ' (X, Xo) = ... = HiP"(X,, X, q) = 0

is exact, where the first map is the natural restriction, and the other maps are the boundary
maps coming from the long exact cohomology sequence of the triple (X;i1, Xy, Xi—1).

Remark 2.25. In the setting of lemma 2.17, we conclude that the condition M, ;1 C M,
always holds for those manifolds, since there is at most one cyclic subgroup in 7 for all
x € M, so that T, is contained in a subtorus of dimension dim(7},)+1 (see [FP07, Corollary
2.2] f.), or connected.

Likewise, the conditions M, ; = M, respectively M, ;1 C M, are clearly fulfilled whenever a
T"-action on a 2n-dimensional manifold is locally standard.

Using theorem 2.24 as well as the same ideas as in [AM23], it is straightforward to show
the following:
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Theorem 2.26. Let R be either Q or Z,, p a prime. Then any face F' of M* as well as M*

itself is acyclic over R for an equivariantly formal (and locally standard, if R # Q) torus
manifold M.

Proof. For R = Q, this is really just the proof of [AM23, Proposition 2.4] carried out for
the torus having dimension n as opposed to n — 1. For R = Z,, we can do the same thing
(using the version of theorem 2.24 for R = Z,); we only need to check in addition that M*
for a subtorus H C T™ of dimension 1 (and thus any subtorus by induction) is equivariantly
formal.

Since we assumed that the action is locally standard in this case, to any connected component
C of M*H there is a subgroup G of order p such that C is a connected component of M©.
Therefore, it suffices to show that H°¥(M%;7Z,) = 0. But it is standard that

dim H°*(M®; 7,) < dim H*™(M;Z,) = 0.
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3 Orientability of GKM graphs and smooth neighbor-
hoods of the equivariant one skeleton

Suppose an abstract GKM graph I' is given. If this was the GKM graph of a GKM mani-
fold, then a small equivariant neighborhood would have to be orientable as an open manifold.
Here, we will construct to every GKM graph I a smooth (not necessarily orientable) man-
ifold with boundary M] that models this small neighborhood, together with an equivariant
deformation retract M| — M;, where we mean by M; the actual equivariant one skeleton
corresponding to I', and then investigate some conditions under which we can assure that
M becomes orientable.

This is partly done in [GKZ22], and also in [GZ01] for an 'open thickening’.

Remark 3.1. We will associate a T*-manifold M/{(I") (this can be seen as an ’equivariant
tubular neighborhood’ of the equivariant one-skeleton) with boundary X;(I') to a GKM
graph I'. The construction will depend on certain choices, for example the connection on I'.
We will deal with this later.

For a fixed element p in V(I'), we denote by C} a representation of T ¥ on C" according to
the labels of the edges emerging at p and by S(p), D(p) C C} the unit sphere respectively
the unit disc (this corresponds to choosing signs for the labels). Let 7" be some maximal
tree of the graph. Whenever two vertices p; and py are connected by an edge in 7", then
we consider the equivariant connected sum of S(p;) and S(p2) along their shared invariant
subcircle, which means that we take out a neighborhood of this S* in both S(p;) and S(ps)
and glue the spaces along the boundaries S' x $?"=3 c §?"~1 c C x C"! with a T*-
equivariant diffeomorphism that restricts to a linear isomorphism A, ,,) on {e} x $"~3
which sends S! C S?"73 corresponding to an edge e at p; to S C 5?73 corresponding to
the edge V(,, p,)e (this is well-defined due to the compatibility condition between connection
and labeling of the graph). This will be the boundary of the space

M' = (D(p1) \ SY) I (D(py) \ S))/ ~,

where we identify those two in an open neighborhood of the S'’s we take out (this open
neighborhood minus S* is equivariantly diffeomorphic to S x D?"~2x (0, 1], so we can identify
those neighborhoods in the same way as for the S(p;) before). Also, there is a natural map
r1 from M’ to the T-invariant sphere inside it, which is an equivariant deformation retract.
This comes from the natural deformation retracts from the D(p;) to 0. Indeed, we can deform
these on D(p;) \ S* only in a neighborhood of S! as indicated in fig. 1 and now it is clear
that this extends to the desired map r; on M’ canonically. Note further that the homotopy
from the identity to r; restricted to M’ defines a collar of OM’, and that the image of M’
under the whole homotopy intersects itself only at the very beginning.

Doing this for all points in 7" we obtain a simply-connected T*-manifold M;(T") with
boundary X;(7") and the map r(7”) to its equivariant one-skeleton. Now we take an edge
e € '\ T" with vertices v; and vy, and perform the equivariant connected sum, again. Doing
this for all edges in I'\ T gives us a (not necessary orientable!) T*-manifold M! (with the map
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Figure 1: The deformation for n = 3. The red lines represent the one-skeleton, and the black
lines the map.

71 to its one-skeleton, and with boundary X;) whose fundamental group is isomorphic to that
of I'. We also have Hy(X;) = Hy(M;) realized by ry, which can be seen inductively, using
the iterative construction of M; respectively X; and the Mayer Vietoris sequence. Indeed,
when we denote by X (k) the manifold constructed corresponding to a subtree T, C T" with

k edges and we assume that Hy(X;(k)) = Ha(M,(k)) = ZF is an isomorphism, then we have
the diagram

o= Hy (X (k) \ SY) @ Ho(S™ 1\ SY) —— Ho(Xy(k+ 1)) —— Hy(ST x $773) —— ...

! | I

oo Hy(My\ SY) @ Hy(D?\ SY) —— Hy(My(k +1)) —— H(SY) —— ..

The assertion follows because Hy (X1 (k)\S1) = Ho(X1(k)), Ho(S?"1\S1) = Ho(D?™\S*) =0
and
Hy(S" % 5%"7%) — Hy(Xy(k)\ S') @ Hy (S 1\ 57)

is the 0-map. Similarly, we can argue for each step after X;(7"”) is already constructed (that
is, when we start gluing X;(7") to itself).

Note that the statement about the second homology groups does not depend on the choices
of the T*-representation on C* made.

We made some choices in the construction. In order to argue that they are not restrictive,
we need an elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let A € O(2n) act linearly on R*" = (R?)" = C" such that it commutes
with an St-representation on C" that only fizes 0. Then A is contained in the standard

U(n) € SO(2n).

Proof. Since A and the S'-representation commute, we may average a scalar product in-
variant under A and thus get a scalar product which is invariant under both A and the
Sl-representation. Thus, R*" decomposes orthogonally into subrepresentations of S!, in-
dexed by their unsigned weight, none of which is 0 by assumption. Then A leaves those
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subrepresentations whose weight is not +1 invariant because it commutes with the represen-
tation, and thus also the orthogonal complement, the subrepresentation with weight £1.

On such a subrepresentation of complex dimension k, after dividing out the kernel, we simply
have the diagonal S'-action on C*. This commutes with A restricted to this C*, and so A
acts as an element of U(k). This shows the claim. O

Now we can slowly go through the choices made in remark 3.1.

Remark 3.3. In the construction, we specified how the linear isomorphism h = Ay, p,)
has to look like, but actually any choice of linear isomorphism g with respect to which the
gluing map S! x §2"=3 — S x §?"=3 becomes T*-equivariant will be homotopic to linear
isomorphisms with the same property (which makes the resulting manifolds equivariantly
diffeomorphic). To see this, we view g as a map C"~! — C"! and denote by T" the kernel
of @ = a((p1, p2)). This is of the form T' x Z, where T is a k — 1-dimensional torus and Z a
cyclic subgroup (non-trivial if and only if a is not primitive). Now 7" acts on both copies of
C"~!, and similar to the proof of lemma 3.2, we have a scalar product invariant under 7" and
h~'o g and an orthogonal decomposition of any such C"~! into subspaces on which 7", after
dividing out the kernel, acts as the diagonal S'-action. Hence, both g and h restricted to
any such m-dimensional subspace S will be equivariantly homotopic to eachother, because
h~! o g centralizes a subcircle S C U(m) and is thus contained in U(m) by lemma 3.2, and
homotopic to the identity through elements in U(m) centralizing this S*.

Definition 3.4. We call the GKM graph I' orientable if there exists a choice of representa-
tions Cp, p € V(I'), and a connection V on I' such that X;(I") as in remark 3.1 is orientable.

Remark 3.5. This does not actually depend on the choice of connection. Indeed, a different
choice of connection on an edge (pi,p2), while fixing all other choices, only gives rise to a
different map h’(p17p2), which, by the last remark, is equivariantly homotopic to h, p,) (the
map from the 'old” connection) through linear isomorphisms.

Remark 3.6. Note that this was a construction based on an abstract GKM graph. However,
given a GKM manifold M whose graph I is orientable, we will show that, with the choices of
signs coming from the orientability, M (I") can be embdedded equivariantly (non-smoothly,
up to now) into M. Indeed, M can clearly be embedded equivariantly (with those choices of
signs), and we may modify this embedding in such a way that, whenever (p, p2) is an edge,
D(p;) and D(ps) touch precisely in neighborhoods N;(S') C D(p;) respectively Na(S') C
D(py) of the shared subcircle in their boundaries and the induced map

St x D*7% = N1(SY) — Ny(Sh) = St x D2

is an equivariant fiberwise linear isomorphism. The image of these D(p;) under this mod-
ification is not necessarily a smooth manifold, but a topological manifold with boundary
equivariantly homeomorphic to M{(I") (the smoothness will be done later in remark 3.6).
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Remark 3.7. There is a natural singular foliation JF;, whose leaves are tori of different
dimension, on Mj. This is given on M by the orbits of the natural T"-action on D",
and this is preserved under the gluing maps used in remark 3.1 (although the 7T™-action
might not be). We will denote by Y7 C X; the leaves of maximal dimension n. This has
the natural structure of a (not necessarily principal) T™-bundle over a space B; which is
homotopy equivalent to I', because, via the construction in remark 3.1, B; is obtained by
gluing disks (namely the orbit spaces of the free T"-orbits of the natural action on S?"71)
onto each other along smaller disks.

Remark 3.8. There is also the definition of an oriented graph as in [BP15][Definition 7.9.16].
It is unknown to the author how these definitions are connected.

Definition 3.9. The GKM graph I' is called j-independent, j > 2, if for any vertex any j
labels are linearly independent over Q.

If j = k=n—1, then we say that the graph is in general position.

If 7 = k = n, then we speak of a torus graph.

Note that the following holds for any j-independent GKM graph I': at any vertex, any
k < j edges determine a unique (k-independent) GKM subgraph (see [AC22, Proposition
5.7, for example).

Definition 3.10. A closed simple (that is, edges occur at most once) edge path

er = (p1,p2),€2 = (P2, P3), - s €n1 = (Pn-1,Pn)s €n = (Pn, P1); €nt1 = €1, - ..
is called a connection path of the GKM graph (I', V) if V., ,e; = e;41 for i € {1,...,n}.

Remark 3.11. There are two basic properties of orientability of graphs that we want to
mention now.

1. A subgraph I" of an orientable torus graph I is orientable. Indeed, the manifold X; (T"”)
is a connected component of X (I")# for a closed subgroup H C T, and the normal
bundle of X;(I')¥ is a sum of line bundles, hence orientable.

2. If the fundamental group of a 3-independent graph is generated by connection paths,
then it is orientable. The reason is that the equivariant two-skeleton (X7)s of X; gen-
erates m1(X1), that every connected component of (X7 ), is equivariantly diffeomorphic
to S x T? with an action of T* on T? induced by an epimorphism and that the normal
bundle of such an S! x T? is orientable. The last statement is true for 4-independent
graphs, because then the normal bundle splits into line bundles. But this is not neces-
sarily true anymore if the graph is 3-independent. In this case, however, there is a linear
Tk=2_action on the fiber R?"~* of the normal bundle that only fixes 0 and commutes
with the element A € O(2n — 4) that defines the normal bundle of S* = (S* x T?)/T*?
in X;/T? This implies that A is in U(n — 2) by lemma 3.2.
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4 Some statements about graphs

The main result of this small section is theorem 4.3, which states that certain 4-independent
GKM graphs are actually restrictions of a torus graph. The main assumption is that the fun-
damental group of I" is generated by connection paths (see definition 3.10). This assumption
is quite natural in view of theorem 2.13: if I" was realizable as an equivariantly formal (even
only over Q) GKM manifold M, then it would follow that by (Mj) = 0, which is equivalent
to the statement that H;(I'; Q) is generated by connection paths, because M is obtained
from M7 = I' by attaching disks only along connection paths. We will see in remark 4.2 that
this, in turn, is equivalent to the same statement on fundamental groups.

Let us begin with a more fundamental concept, for which we do not need the 4-independency
yet.

Lemma 4.1. Let ' be an n-valent GKM graph with the following properties:
1. Any connection path is a two-valent GKM subgraph.
2. The group m (') is generated by connection paths.

Then there is a mazimal contractible tree T" C ' together with an ordered tuple of edges
e1,...,ep = E(')\ E(T) such that attaching ey to T closes a connection path, attaching ey
on T Ue; closes a connection path, ..., attaching e, on I'\ ey closes a connection path.

Proof. We denote by G; the set of all connection paths of I', ordered increasingly by the
number of their edges. Take any of the first connection paths v; of G; and remove an edge.
This will be e;. Now set I'y := I'/71, and let Gy be the set of all non-trivial (that is, non-
constant paths) descensions of elements of G;, ordered by number of edges. I's is homotopy
equivalent to I' \ e7, and we claim that the elements of G, generate the fundamental group
of I'y. To see this, we need to check that no connection path v in I'; except v, descends to a
point in I's. This is true as long as not all edges of v collapse. If v has more edges than vy,
this is clear. If v has the same amount of edges, then these would have been precisely those
of 71, s0 7 = 1.

Now take the first element 7} € Gy and remove an edge €/, of 75. There is a corresponding
o C I' (which might possibly intersect e;) and a corresponding edge ey in v, which is not
contained in ;. Therefore, putting e; inside I' \ (e; U ey) still closes a connection path, and
so does putting e, inside I' \ es. Now set I's := I'y/~4, which is homotopy equivalent to
'\ (e1 Uey), define Gz as usual, and so on. Once again, Gs generates the fundamental group
of I's by the same argument as before.

We may repeat these arguments until some I'y.; is contractible (which eventually has to
happen before G, becomes empty, because 7 (I") is generated by connection paths). The
ordered tuple (eq, ..., ex) then has the desired properties. O

Remark 4.2. Under the assumption that each connection path is a two-valent GKM sub-
graph, the assumption that 7 (I") is generated by connection paths is implied by (and thus
equivalent to) the assumption that H;(I'; Q) is generated by connection paths. Indeed, by
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the same process as in the proof of lemma 4.1, b (I'y11) eventually has to become 0, which,
since 'y is a graph, implies that 'y, is contractible.

So, going backwards from I'y, 1, we see that v; generates the fundamental group of I'y 1 Uey,
~v1 and 5 generate the fundamental group of 'y, Ue; Ues, and so on, since 7, does never
cross e; by choice of 7.

Consider a two-valent GKM subgraph « of I" and fix a vertex v € V(). Denote by F(v)
the set E(I'), \ E(7),. When taking an edge in F'(v) and pushing this one time around =y
with the connection, we get a bijection p.,: F(v) — F(v), the monodromy map of 7. Note
that this is trivial for all 7 if the graph is at least 4-independent, and that in this case, any
two edges at one vertex determine a unique two-valent GKM subgraph. We want to prove
the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let I' be an n-valent 3-independent GKM graph with the property that any
three edges belong to a unique 3-valent GKM-subgraph and that the group w1 (") is generated
by two-valent GKM subgraphs. Then the Z*-labeling (respectively ZF/ + 1) extends to an
effective Z™-labeling (respectively '/ +1).

Proof. We do this in the signed case, the unsigned case is analogous. We begin by noting
three things.

e For every maximal contractible tree T" C I', there is an extension by extending at one
vertex and then pushing this over whole T via the connection.

e By the same reasoning, whenever there is an extension, it is uniquely determined by
the extension at one vertex.

e At any vertex, any three edges e, e and ez define a unique 3-valent, 3-independent

subgraph I" by assumption. We can extend the labeling «a(e;) on this vertex to a Z"-
labeling (a(e;),0) € Z* x Z"* and this clearly gives a well-defined extension on I'. Tt
follows that any three labels o/(e;) € Z™ give a well-defined Z"-labeling on I”, since
the GKM condition is linear and there is an isomorphism Q™ — Q" sending (a(e;),0)
to o/ (e;).
In particular, for any connection path «, there is an extension of the labeling on all
edges meeting v. Indeed, we may extend the Z*-labeling at some vertex to an effective
Z™-labeling. Now for some vertex v of v, we take some edge e at v transverse to 7,
and this gives an extension on all edges that meet v and are contained in the unique
3-valent GKM subgraph I spanned by v and e. Now take some other transverse edge
¢/ # e at v and repeat the argument, then take a transverse edge e¢” # e, €’ at v and
repeat the argument, and so forth. This will give a well-defined labeling near v, since
the intersection of two of these 3-valent subgraphs near + is precisely 7.

Now choose a maximal contractible tree T" as in lemma 4.1 (which is possible, because any
two adjacent edges belong to a unique two-valent GKM subgraph by our assumption), choose
an extension at some vertex of 7" and consider the induced extension on whole T'. Normally,
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when attaching e;, this extension of 7" might not be compatible. But here, we close a
connection path ; when attaching ey, so by the third bullet above, the GKM-condition at
each edge of ~; is indeed fulfilled, so in particular at e;. When attaching e;, we close a
connection path, again, so the GKM condition is fulfilled, and so on. This shows that the
GKM condition holds everywhere on I', which we wanted to prove. O

In particular, every realizable GKM graph which is at least 4-independent comes from an
n-independent GKM graph, since for GKM,-manifolds M we have by (M3) = m (M3) = 0,
so M} =T has its fundamental group generated by two-valent subgraphs.
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5 Technical properties of manifolds in general position

In this section, we establish some results regarding the homological behaviour of a (possibly
non-compact) T-manifold M near the equivariant k-skeleton My, for k < n — 2. We assume
that the action of T on M is in general position, that any 7 < n — 2 edges emerging from
a vertex belong to a T-invariant, equivariantly formal (coefficients R are taken to be Z or
Q) face submanifold of dimension 27, and that M} is k — l-acyclic, & < n — 2. In particular
b1 (M3) = 0 and thus 7 (I") is generated by connection paths by remark 4.2.

While M is automatically orientable then for R = Z (by the universal coefficient theorem
we have H'(M;Zsy) = Homgz(H,(M;Z),Zs) = 0), we need to additionally assume M to be
orientable for R = Q.

We set Fjyy1 to be M., minus an open equivariant neighborhood of My in Mj,. Every
connected component of this belongs to a face submanifold Z of dimension 2k + 2, hence to
a unique GKM subgraph of valence k + 1, and can be considered to be the complement of a
small equivariant neighborhood of Z; in Z.

There are two settings now: R = Z and R = Q. The reason why these are different is that
for R = Z, the action of T on every such Z \ Zj is free after dividing out the kernel (by
theorem 2.23). This also implies that Fj,; is equivariantly diffeomorphic to the product
of a homology disk and T%*!, where T acts on T**!' via some surjectice homomorphism.
Likewise, any connected component of the boundary of Fj; is the product of a homology
sphere and T*+1,

For R = Q, the equivariant formality does not imply that the action on Z is locally stan-
dard, of course. There might be many disconnected stabilizers occuring, which needs to be
respected in the local description of M around its equivariant k-skeleton, k& < n — 2. If,
in the following, a statement is written without specifying the coefficients, then it holds for
both Q and Z.

Remark 5.1. In both cases, we may consider the boundary of Fj,; both as a subset of
Fi11 and of the boundary of a small T-invariant neighborhood M, of Mj in M intersected
with M. We write 0F}., for the boundary considered in Fj.; and M, for the boundary
considered in M. Though they are named differently, these are the same sets, and there is
the 'natural identification’ 0Fy1 = My given by p — p.

Although it seems to be redundant, it will be convenient to use these two different notions
for the same set. We will come back to this later.

Lemma 5.2. Let n > 4. For k < n — 3, the normal bundle of any 2k-dimensional face
submanifold Z splits equivariantly into line bundles (in particular, Z is orientable also for
R=Q).

Specifically for R = 7, the normal bundle restricted to Z \ Zy_1 is equivariantly trivial (that
is, a product space endoweed with a product action), and for Z of dimension 2n — 4, the
normal bundle of Z restricted to the boundary of an equivariant neighborhood of Z, 3 C Z
15 equivariantly trivial.
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Proof. Z is contained in n — k face submanifolds of dimension 2(k +1), so the normal bundle
of Z in all of these is an equivariant line bundle. This implies the first claim.

For R = Z, the bundle (which is a sum of equivariant line bundles) is equivariantly trivial
over Z \ Zj_; if every line bundle is equivariantly trivial over Z \ Zj_1, and the latter is true
if and only if the corresponding S'-bundle S' — E — Z \ Z,_; is equivariantly trivial over
Z\ Zy—1. By [LMS83, Theorem A, this is true if and only if the equivariant first Chern class
¢1 of this bundle vanishes. Since the T-action on Z\ Z;_ is free after dividing out the kernel
and the orbit space is a homology disk, ¢; is determined by its restriction to 7% x7 BT. But
the Sl-bundle restricted to a T-orbit in Z \ Z_; is equivariantly trivial, because the total
space itself is a T-orbit, so we are done.

The third claim will be treated soon in remark 5.11. O

In the next lemma, we establish the existence of something like an ’equivariant tubular
neighborhood’ of the equivariant k-skeleton in M.

Lemma 5.3. Let n > 3. For all k < n —2, there is a closed equivariant deformation retract
ri: M, — My in M whose boundary Xy is a smooth manifold. Moreover, rii1 restricted
to M; minus a neighborhood of My = (Mg N Xi) may be assumed to be equivariantly
homotopic to r, and, when restricted to a suitable embedding of the normal bundle of Fjiq
in Mj_ o, \ (M}, \ Xi), it may be assumed to collaps the fibers.

Further, the flow Fjo1)(Xy) of Xi under the whole homotopy intersects Xy, only at t = 0,
and F restricted to [0,e] X Xy may be assumed to be smooth with O F; being a vector field
transverse to Xj,.

If the T-action comes from aT™-action, then we may take everything equivariant with respect
to this T"-action.

Proof. This exists for k = 0 as already mentioned in remark 3.1.

Assume 7, and an equivariant homotopy F; from the identity to 7 exists for some k < n—3.
In order to construct this for £ + 1, we need to construct rq on M, first.

By lemma 5.2, a small, closed equivariant neighborhood of M} in X}, is equivariantly dif-
feomorphic to M, x D>®=#=1 (and we fix this identification together with a fiber metric g
from now on), where we just mean that this is an equivariant bundle over M}, (which splits
equivariantly into line bundles for £k < n—4). The complement Ny, of the interior of M} in M
is a manifold with boundary Xy, and its equivariant k + 1-skeleton is precisely Fj.i. Again,
a neighborhood of Fj,41 in N, is equivariantly diffeomorphic to Fj4qx D*™=*=Y By possi-
bly shrinking the neighborhood, we may assume that under the identification in remark 5.1
OF, 11 x D*=k=1) {5 even mapped into My, x D>+~ It is now standard differential topol-
ogy that this emebdding can be isotoped rel 9F, 1 x {0} equivariantly into a fiberwise linear
embedding and maps 0Fj4;x D> %=1 into the set g(v,v) < B for some 8 > 0. Then we
can rescale those fibers to make this embedding an isomorphism

s Ok X DH0R0) gy % Db,
which, in a local section, is of the form

fi(p,v) = (p, hi(p)(v)),
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where hy(p) € SO(2(n — k — 1)) is an invariant map with the additional property that hy(p)
has to commute with the action of T}, the stabilizer of p, on the D2"=k=Y_fiber over p.

By the inductivity assumption, a neighborhood V' of M, in M, is equivariantly diffeomor-
phic to My, x D2™=k=1) » [0, £] via the flow of M, x D*™=%=1) under F;. We may assume, by
choosing all neighborhoods small enough, that F,(X}) hits V only for p € M xD?"=+=1 ¢
Xpand t <e.

Assuming that the disk has radius 1, we consider the subset U in there consisting of
all points (p,v,t) that satisfy 1/2 < [Jv]| + e7'¢ < 1 (the red lines in fig. 2). This

AN

Figure 2

is equivariantly diffeomorphic to MjxD?™=%=1) x [1/2 1] (the black lines in fig. 2). In
fact, there is a straighforward isotopy j: rel My x {0} x [1/2,1] from the embedding
M x D?n=k=1) 5 [1/2,1] < M x D*™=*=1 » [0, 1] into U.

Likewise, U’ consisting of all points with 0 < |[[v|| + e7* < 1 (the union of the red lines
and the green lines) is equivariantly diffeomorphic to M x D?"=k=1) x (0, 1], and we fix this
identification from now on.

Choose a bump function p': [0,1] — [0, 1] identically 0 on [0,1/2 + §] and identically 1 on
[1/2 + 26, 1] for some small § > 0. Moreover, choose a bump function p?: [0,1] — [0,1]
identically 1 near 1 and identically 0 on [0, 3/4]. Define

pr: (0,1 = [0,1], pi(2) := p'(2) /2, p1: (0,1] = [0,1], polw) == p*(2)/2
For x € M, we define ry1(z) := z, for x = (p,v,t) € U’ we define
P1(2) = Fpy et (P, p2(|[vl] + e ), t + (1 = pa([[o]| + 7 8)[o]]),

and for z not in U’ we set ri41(x) := ri(x) (that is, we interpolate between 7, way outside
M, and the collapse of the D2™~*=1_fibers corresponding to the green lines in fig. 2).

The image of riyq is in Mj;. There is an equivariant homotopy G from the identity to
rro1 which is given by F, outside U’ and inside U’ by

Gs(y) = Fopy(ofj+e-10 (P, (1 = 5(1 = pa([[v]| + &7 8))v,t + es(1 = pa(l[vl] + 27 )l [vl)

(that is, we interpolate between the homotopy Fs way outside M}, and the continouus shrink-
ing of the D?™~*~1)_fibers corresponding to the green lines in fig. 2). Moreover, by the choice
of V above, this homotopy can be restricted to M* (by which we mean M; minus the green
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region in fig. 2), and so 7,41 may be assumed to be equivariantly homotopic to the identity
on MF* as well. It is clear that 0,_(G, is transverse to X N MF.

We now define the space M _; to be Fyq1x D?*"=*=1) attached to M* along U = M x
D2 =k=1) 5 [1/2,1] using fi. It is straightforward to see that this embeds into M in the
desired way. The map 7y and the homotopy extend to Fyqx D21 and thus M]_,
naturally, and the homotopy defines a collar of X1, in M.

Now, riy1 restricted to My is not the identity, but it is the identity on M; and equiv-
ariantly homotopic to the identity on M ; with support in a neighborhood of M. Since
M} is an equivariant subcomplex of the equivariant CW-complex M, this homotopy
lifts and we may take this new map as our r;, 1, which then fulfills all properties we wanted
it to have. O

Corollary 5.4. The deformation retract ry,: M, — My is natural with respect to subspaces
in the sense that for a face submanifold Z C M, we have that the restriction ri: M, N Z —
My N Z is well-defined and has all the properties that the map ry has.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the equivariance of the map r: M, — M, as
well as the equivariance of its homotopy to the identity. O

Remark 5.5. We have fixed some identification of a small neighborhood of My in X,
with M, x D?=*=1) "and relative to this we have the isomorphism f; as in the last proof.
Whenever we have a T"-action on M}, we choose this identification 7™-equivariant, though.
We will show soon that the T-action on Mj always comes from a T™-action for k < n — 3,
and then we fix this identification to be T™-equivariant (and refer to fj as the isomorphism
relative to this fixed identification).

Remark 5.6. In our special case of the graph being in general position and the action being
locally standard (lemma 2.15), the orbit space X; is homeomorphic to #;S! x S"~1 (where
k is the rank of 71 (I")) and we can choose k embedded circles in the free stratum as a basis of
m(X7). Indeed, the orbit space of X;(T") (see remark 3.1 for the notation), is homeomorphic
to S™, and for every edge e € I'\ 7", we may choose a path connecting the two T-fixed points
in X;(7") corresponding to e whose interior is in the free stratum. The connected sum of
X1(T") along these points now gives X; together with & subcircles in the orbit space of the
free stratum forming a basis of m;(X;) = m;(X7). That the k-fold connected sum of S™ with
itself gives #,S! x S™~! is standard, because a connected sum of any manifold M = M"
with itself is the connected sum of M with S! x S"~! (write M as M#S™ and perform the
sum on two points of S™).

Remark 5.7. For R = Z, it is clear from the construction in lemma 5.3 that if the 777 1-
action on M is locally standard (which is true for k£ = 0), then the 7" '-action on Mj_,
is locally standard, so that all orbit spaces X} are topological manifolds for R = Z by
lemma 2.15.

For R = Q, these are orbifolds. Indeed, X7 is a manifold, and for a connected component
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C of Fj,, and its principal isotropy subgroup 7", C'x D*"=*=1 /7" — C'x(D*n=k=1) /") =
Cx D" *+1 is a manifold, and this makes C'x D*"=%=1) /T = (C'x D" *+1) /(T /T") into an
orbifold (the action of T'/T" is almost free on the latter space). Since X, is obtained from
(X \ My)* by smoothly (in the "total space’) attaching Fqx D*"=*=1 X is an orbifold
if X7 is.

Lemma 5.8. Let n > 5. For k <n—3, the T = T" '-action on Mj extends to an effective
T"-action such that every T™-orbit of dimension at most n — 2 is a T-orbit.

If every subgraph of covalence one is ineffective, the statement also holds for k =n — 2.
If n =4 and any three edges emerging at a vertex belong to an ineffective subgraph, then the
statement holds as well.

Proof. We may extend the labeling of I' to a Z"-labeling by theorem 4.3, and so we have the
extension of the 7" !-action on Mj.

So assume we have shown the statement for some £ < n — 4. Consider a generic stabilizer
T’ of the T-action on a connected component of Fj,,. By remark 2.16, the action of its
connected component on the fiber D2®=*=1) of the normal bundle of Fj.;; in M}, is in
general position, in particular GKM (we have dim(7”) > 2 due to k < n—4). Therefore, the
centralizer of 7" in SO(2(n —k —1)) is in the maximal torus. This is also true for k = n —3 if
every subgraph of covalence one is ineffective, since then the S!-representation on D* splits
canonically in C,, & C,,, where «o; # 0, +1.

Since for any point p in the latter connected component of Fjy; the stabilizer T}, of p con-
tains that 7" and acts on D*™~*=1 in particular commuting with the T’-representation, T,
is contained in the maximal torus of SO(2(n — k — 1)). This shows that any equivariant
bundle automorphism in a local section is of the form (p,v) — hi(p)(v), where hy(p) is in
the maximal torus of SO(2(n —k — 1)), and in particular, that the T-action can be extended
(though not necessarily effectively) on Fj, x D>™~*=1 by letting an additional S'-factor act
on the fiber, arbitrarily.

Conversely, we look at the way the T"-action on M xD?™*=1) in X, is obtained from
the T-action there. Around every point p with generic stabilizer, a T-neighborhood is iso-
morphic to (0,1)% x T XT, Cn~*=1 and neither the subgroup 7, C T nor its representation
on C"*~1 depend on the generic p chosen. Moreover, the transition functions between these
trivializations preserve any torus action, which implies that lemma 2.22 can be applied to
this setting; so consider the vector field X := C1X; + Cy&, as in lemma 2.22 on whole
Fip 1 x D?>=%=1) "which agrees with the fundamental vector field of the {e} x S'-action on
generic points of My x D*?=%=D_hence everywhere. This shows that we can extend this
fundamental vector field to Fj,qxD*™ k=1 Again, on generic points of the latter, this
extension integrates to a periodic flow, hence it does so everywhere.

We have thus found an extension of the T-action as desired. O

Remark 5.9. In the situation of lemma 5.8, denote by Y} all points through which the 7™-
orbit has dimension n. By the same reasoning as in remark 5.7, (X} \ Yx)* (orbit space taken
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with respect to the T-action, not the T™-action) is a manifold for R = Z and an orbifold for
R = Q, relying on the fact that this statement is true for & = 0.

Remark 5.10. We assumed in the proofs of lemma 5.3 and lemma 5.8 that M is smooth.
However, this assumption is not needed necessarily. It is only needed that a neighborhood of
each M, in X, is equivariantly homeomorphic to a sum of equivariant line bundles over My
and that the attaching maps fj are of the above mentioned form. This might be important
when one tries to construct these spaces Mj, from an abstract graph, without a manifold M
present (although this won’t happen, here).

Remark 5.11. Since we know now that the T-action on M _, extends to a T™-action,
the normal bundle of a 2n — 4-dimensional face submaniold Z restricted to Z,_3 splits
equivariantly into line bundles regardless of the assumption on subgraphs of covalence one
as for example in lemma 5.8. In particular, the normal bundle of M, _3 splits equivariantly
into line bundles. If R = Z, then this bundle is equivariantly trivial, since the T-equivariant
line bundle extends to a T-equivariant C%-bundle (this is indeed a C2-bundle and not only
an R*-bundle, because the structure group centralizes a subtorus of the maximal torus in
SO(4)) over Z\ Z,_3, and hence its first Chern class vanishes. That it is equivariantly trivial
follows as in lemma 5.2.

We assume now that we are in the situation of lemma 5.8. We denote by ]-",z the set of all
points in T"™-orbits (see lemma 5.8) in X} whose dimension is j, by X,Z the union of all ]-",z,
where > j, (of course, it is understood that j > k + 1, because the dimension of an orbit in
Xy, is at least k4 1) and set Y}, := F}'. From now on, for a T-invariant set O C M, we still
mean by O* the orbit space with respect to the T-action on M} unless stated otherwise.

Now that we have the T™-action, we will, as explained in remark 5.5, take the iso-

morphisms f; with respect to T™-equivariant identifications of a neighborhood of M, with
Mk%Dz(n_k_l).

Remark 5.12. It should be noted that there are inclusions
X{cXjc...cxl,

by construction of the X,z, since Xy, is obtained from X, by removing a neighborhood of
M, and gluing in Fy 1 xS?~%73 = F.,1x0D*™ %=1 ysing f; as in the proof of lemma 5.3.
We may call this process 'equivariant surgery’ due to the similarities to the process of surgery.

Take a generic point in a connected component C' of Fy, k < n — 3, and consider its
stabilizer in 7. This is a subtorus 77 C T of dimension n — k — 1, acting on D?"~%) linearly.
Since 7" is contained in every (abelian) stabilizer T}, of F, and every such stabilizer acts on
Tk c D=k T, /T acts on T"*/T" = S'. Tt follows that the T,/T-representation on
S! factors through that of a cyclic group G. Since D?™~*) /T’ is homeomorphic to a disk of
dimension n — k 4 1, so is D?*™~%) /T Indeed, we can think of the boundary of D"~ /T",
a sphere of dimension n — k, as D" *~1 x S with the S'-fibers collapsed in the boundary,
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and under this identification, the action of G' on said sphere is simply given by rotation in
the fiber.

While (Cx D) /T" = Cx(D>" % /T") is a D" *+'-bundle over C, it is important to
stress that this does not necessarily make (C'x D?™=%) /T a D"~**'_bundle over C* as it is
if R = 7Z, or more generally, if the stabilizer on C' is constant.

When we define S’ := S;f;zk_?’ to be S?"~2=3 with all torus orbit (with respect to the
maximal linear torus action on S**~2*=3 ) of dimension less than j — k removed and set
S = (S?f;%_g)* (with respect to any linear T *~2-action whose orbit space is a manifold;
the homeomorphism type of the resulting orbit space does not depend on the choice of such
action), X,gﬂ is obtained from X7 (for j < k42 of course) by gluing in Fjy; iSJZfI%_?’. For
R =7, we get a diagram coming out of the Mayer-Vietoris sequences

B HL(Ff < 8) & H((X])) —— H(X[)") — Hia(Mjx )5

| | !

= H(F,) © Ho (M) ——— H (M} ) ———— H_ (M) — ...

We get a similar diagram for the total spaces. Later, we will explain how the maps g. look
like (for orbit spaces and ’total spaces’).

The cases especially important to us are j = k + 2 and j = n. The first case corresponds
to the case of 'surgery’ on X} itself (because le” = X; \ M} and Xfilz = Xjy1), and
the second one corresponds to the inclusions Y; C Y, C ..., and Yj4 is obtained by gluing
Fk+1>~<(lo?"_k_2 x T"*=1) onto Y} via

aFk+1>~<(l®)n—k—2 X Tn—k—l) & Mki(lo)n—k—2 % Tn—k—l) — Yk N (Mk>~<S2n_2k_3).

Although the following statements hold similarly for R = Q, the way to show them is way

more involved than for R = Z. Since, in addition, we do not really need these statements
for R = Q later, we will assume R = Z from now on until the end. That is, we assume in
particular that the normal bundle of M} in X}, is equivariantly trivial for £ < n — 3 (see
lemma 5.2 respectively remark 5.11).
Now let us look at the map g, = g1 @®g? in the above diagram. As explained in remark 5.5, we
have fixed a T"-equivariant embedding of the normal bundle of M} into X} and defined f;
relative to this fixed embedding. So (on level of orbit spaces, but also for the total spaces) g2
is just induced by the embedding M x S — (X7)*. However, g} is induced by the inclusion
OF; ., x S — Fy,, x S precomposed with f/': Mj x S — 0F},; x S. Remember that M
and 0F};,, are the same sets (remark 5.1). Thus, the formulation of the following lemma is
justified.

Lemma 5.13. Assume (k,j) # (1,n). On level of homology of the orbit spaces, f is the
identity.
The same statement also holds for the ’total spaces’ if, in addition, (n, k) # (6,3).
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Proof. Since f;, is given by
fk(p> 'U) = (p> h’k(p)(v))

and hy takes values in a torus if £ < n — 4, the assertion follows for orbit spaces and total
spaces because h is nullhomotopic for k£ > 2 and a T"-orbit in S]?ﬁg%‘3 and (S?f;%_g)* is
nullhomologous for j # n.

For k = n — 3, we use that hj is invariant under the T-action on My, so that the effect
of fr on homology is governed by the effect on homology of the induced maps

M U©) 5 8% and M U@2) = $° 82

for total space and orbit space, respectively.
This is clearly always trivial for the orbit spaces. For the total spaces it is trivial for n # 6
by degree reasons. This shows the lemma. O

Remark 5.14. In the case of (n,k) = (6,3) it could certainly happen that f; is not the

h
identity because the induced map Mj; —% U(2) — S® does not have to be trivial. The
non-trivial effect of f; on homology,

(H3(M3) @ (Ho(M3) @ H3(S?))) @ H(T") — (Hs(M3) @ (Ho(M3) @ H3(S?))) @ H.(T?),

can then be described by (z,4) ® 2z — (z, h(z) +y) ® z, where h: H,(Ms) — (Hy(M;3) ®
H;3(S?)) is induced by hj.

Lemma 5.15. In the situation of lemma 5.8 and k < n — 3, the restriction of r to By :=
Yy /T" induces an isomorphism in homology between By and M.
This also holds for k =n — 2 when the T™-action is defined on X, _».

Proof. This is true for k = 0, because then Yj is the disjoint union of Dt x 1", one for
each vertex of I', and M, is the vertex set of I'. So assume it holds for some k. Since
Byi1 \ By = Fjf Dn=*=2 ig acyclic, we may consider the diagram for % > 1 (the horizontal
sequences are Mayer-Vietoris sequences)

. ——— H.(By) ————— H.(Bry1) —— H. ((MpxS"))T") —— ...

| | |

— H (M " M)*) —— H (M) ————— Hioy(Mf) —— ...

where the vertical maps are induced by 7}, ;. Now, the left vertical map is the same as the
one induced by 7y (since 7 and rpyq are equivariantly homotopic on Y;) and the assertion
follows from the inductivity assumption and the five lemma. O

Remark 5.16. It is certainly true that By is homotopy equivalent to M} via ry for R = Z,
but we do not need this.
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Lemma 5.17. A connected component C of (]-",z)*, where k <n—-3 and k+1<j<n-—2,
1s k — 1-acyclic.

Proof. Note that C'is given by X ,Z NZ for a certain face submanifold Z C M (namely that to
which C' is mapped under 7) of dimension 2j. By corollary 5.4 combined with lemma 5.15,
C* = (X,Z N Z)* has the same homology as (M N Z)*, that is, the same homology as the
orbit space of the equivariant k-skeleton of an equivariantly formal torus manifold. This
shows the claim. O

Remark 5.18. For n > 6 it is immediate that Y}, & By, x T™ for k < n—3, since H?(B},) =0
for k # 2 and By C Bs.

For n = 5 this holds nonetheless. The reason is that Hy(X}) is generated by Hy(M3), and
then the bundle T™ — Y, — Bs is trivial. Indeed, the normal bundle of M is a sum of line
bundles as seen in remark 5.11, and this extends to a C2-bundle over F; whose first Chern
class is 0.

It follows that the T™-bundle restricted to the intersection of By with a small neighborhood
of M} in X3 is trivial. Since Hy(Bs) is generated by the intersection of By with a small
neighborhood of M3 in X3, the claim follows.

Lemma 5.19. The normal bundle off,g, where k <n—3,k+1<7, in X,g s equivariantly
trivial. The same holds for T-orbit spaces.

Proof. For j < n — 2, said normal bundle is a restriction of the normal bundle of M;_; in
X;_1, which is equivariantly trivial (the same holds for T-orbit spaces). We need to check
j=n-—1.

The boundary of the normal bundle of ]-",?_1 in X ,’;_1 is a principal S'-bundle. Its total space
carries the natural structure of a principal 7"-bundle (remember that we have a T™-action
on X ;‘_1), extending the S'-action on the fiber. The embedding of this T"-bundle into Y
is a morphism of principal T"-fiber bundles. Since T" — Y, — By is a trivial bundle by

remark 5.18; we get the claim. O

We defined X]z by removing certain closed subsets out of X;. However, the way we
obtained Xj.; from X, was by removing a small open neighborhood of My, to obtain a
manifold with boundary we now call X}, and gluing in something into X along its boundary.
This makes it so that Fr™? C X} can be considered as a manifold with boundary. We will
make use of this in the next theorem.

Theorem 5.20. Assume that the homology of M} is nontrivial only in degrees 0 and k for
k <n—2. Then the map H.(X}) — H.(M) is surjective and its kernel is H,(X}) plus the
image of Ho(Mi1) ® H.(S") = H.((X}_,)") = H.(X}).

If the T™-action exists on whole M, then the same is true for k =n — 1.

Proof. The surjectivity of H.(X;) — H.(M}) for k < n—3 follows from lemma 5.15, because
the S'-bundle is trivial due to remark 5.18. For k = n — 2 it is true as well because of the
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following diagram for k = n — 3 (x is supposed to be > 1)

o= [Ho(My) @ Ho(S™ Y @ H (X)) —— Ho(Xi,) —— Hoy (M} x SP1) 5

l l N

.= 0@ H (M) y Ho(Mj, ) ———— Ho (M) = ...

We know that H,(Mj x {pt.}) — H.((XJ2)*) factorizes over H.(Y;*) and that H,(M} x
{pt.}) is sent to 0 in Hoy(M;) ® H,(S"#71) by lemma 5.13. This implies that the kernel of
h is the image of the kernel of g.

The other statements are already shown for £ = 1 (see remark 5.6), so we assume that
they hold for some k£ < n — 3. Since the isotropy action of T" on a sphere in the fiber of the
normal bundle of M, is in general position by remark 2.16, the orbit space of this sphere
is a sphere of dimension n — k — 1, and the process of ’equivariant surgery’ (remark 5.12)
on X, corresponds to the process of surgery on X;. Moreover, all orbit spaces X} are topo-
logical manifolds by remark 5.7, which enables us to use Poincaré duality throughout, that
is, b;(X}) = by—i(X}) and Tor(H;(X;)) = Tor(H,—;—1(X})) (using the universal coefficient
theorem for cohomology in the last statement, of course).

Assuming at first that k& < |5], Hp((X})") — Hp(X}) is an isomorphism, and so
H,((X})") — Hyp(M) is. Hence, using the above diagram, Hy(X;,,) = Hy(M;,,) = 0,
which implies H,_;(X},,) = 0 using Poincaré¢ duality, and Hj41(X} ) — Hppa (M}, ) is
injective, thus an isomorphism. All in all, H,(X} ) is concentrated in the desired degrees
and the kernel of H, (X}, ,) — H,(M},,) is generated by H, (X}, ) plus the image of

Ho(Mj—1) @ Ho (") = H.((X)") = Ho(X},0)

as claimed.

If £ = [5], we need to argue differently. Assume that n > 6 is even (there is nothing to

do for n = 4). We still want to show that Hy(X; ;) = 0. We have Hy(Y}’,,) because of
lemma 5.15. Now we consider the chain of inclusions
Vi = (X)) = (XG5 = (X5)" = = (XG5 = X

Using that (F})* is k — 1-acyclic for j < n—2 (see lemma 5.17), the Mayer Vietoris sequence
(where m — 1 > k + 2)

o HL(FESY) @ HAAXE)T) = HAXESD) = Hea((Fs') xS

shows that the cokernel of Hy((X",)*) — Hy((X;"")*) is trivial except for m = n, where it
could happen that Hy_o((F+})*) # 0. So, in our current situation, we have that the kernel
of H (X}, ) — H.(Mj,,) is given by

Hk—l(XI;kH) D Hk(XZH) D Hn(XZ—I—l)v
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so this is an isomorphism in degree k + 1.

Now assume n > 8. If we start at k& = n/2 and go up with & just as before, doing
the surgery on X} in every step, we see that H;(X}_,) — H;(M}_,) is an isomorphism for
k+1<j<mn—1. This, in turn, implies that H<j_o(X_,) = 0 unless in degrees 0 and 2,
and that H;(X}_5) — H,;(M;_5) is an isomorphism as well. The MVs

H.((Fa=3)") & Ho(Y,_s) = H((X;,_5)") = Hoa(Fr25)" x 8 —

gives us (using also that H,_3(Y,* 5) — H,—3((X,,_5)*) = H,—3(M}_5) is an isomorphism)

n

Hy o (FRz)) = oo = Hos((F53)") = Ha-a((F53)7) = 0,

That is, we have H,((F;73)") = 0for k —1 =22 < x <n—4. But (F73)* C (X_5)" is
a compact manifold of dimension n — 2 whose boundary is a union of homology spheres, so
H,((F'=3)*) =0 for all 2 < * < n — 4 by Lefschetz duality. A posteriori, we find that

Hyo((Fi7)") = Hia((F22)") = 0

, thus H(X} ;) = 0, and we are done.
We then also have H;((F"~3)*) = 0, for if not, then H3((X! ,)*) # 0 would inject into
Hs(X*_,) = 0. That is, the homology of (F/3)* is generated by its boundary.

Now, for the case n = 6, if Hy((F)*) # 0, then by ((F5~')*) # 0 by remark 4.2, and
then Hs((F4~1)*) is not generated by its boundary (using Lefschetz duality), so Hs((X3)*)
is not generated by its boundary M3 x S? (because the homology of M3 x S? in Hs((X3)*)
is mapped to Hs((0F5)*) ® Hy(S') under the boundary map of the MVs above). This con-
tradicts Hs(X}) = 0.

Let us now turn to odd n > 7. Here, we want to show that Hy,1(X}, ;) = Hpp1(M],)
is an isomorphism. Certainly Hyy1(Y) ;) — Hpq1(M],,) is, so by the same reasons as for
even n, we need to argue why Hy_1((F/';])*) = 0.

Since (F,~3)* is obtained from (F;'7})* by attaching homological cells of degree at least
k + 2, the inclusion induces an isomorphism in homology of degree < k, and then we have
with Lefschetz duality

bet (FEel)™) = bea (Fi3)7) 2 be((Fmd)) = bel(Fr)))

and
O (Fimd)") = b2 (X)) = Do (X)) = -+ = bra(Xi4) = 0,
where the last equations come from the obvious Mayer Vietoris sequence. Therefore, we

could only have torsion. But this would imply that Hy1((X};})*) has torsion (the short
exact sequence

0~ Hia (V) = Hia(XP)) = Hioa (FE)?) © Hi(S') = 0
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splits indeed, because Hyy1((X77)*) = Hyp1 (ML) 5 Hi1(Y}',) is a split) which injects
into Hy41(X}, ;). But this is impossible due to Poincaré duality and H,_,(X; ) = 0.

When we now go up, we see that the kernel of H,((X"3)*) — H.(M}_,) is non-trivial at
most in degrees 2 and k& with the same arguments used as in the case k¥ < [§]. In k, it
could only be a torsion group 7' by PD. By the same MVs, we would have Hj_o((F"3)*) =
Hy((F'=3)*) = T, but then there would be non-trivial kernel of H,((X"3)*) — H.(M?_,)

in degree k + 2 with the same arguments as before.

For n = 5, we only need to show that Hs((X3)*) = 0, which is equivalent to H;((F3)*) =
0, which is equivalent to by ((F3)*) = 0 by remark 4.2. This can be argued as for n = 6. [

As a side product, we have proven

Lemma 5.21. Letn > 5 and F}, be a connected component of]-",?_l (for all k < n — 2 when
Fy belongs to an isotropy submanifold, and k < n — 3 otherwise). The homology of F} is
concentrated in degree k and, if it is defined, F_, has the homology of a sphere.

For n = 4 and R = Z, the situation is not so clear. It is not even clear if isotropy

submanifolds of X, are automatically orientable. To motivate this, consider the spaces M
and X; = OM] associated to I' as in remark 3.1. These are automatically orientable by
remark 3.11, because m1(X7) is generated by M;. We need to think about the singular folia-
tion F7 on X; as in remark 3.7, particularly in a neighborhood of a connected component C'
of M1, depending on whether the connection path v+ associated to C has trivial monodromy
or not.
If it does, then JF3, the space of leaves of F; dimension 3, intersected with C' x S, the bound-
ary of a neighborhood of C'in X7, is simply given by the two components C' x (S* x {0}) and
C x ({0} x S1) (as it is the case when the labeling of " extends to a Z*-labeling), whereas if
the monodromy of ¢ is not trivial, then F7 N (C' x S?) will only have one connected compo-
nent. The reason is that, when thinking of C'x S3 as [0, 1] x T? x S? glued together along its
ends, F} on there is given by the union of [0, 1] x T2 x (S x {0}) and [0, 1] x T? x ({0} x S*)
in both cases, but the gluing map in case of a trivial monodromy is the identity, and the map
for non-trivial mondromy on S? is given by switching the entries. By the same reasoning,
the space Y = (F})* might not be the total space of a trivial S'-bundle over B; anymore
(compare with lemma 5.15), but only the total space of an unorientable S'-bundle over B;
(which implies that Bj itself is necessarily unorientable, then).

Albeit these difficulties in a neighborhood of M; constructed out of a graph I' occur, we
will show the following.

Lemma 5.22. If M} can be embedded in a Z-equivariantly formal T3-manifold M (which
is then necessarily orientable), then any isotropy submanifold Z of X, is indeed orientable
and its orbit space is a two-sphere. If, moreover, every connected isotropy submanifold of M
contains a fized point, then T — Z — Z* is a trivial bundle.
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Proof. Let C' be the connected component of isotropy submanifolds of M that contains Z.
After dividing out the kernel of the T-action on C, we may view the T-action to be effective.
Let ¢! € C be a connected component of those isotropy submanifolds whose principal
stabilizer H is disconnected. A neighborhood in C' of a T-orbit through a point in C” is
equivariantly diffeomorphic to T' x z R3, where H acts as a subgroup of SO(3) on R3. Since
H is abelian, it is necessarily cyclic by the classification of finite subgroups of SO(3), and
thus the orbit space of C’ has dimension one. Thus, the only stabilizer subgroup occuring
in C" is H, and C'/T is S*. Moreover, since the orbit space of T' x g R? is the orbit space of
R3/H and thus homeomorphic to a sphere, C* is a topological manifold of dimension 3 with
boundary 0C* = Z*.

Let us show that C' is orientable. If H, generated by some element h, is not of order two,
the sphere bundle belonging to the normal bundle of C' in M can be oriented by saying that
a positive orientation of a fiber is given by the direction of a geodesic from some point p to
h - p not passing through h? - p. If H is of order two, then, since M is equivariantly formal
over Z, we have

dim H*¥(C; Zy) < dim H*(M; Z) = 0,

so in particular w;(C) € HY(C';Zs,) is the 0-class, which makes C' orientable again.

In order to show that Z* is a two-sphere, we only need to show that Z* is a rational homology
sphere, or equivalently, that C* is a rational homology disk. By the above inequality with
coefficients in Z, C H, p a prime, we see that C' has vanishing odd rational cohomology, so
that C* is necessarily rationally face-acyclic by theorem 2.26.

As a consequence, if every connected isotropy submanifold of M contains a fixed point, the
first Chern class of the principal bundle T" — Z — Z* is the image of the first Chern class
of the principal bundle 7' — C' — C* under H?*(C*) — H?*(Z*). But H*(C*) is torsion, so
the bundle T" — Z — Z* is trivial as claimed. O
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6 Equivariant formality and orbit spaces of manifolds
in general position

From now on and until the end, we take coefficients to be Z unless stated otherwise. In
this section, we want to link the equivariant formality of a manifold in general position
(with certain isotropy assumptions) to the homology of its orbit space. The next lemma
more or less states that, although M does not have to be an equivariantly formal torus
manifold, X := X,,_s has the ’homological properties’ as if M was an equivariantly formal
torus manifold. The exclusion of n = 6 in the last point seems a bit peculiar at first, but
this will turn out to be fine later, when we look at the greater context.

Lemma 6.1. Let X = X,,_o = OM,,_, be as in section 5 respectively lemma 5.3. If n =4,
assume in addition that M is compact, equivariantly formal over Z and that every component
of an isotropy submanifold contains a fized point. Denote by 0Z (this could be empty) the
isotropy submanifolds of X (by lemma 5.21 and lemma 5.22, these are products of homology
spheres and tori).

1. We have an isomorphism Ho(X) — Ho(M,_5) for n > 5.
2. Letn # 6. The following hold:

(a) For even 4 < j < n, the kernel of Hj(X) — H;(M,_2) is free abelian and equal
to the image of
Hy(X7™) — Hi(X).

(b) For odd j <n, Hj(X) — H;(M,_2) is surjective.

(¢) For even 4 < j <n —2, the cokernel of H;(X) — H;(M,_2) is free abelian.

Ifdi, = dj, = dji, =0 for the rational Serre spectral sequence associated to T — X —
X*, then this holds for n = 6 as well.

8. Forn # 6, Hy(X) is free abelian for all k # n—1. Ifdj, = d}, = dj, = 0 for the
rational Serre spectral sequence associated to T' — X — X*, then this holds for n = 6
as well.

4. Forn >5, Hi((X \ 02)*) # 0 if and only if every subgraph of covalence one is inef-
fective, and then H,((X \ 0Z)*) is generated by the S'-fiber of S* — Y , — M* .
The same holds for n = 4 if any three edges emerging at a vertex belong to an ineffec-
tive subgraph.
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5. H.((X \ 0Z2)*) is torsion free.
To prove this, we need the following general principle.

Lemma 6.2. Forn > 5 and X as above, there is an equivariantly formal torus manifold M
(whzch s not necessarily smooth, but smooth in a nezghborhood of M,_5) such that M| 5=
M 3. In particular, the GKM graph of M is that of M, and so Hy(M)= H} (M)

n—

Proof. For n > 6, we take M/ _, and glue in F},_5 x D* into there in such a way that the map
restricted to OF,,_o x {0} is the same as for M,,_o, and that the T"-action is preserved. This
gives us M;L_z with boundary X, 9. Now M,,_ois equivariantly diffeomorphic to products of
homology spheres and 7! by lemma 5.21. Since any smooth homology sphere of dimension
at least 4 bounds a contractible manifold (though not necessarily smoothly) by [Ker69], we
can perform equivariant surgery on M, _, using those contractible manifolds, giving us a
manifold M;L_l with boundary X,,_1, which is the total space of a principal T"-bundle over
a closed manifold of dimension n — 1 whose homology is concentrated in degrees 0, n — 2
and n — 1, hence a homology sphere of dimension > 5 (actually this is a homotopy sphere,
since the fundamental group of X *_, is generated by M,,_5, but this is not important).
Since any homology sphere of dlmensmn > 5 is smooth (they have a PL structure by Kirby-
Siebenmann, and then it was observed in [Ker69] that they have a smooth structure), it
bounds a contractible manifold topologically by [Ker69], so we can close M _, equivariantly
to obtain a T"™-manifold M whose orbit space is face-acyclic.

For n = 5 we do this in the same way, but instead of gluing I3 x D?* into M, we take
D3 x T3 x D*, ensuring that M?*_, is a union of 3-spheres, thus ensuring that the boundary
of M 1 1s actually a smooth 4-sphere (it is unknown to the author whether every homology
4-sphere is smoothable). O

Remark 6.3. This fits into the context of the statement in [AM23] that the equivariant
cohomology of manifolds in general position for n > 5 with Q-coefficients has the structure
of the equivariant cohomology of an equivariantly formal torus manifold with the T™-action
restricted to a certain 77! in T™.

Note that it does not really matter that M constructed above is not smooth, since the
smoothness used in [MPO03] was only used to ensure the existence of local models around
T™-orbits, the existence of normal bundles of face submanifolds and then the existence of
a canonical local model of the torus manifold, all of which we still have in our case. A bit
of care might be necessary in section 9 of the article [MP03], since blow-ups are considered
there. However, there is no blow-up performed on a characteristic submanifold (this wouldn’t
even change the space), so that every blow-up occuring in these arguments is performed on
facial submanifolds of codimension at least 4, all of which are contained in the ’smooth part’
M _, of M.

Proof of lemma 6.1.

1. We have an isomorphism Hy(X;) — H(M;) by remark 3.1. Since the submanifolds
we iteratively remove from X to obtain X]~! are of codimension at least 4, we do not
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change the second homology when doing so. That is, Hy(X}') — Hy(M,) is also an
isomorphism. Now consider the diagram in remark 5.12 for j = n—1 and iterate to see
that Ho(X ') — Hy(M,,) is an isomorphism for all k& < n— 2, in particular k = n — 2.

. Assume that n > 5. We show the assertion for an equivariantly formal torus manifold
M first and set N := M \ (M]_, \ X). Looking at the long exact sequence

o> H(X) > Ho (M, 2)®H.(N) — H. (M) — H, 1(X) = Hy 1 (M, _2)®DH, 1(N) — ...

for odd degrees, we see that Hogq(X) — Hoqa(M_2) @ Hoqq(N) is surjective (which
already shows statement (b), then), Heypen(X) = Hepen(My—2) @ Hepen (V) is injective
and that its cokernel is free abelian (if there is torsion in even degree, then also in odd
degree by Poincaré duality and the universal coefficient theorem).

The orbit space of both the free and non-free T"-orbits N,,_; and N,, of N is acyclic.
By the diagram (where k < m, of course)

o Hy(F Y @ Hy(Yy) —2s Hy (XY ——— Hy(FrY) < 7m) 23

| | !

o= Hy(FEY @ Hy(Y,) 2 Hy(X2 Y —— H (FrY)y <1 B

| | |

..— H;j(Nyp—1) ® H;(N,,) —— H;(N) —— Ho(N;_1) @ H;—1(T") — ...

the kernel of H,(X = X"7)) — H,(N) can be identified to be the image I of
g1 plus the kernel K of gy restricted to H,_o((Fi25)*) ® H.(T"). Thus we have
the splitting H,(X) = I & K ® K’', where K’ is isomorphic to the kernel of gy re-
stricted to Ho((F"~y)*) ® H,(T™), which is isomorphic to the kernel of hy restricted
to Ho((F{ 1)) ® H.(T™) via the vertical map. Now for k = 1, we choose a unique
preimage (also called K') in H,(X]™") for this, and denote also by K' C H.(X;"")
the image of K’ C H,(X] ') under the inclusion X' — X/~1,

It follows that the image of H,(X}') — H,(X') is precisely K’ for k > 3. Indeed,
by the diagram, the image of H,(X7') — H,(X5 ') is contained in K'@®im(H,(Ys) —
H.(X37Y), and H,(Yy) — H,(X]™") is the O-map.

For j > 3, we have that H;(X}~') — H;(M;) = 0 is the 0-map. So in the splitting
H.(X)=1& K@ K', we may assume that the kernel of H;(X) — H;(M,_») contains
whole K’ and is thus equal to K’, because it has to intersect I @ K trivially (remember
that H;(X) — H;(M,_3) & H;(N) is injective). This shows assertion (a) for torus
manifolds.

34



The only thing left to show for a torus manifold is that the cokernel of H;(X) —
H;(M,_5) is free abelian for even 4 < j < n — 2. We know this for H;(X) —
(M,,—2) ® H;(N), and since H;(X) — H;(N) is surjective and the preimages may

H
be chosen to be in K’, we can conclude that the cokernels of both maps agree.

Now for general M and n > 5, we use lemma 6.2 and consider X = OM,_». Let Q be
either X or X. Then we have the commutative diagram

B H{(X! ) @ Hy(Foey X S%) ——— Hj(Q) ——— H;_y(My_s x $3) 5" .

e | -

.. 4 H](Mnfg) ) H](Fn,2> E— HJ(Mn,2> —_— ijl(Mnfg) — ...

and the maps h; are independent from (). We know that ker(g;) — ker(h;) is surjective
for X and even j < n—1 since Hj+1(X) — H;1(M,_2) is surjective. So we know that
the same holds for X as long as n # 6, since then the maps g; are also independent
from @ by lemma 5.13 and the discussion before. As we will show in remark 6.4 very
soon, the cokernel of ker(g;) — ker(h;) for n = 6 also does not depend on @, for j <5
and under our assumptions.

Let us now show the statements for X.

(a) By the already shown statement for X, the kernel of H;(X) — H;(M,_,), where
4 < j <niseven, is precisely K’. Using this and the above diagram, we see that
H;(M,,_3 x §%) @ K’ surjects onto

Ker(H; (X! _y) — Hy(Ma_s)/m(Hy(Mo_s) - Hy(My_3)))
Using the diagram again, we see that the latter group surjects onto
Ker(H;(X) = Hy(My))
under the inclusion, so
Hj(M, 3 x S*) @ K' — ker(H;(X) — Hj(M,_5))

is surjective. The point is now that (also for n = 6) by lemma 5.13, the image
of Hj(M,_3 x S*) = H;(X) (which is actually 0 for n # 6) is contained in
the image of K’ — H;(X), because the image of H;(M,_5 x {pt.}) — H;(X)

is contained in the image of H;(F,_» x S*) — H;(X). So we have shown that
K" — ker(H;(X) — H;(M,_2)) is indeed surjective. This shows (a).
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(b)

For odd j < n, the surjectivity of H;(X) — H;(M,_5) implies that
Hj(X5,_3) ® Hj(Mn—3) = H;j(M,_3)

is surjective (because for these degrees, the kernel of h;_; injects into H;_1(M,,_3),
also for n = 6) and that the kernel of g;_; surjects onto the kernel of h;_; (also
for n = 6, as we will show in remark 6.4). This, in turn, implies the surjectivity
of H;(X) — H;(M,_5) by the same diagram chase one does to prove the four
lemma, and thus (b).

At last for even 4 < j < n—2, we note that H;(Y,_3) ® K" — H;(X]_3) is surjec-
tive by the top row for k = n—31in 2, so that H;(X]_5) = H;(X) — H;(M,_) is
the O-map. For even 4 < j < n —4, the cokernel of H;(X) — H;(M,_3) can thus
be identified with [H;(M,_3)/im(h})] because coker(ker(g;—1) — ker(h;_1)) = 0,

and so can the cokernel of H;(X) — H;(M,_2). This shows the statement for
4<j5<n—4.

For j =n — 2, we note that ker(h,,_3) injects into

K :=ker(h; _4: Hy_3(M)_3) — H,_35(M;_5)).
) — Hn_g(M*

n—2

Since H, _o( X} ,
jected on by

er(Hy—o (M x {pt.}) = Ho_o(Mjy_y x S%) = Hooo((X_y)")).

But this can be identified with the kernel of (remember that Y, 3 =Y s x T =
M 3 x St x T and M,,_3 = M}_4 x T"?)

Hn—3(M:—3 X {pt.}) — Hn—S(Mn—i’:) - Hn—S(Yn—S) - Hn—S(Xrlz—3)>

) is an isomorphism by theorem 5.20, K is sur-

which implies that coker(ker(g,—3) — ker(h,_3)) = 0.

For n = 4, Hy(X;) = 0 and Ho(X;) — Hy(M;) is an isomorphism, so Hy(X]) —
H, (M) is an isomorphism as well, and hence Ho(X) — Hy(Ms) and H3(X) — Hs3(Ms)
are surjective. By the above diagram, the kernel of Hy(X) — Hy(M>) can be identified
with the image of Hy(Fy) ® H3(S®) — Hy(X3?) — Hy(X). But this is torsion free
for general n > 4. Indeed, since H,.(Y1) is generated by F; x T™ (which goes to 0 in
(,Fl X S2n_5) N Xln_l), H24(Y1) — H24(X1n_1) and thus H24(f1n_1) — H24(X1n_1) is
the 0-map, so H>4(X}""") has no torsion by

o= H(FMY e H () = H (XY — Ho ((F7 P x SY) — .

and thus the image of Hsi(Fy) ® H3(S®) — Hs4(X7!) has no torsion. This image
injects into H>4(X] _5) by the diagram in remark 5.12, so we have shown everything.

n
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3. Hip(X) is free abelian for k # n — 1 if and only if it is free abelian for £k < n — 2 by
Poincaré duality. This holds for n = 4, because the kernel of Hy(X]) — Hy(X) is the
image of Hy(Y)) — Ha(X1), and the cokernel of both homomorphisms is free abelian
as can be directly seen from the two diagrams above.

Now assume n > 5. We have that Hy(X) is torsion free if and only if [Hy(X] _3) &
Hy(F,_2x5%)]/im(gx) is. Now this image im(gy) does not depend on @) by remark 5.14,
so it suffices to show this for X again by the same reasons as in the point before, for
which we see this by

oo Hy(FP2D) @ Hy(Yo_o) = Hy(X) = Hyy(FP7l x S — ..

4. Let n > 5. Since we have the (trivial) bundle S — Y* , — M*

n—3»
statement holds for X/ 5, and

Hi (X, 5\ (02N X, 5))7) = Hi((X'\ 02)")

the corresponding

is an isomorphism.

If n = 4, we still have the bundle S* — Y;* — M, although it might not be orientable
anymore. However, the fiber becomes nullhomotopic in (X; \ Z)* the moment this
set contains a connected component of (F7)*, which it does not do if and only if any
three edges emerging from a vertex belong to an ineffective subgraph. If the latter is
true, then the bundle S' — Y;* — M; becomes orientable, since it is the restriction of
the orientable, not necessarily trivial, bundle S — Y,* — M;, which then exists by
lemma 5.8.

5. Every connected component of 07 is equivariantly diffeomorphic to a product of 771
and a homology sphere with some ineffectice action of 7"~! on itself (see lemma 5.21).
Now use the statement from before, the long exact sequence

o Ho (X)) = Ho(0Z7 x SY) — H(0Z2°) @ H.(X \9Z)*) — H.(X*) = ...

and that the interesting homology of X* is concentrated in degrees 2 and n — 2 (it also
follows that the interesting homology of (X \ 0Z)* is concentrated in degree 2, n — 2
and n — 1, as long as not every GKM subgraph of covalence one is ineffective).

O

Remark 6.4. We show that, under our additional assumption in lemma 6.1, it holds for
n = 6 that the cokernel of ker(g;) — ker(h;) in

B H(X! ) @ Hi(Foey x S%) ——— Hj(Q) —— H;_y(M,_s x $3) 5" .

! | -

M H (M) @ Hy(Fys) —— Hj(M,5) —— H; (M, ) 5" ..
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does not depend on Q. Indeed, X and X have the same rational homology in degrees < 5,
because their rational Serre spectral sequences are the same (Hy((X5)*) — Ha(X™) and
H,((X4)*) — Hy(X*) are isomorphisms, so the differentials d3,, of their sequences are the
same by naturality).

Now we have a splitting of H;(M3 x S?) (remember that j < 5) into K; & Ky & K3, where

Ky = Hy(M;3) © Hj-3(T"), Ko = Ho(Ms) @ H;—3(T") @ H3(S°), K3 = Ho(M3) @ Hy(T*).

Since K7 — H;(X}) factors through H;(Ys) — H;(X}) and Ky — H;(X}) factors through
H;(X]) — H;(X}), the images of these two maps are disjoint, and so the kernel of g} in
gi = g; ® g is given by

ker(K1 — HJ(Xé)) ) ker(K2 — H](Xé)) ) Kg =: Ki ) Ké ) Kg.

However, K3 injects into H;(F; x S®) and the image in there is disjoint with the image of
K1 @ K», so that the kernel of g; is the kernel of g7 restricted to K @ Kj.

Now, the image of K| & K} — H,(F,; x S®) in the case of a torus manifold (that is,
the map 71]- in remark 5.14 is 0) is precisely K}, since K is sent to 0. In particular, the
rational dimension of the image in every degree is dimg K (in that degree) and the rational
dimension of the kernel in every degree is dimg K (in that degree).

For general fzj, the rational dimension of the image K| @ Kj — H;(F, x S?) is at least
dimg K, because K injects into there, and so the rational dimension of the kernel is at
most dimg K (again, in every degree). If X and X have the same rational homology, the
image of K| @ Kj — H;(Fy x 5%) (for the h belonging to X) has the same dimension as for
h = 0, which implies that the image of

h@id: K| — [Ho(Ms) ® Hs(S%)] @ H,_5(T*)

is contained in K7, with rational coefficients.
As we saw in the discussion for n = 4 in the last part of point (2) of the proof of lemma 6.1,
the image of

Ho(M,,_3) ® H3(S*) @ H;_3(T*) — H;(X})

with integer coefficients is torsion free in degrees > 3, so the image of h @ id is contained in
K! when taking integer coefficients, too.
All in all, this shows that the cokernel of ker(g;) — ker(h;) does not depend on @ for j <5.
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7 A sufficient criterion for equivariant formality

Here, we want to formulate and prove a sufficient criterion for equivariant formality of spaces
in general position. Let us, at first, explicitly state and prove the theorem for n = 3, which
turns the assumption on general position into the ordinary GKM condition. The arguments
for general n follow the same line, but become way more technical due to the fact that there
is less control over the isotropy submanifolds.

Theorem 7.1. Consider a 2-independent action of T? on the compact manifold M of di-
mension 6, such that

e the orbit space is a homology sphere over Z.
e for every finite group H, every connected component of M contains a fized point.
e the orbit space of an arbitrary isotropy submanifold is a disk.

Then M is equivariantly formal over Z.

In the following (also for general n), we write Z for the isotropy submanifolds of N :=
M\ (M]_,\ X). Every component hits X non-trivially by the assumption that such a
component contains a fixed point, so we can set 0Z = X N Z, which is a union of S' x T?’s
for n = 3.

Let C' be a connected component of Z, and H C T be its stabilizer. The boundary E of a
small closed neighborhood of C' is equivariantly diffeomorphic to C' xz S*, since C* = D?
is contractible and the normal fiber over a torus orbit is of that form. This directly implies
that H is cyclic, because it necessarily acts freely on S'. Note also that the T-action on
E is free and that the orbit space is homotopy equivalent to S!, so we may also write
E = C* x 8! x T, T acting only on the right factor. In this description, the natural map
E — C is a bundle map (viewing both spaces as nonprincipal 72-bundles), but restricted to
T it is only a covering, not a diffeomorphism! In particular, the map in homology between
the fibers (see lemma 9.3) is not an isomorphism, but only an injection.

The corresponding map on orbit spaces E* = C* x S' — C* in this description, however, is
the usual projection. We will also write £ = Z* x S x T for the boundary of a small closed
neighborhood of Z in N.

Before proving theorem 7.1, we need a small lemma, first. This is formulated and proven for
general n, under the assumption that every connected component of an isotropy submanifold
contains a fixed point; the normal bundle of Z* in N* is then still a disk bundle over Z*
(though not necessarily trivial).

Lemma 7.2. m (M) — m(M*) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We consider M, _, and X := X,_o for the manifold M, see remark 3.6. We set
N = M\ (M)_,\ X). It suffices to show that 7 (N) — m(N*) is an isomorphism by
dimensional reasons. It is standard theory that this map is surjective, and we may assume
by transversality that a loop v in its kernel only hits free orbits Ny,c.. If 7y is in the kernel of
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Wl(Nfree) — 7T1(N*

free)s it is in a torus orbit and we are done (because these can be homotoped
to a point in M). If not, then the image 7 of 7y is in the kernel of 71 (N7, ..) — m1(N*). This
is generated by the S!'-fibers of the boundary of the normal bundle of Z* in N, so 7/ can
thus be homotoped into X%, . (through N7, . ), to be in the kernel of 7 (X%, ..) — mi(X¥).
The kernel of m1(XF,,,) = m1(X*) is generated by the fiber of S' — Y, = B, 5 if n =3
(see remark 3.7) or can be homotoped along Z* into the fiber of S* — Y,* , — B, _3ifn >4,
and so v is a loop in the fiber of 7" — Y, o — B, 5 (or T" — Y* . — B,,_3). This fiber

can be homotoped (through M) to a fixed point, so we are done. O
Now we can come to the proof of theorem 7.1.

Proof. By Poincaré duality, H°¥(M) = H,yq(M), and we show that the latter is 0. We
have already shown that m (M) = m (M*), so we only need to show that H3(M) = 0. Set
N := M\ (M| \ X), where M| and X := X are as in remark 3.6. By H,(M*) = H,(S?)
and the Mayer Vietoris sequence belonging to M* = M7* U N*, we see that the interesting
homology of N* is concentrated in degree 2 (H3(N) = H'(N*/X*) = 0 because of Lefschetz
duality) and that Ho(X™*) — Hy(NN*) is an isomorphism.

In view of H3(M;) =0 and Ho(X) — Hy(M;) being an isomorphism (see remark 3.1), need
to show that H3(X) — H3(N) is surjective because of

If the action on N was free, this would be an immediate consequence of the isomorphism
(we only need it to be a surjection) Ho(X*) — Hy(IN*) and the Serre spectral sequence.
Indeed, E ,(X) — E> (N) is a surjection for p = 2 and an injection (even an isomorphism)
for p =0, so ker(d3, (X)) — ker(d3 ,(N)) is a surjection (remember that, for homology, d ,
goes to Ey_, .. ) and thus B3 (X) — E3 (N) is. Also, Ej,(X) — Ej ,(N) is an injection,
then. Due to degree reasons, Ej ,(X) = E3%(X) and the same for N. Now the claim follows
by H3(N) = E3S(N).

In case of the action not being free, we denote by Z the isotropy submanifolds in N
(whose orbit spaces are disks) and consider the diagram for the orbit spaces

(2

Ho((X \ 82)%) @ Hy(02%) —— Ho(X*) —2 H\(8Z* x SY) —s H (X \ 8Z)*) & H\(0Z%)

J | ! J

Hy(N\ Z2)) @0 —— Hy(N*) —2 H\(Z* x S') —2—— H,(N\ 2)") &0

and the diagram for the total spaces

Hy(X \ 82) @ Hy(0Z) —— Hy(X) —2 Ho(OE) —— Hao(X \ 8Z) @ Hy(92)

| l l |

Hy(N\ Z) ®0 ——— Hy(N) —2— Hy(E) — Hy(N\ Z) @ Hy(2)
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We wrote 0 for the terms of H,(Z*) respectively H,(Z) that are 0, because Z* is a union of
discs and Z is topologically a union of D? x T?%s.

In the above diagram, we see by a simple diagram chase and usage of Hy(X*) — Hy(N™)
being an isomorphism

e the kernel of iy is isomorphic to the kernel of ¢; via the vertical map.

o Hy((X\0Z)*) — Ha((N\ Z)*) is surjective, because of the last statement, and because
Hy((N\ Z)*) — Ha(N*) is injective.

Thus, H3(X \ 0Z) — H3(N \ Z) is surjective by the same type of argument as when the
action is free on N (we only needed Hy((X \ 02)*) — Ho((N \ Z)*) to be surjective). In
order to conclude the theorem, we have to show that K; — K5, where

Ky == ker(Hy(0F) — Hy(X \ 0Z) @ Hy(9Z)), Ks := ker(Ha(E) — Hy(N \ Z) @ Ho(Z2)),

is surjective (this suffices by the same proof of the four-lemma about surjectivity, although the
assumptions are slightly different). Since the occuring maps on spaces are bundle maps, we
may use the Serre spectral sequence to understand this. Moreover, under Hy(0E) — Hy(E),
we can and we will view K5 as contained in

Hy(8Z) @ Hy(S' x T) C Hy((9F)1)

(see remark 9.2 for the notation) from now on.
We want to understand the kernel K] of

ET(0F) — BT (X \ 0Z) @ ET(0Z),

first. By degree reasons, ETq = E12,1 for all occuring terms. It follows that K7 is contained
in

Ho(0Z) ® Hy(S") @ H\(T),

because ker(H,(0E*) — H{(0Z*)) is contained in Hy(0Z) @ Hy(S").
Also, K7 is mapped isomorphically (because ker(i;) — ker(iz) is an isomorphism) to the
kernel K7 of

EY(E) — EXS(N\ Z) @ ExS(Z),

which is contained in
Ho(Z) ® Hl(Sl) ® Hy(T),

so that we may view both K] and K to be the same subgroup in

Hy(0Z) ® H,(S") ® H\(T) C E{3(0E).
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Of course, these groups are not necessarily equal to K; and K5, but, using remark 9.2, they
are related to them via the following diagram

0 ————— Eg5(0F) ————— Hy((0F))) S | N EXS(0F) ———— 0

l | L

0 —— ng’Q(ﬁZ) @E@(X\&Z) > (4 5 Eﬁ(&Z) @Efﬁ(X\&Z) — 0
0 —— E&%(Z)@E&%(N\Z) > Go > Eﬁ(Z)@Eﬁ(N\Z) — 0

We used the notation
G1=Hy((02)1) ® Hy((X \0Z2)1), Go= Ho(Z1) ® Ha((N\ Z)1).
By definition of these, we have injections
G1— Hy(0Z) ® Ho(X \0Z), Go— Hy(Z)® Ho(N\ Z).

Therefore, it suffices to show that any x in Ky C Hy((0F)1)) (which is 0 in G, then) is 0
in Gl-

We know that j1(x) € Ky = Kj, so 72(j1(y)) = 0. It follows that the image of z in G} comes
from Eg5(0Z) © Egy(X \ 0Z), but this injects into EgS(Z) @ EgS(N \ Z) (as argued in the
case Z = (). So y is 0 in G, as well, and we have shown the claim and thus the whole
assertion. O

Let us now turn to the general case. The main difference is that we do not assume that
Z* is acyclic over Z, so there are some technical difficulties to overcome. For example, we
do not know if the normal bundle of Z* in N* is trivial.

Theorem 7.3. Consider an action in general position of T = T"! on the compact manifold
M of dimension 2n > 8 such that

e for all closed subgroups H C T, every connected component of M intersects M*
non-trivially.

e the orbit space M /T has the homology of a sphere (and is thus a homology sphere).
o M 5 s n — 3-acyclic over Z.
o cvery face-submanifold of codimension 4 is equivariantly formal.

o for any isotropy submanifold Q) fized by Z, C T, corresponding to an ineffective sub-
graph of covalence 1, the map H,(Q*) — H.(Q*) given by multiplication with p is an
isomorphism in positive degrees.

Then the action is equivariantly formal over Z.
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Remark 7.4. If every @ fulfills the conditions of the theorem (which is equivalent to
Tor(H>1(Q*);Z,) = 0, of course), then we call @ admissible. This particularly implies
that * is rationally acyclic. We will argue later why the other conditions on @) are abso-
lutely necessary.

If every Q* is acyclic over Z, the arguments become less technical and shorten dramatically.
For example, normal bundles as well as the principal 7" !-bundles over the Q*’s are trivial,
then, and one could argue very similarly to the case n = 3.

The proof of this will be done in this chapter. By the conditions we imposed and the use of
theorem 2.23, we may use the results in section 5 throughout. For example, by theorem 5.20,
the reduced homology of X* is concentrated in degrees 2 and n — 2 (and n). Further, since
(M} o) U(N*) is a sphere with (M*_,) N (N*) = X*, Mayer Vietoris implies that

H;(X") — H;(M,_,) ® H;(N")

is an isomorphism for 7 = 2 and j = n — 2 and that therefore the reduced homology of
N* is concentrated in degree 2 (that H,_1(N*) = 0 follows from Lefschetz duality and
HY(N,X)=0).

We want to start with some basic properties, where we only use the fact that M* is a
homology sphere.

Lemma 7.5. Let Z be the union of all isotropy submanifolds in N, and let E be the boundary
of a closed neighborhood of them.

1. Hy(X7H*Y) — Hy(N*) is an isomorphism for n > 4 and Ho((X]1\ 02)") —
Hy((X \ 02)*) is surjective for n > 5.

2. For j > 2, the map H;(E*) — H;(Z*) ® H;((N \ Z2)*) is an isomorphism in torsion
parts, and we have H;(E*) = H;(Z* x S1).

3. Set I to be the homology of the 2-skeleton of a CW decomposition of (X' \ 0Z)*.
The map
H(E")®I - H(Z")® H((N\ Z2)")

induced by E* — Z*, E* — (N \ Z)* and (X]"'\ 02)* — (N \ 2)* is surjective. Its
kernel K is free abelian and concentrated in degree 1 and 2. In fact, its intersection
with H,(E*) is isomorphic to

ker[H,(0Z* x S*) — H,(0Z*) @ H (X '\ 02)")]

under the inclusion in E*.
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Proof. For the first point we consider

o BT @ HL(Y) —— (X)) =2 Ha(F7Y) x5 25

| | L
|

> H((F2)) @ Ha(Yyiy) —— H((X32)7) 7= Hoa(Fi)* < 81 =5 ..

n

For the last two points, we look at (writing 02 for 02 N X}1)

s Hy(XP1\02)") @ Hy(027) —— Hy(XPY)*) —2 H, (02 x ') — ...

| | |

. ——— H;(N\ 2)") ® H;(Z*) ———— H;(N*) ———— H,; |(F*) —— ...

1. Let n > 5. The upper 9, is an injection in degree 2, and its image is in Ho((F]"')*) ®
H,(S"), which injects into H;((F"~3)* x S'). It follows that the image of the middle
vertical map is disjoint with the image of the bottom left map, which is at the same time
the kernel of Hy((X! _3)*) — Hy(X*). This shows the injectivity of f: Hy((X]1)*) —

Hy(X*) = Hy(N*).

To show the surjectivity of f, we note that the image of
Hy((F77)") @ Hi(S") = H((F77)7) @ H.(Y7)

is generated by the S'-fiber of Y;* & B; x S!, and that this image gets mapped iso-
morphically to the homology generated by the S'-fiber of Y,* ; = B, 3 x S'. It follows
that ker(g;) — ker(hy) is surjective. Thus, the cokernel of the middle vertical map is
generated by the image of the bottom left map, which is trivial for n # 5. For n = 5,
the image of the bottom left map vanishes in Hy(X). In both cases, it follows that f
is surjective.

For n = 4, we note that Hy((X})*) — Hy(X*) is a surjection onto the kernel of
Hy(X*) — Ho(Mj) by the diagram in remark 5.12. Since Hy(X3) — Hao(N*)® Ha (M)
is an isomorphism, the kernel of Hy(X3) — Ha(MJ) gets mapped isomorphically to
Hy(N*). This shows the claim here.

2. The first statement comes from the bottom row of the diagram. For the second state-
ment, we look at the spectral sequence associated to S' — E* — Z* and claim that
this collapses at the second page. It certainly does so at the third page by degree
reasons, so we only need to show that K, := ker(d?,) = H,(Z*). We have a bundle
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map F* — Z* which induces homomorphisms between the second and third page. In
particular, E}; — H,(Z*) is an isomorphism, £ = E> = K, — H,(Z*) is the inclu-
sion and the homomorphism restricted to E2 | and EZ, is 0. Now H,(E*) — H,(Z")

fits into
0 —— ES || —— H,(E") y K, > 0
0 > 0 > H(Z*) —— Hy(Z*) —— 0

and so K, — H,(Z*) needs to be surjective since H,(E*) — H,(Z*) is. That the above
sequence splits is now a consequence of the isomorphism

H;(E") — H;j(Z7) © Hy((N'\ Z)7)

in torsion parts.

3. The first statement is evident by the diagram and the surjectivity of Ho((X71)*) —
Hy(N*) and I — Hep((X]71\ 02)%).
For the second one, we note that the kernel of Hy(E*) — H(Z*) is generated by the
fibers (one for every connected component of Z*) of E* — Z*. Now the statement
follows from Hy((X71)*) — Hy(N*) being surjective.

O

We want to show that the odd integer homology of M vanishes by considering the Mayer
Vietoris sequence of the triple (X, M, _o, N), where N = M \ (M,—» \ X). Here, the odd
homology of M vanishes if and only if

 Hepen(X) = Hepen(My—2) @ Hepen(IN) is injective.
o H,ui(X) — Hoga(My_2) ® Hogq(N) is surjective.

For n = 4, we only need to show the surjectivity for degree 3, since already Hs(X) — Hay(M>)
is injective by lemma 6.1.

For n > 5, we will not show these statements in general. Instead, we will show them for
degrees < n and then show that H<, o(M) is torsion free in even degrees, so that the odd
homology of degree > n + 1 is torsion free (and thus 0) as well.

The injectivity is clear immediately for all even degrees j < n, since we saw in lemma 6.1
that the kernel of H;(X) — H;(M,,_») is free abelian and the image of H,(X[™!) — H.(X),
which injects into H,(N) when taking Q-coefficients. Indeed, Ho((X71)*) — Hy(N*) is an
isomorphism by lemma 7.5, and now we can use the rational Serre spectral sequence, see
remark 9.4, as well as the fact that the sequence for N collapses at the third page due to
degree reasons.
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That H;(M) is torsion free for even j < n — 2 follows from the fact that i: H;(X) —
H;(M,_5) ® H;(N) is injective by the previous discussion, and that H,(X]') — H.(N) is
surjective for all degrees < n (which we show soon). If the latter holds, then the cokernel
of i is the cokernel of H;(X) — H;(M,_2) (which is torsion free by lemma 6.1) for j > 4,
because Hs3(X]"™) — H>3(M;) = 0 is the 0-map.

For degree 2, we then have that both Hy(X) — Hy(N) and Ho(X) — Ho(M,—2) (see
lemma 6.1) are isomorphisms, so Ha(M) = Hy(X), which is torsion free by lemma 6.1.

Now let us come to the main task, which is showing the surjectivity. We already know
that H;(X) — H;(M,_5) is a surjection for odd j by lemma 6.1, so now we want to show
this for H;(X) — H;(M,_)® H;(N), for which it suffices to show that H;(X]~') — H;(N)
is surjective for all 2 < j < n (we have m (M) = m(M*) by lemma 7.2, so we already now
H,(M) =0). We saw in lemma 7.5 that

H (E) @ Iy — H>1(Z7) @ H>1 (N '\ Z)7)

is surjective and that its kernel K is free abelian and concentrated in degree 1 and 2. We
set I =1 ® H,(T) and want to show that

W:E: (E)®1l,. — E.(Z)®E2,(N\Z)

(note that the maps on these spaces are bundle maps) is also surjective for p > 1, its kernel
K is K ® H,(T) and that it is injective for p = 0.

Similar to the discussion at the beginning of section 7 for n = 3, the map in homology
between the T" !-fibers of E and Z is only an injection, not an isomorphism, because the
fibers of F are not mapped diffeomorphically onto the fibers of Z. Indeed, for a connected
component E’ of E and the corresponding component Z’' of Z fixed by Z, C T, the fiber
map 1"~ " — T™! belonging to E' — Z' is given by T"' — T""1/Z, = T"'. We may
assume that Z, C S* x {e} € S* x T2, so the corresponding map in homology is given by

H.(S") @ HJ(T"™?) = H(S") @ H(T"7?), 2@y pr@y=pzey).
This implies that E2, ,(E') — E2, (Z') is of the form
(H(E™) = HJ(Z"™) 5 H(Z"™)) @ idg. a1y,

Since multiplication with p in H>, (Z') is an isomorphism by assumption, we deduce that h? is
a surjection and its kernel K is K ® H,(T). Moreover, d* vanishes on K by the compatibility
of the differentials of both sides and the injectivitiy for the Eg’*—groups, and the image of

d%,, of the left side intersects K trivially because K is free abelian. It follows that
(E*(E)® I)/K — E*(Z)® E*(N\ 2)

is an injective chain homomorphism, and its cokernel is generated by Hy(0Z) ® H.(T) —
E§ .(Z) (so that it is even an isomorphism in the E2, ,-entries).
Thus, passing to their homologies, we have that

h: (E3(E)® I*) /K — E3(Z)® E*(N \ 2),
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where I? := ker(d?);, is again an injective chain homomorphism, and its cokernel is generated
by Hy(0Z) @ H.(T) — Eg’,*(Z).
We can continue arguing like this and then see that (1: 3 — J°° by degree reasons)

he: (E®(E)® I®)/K — E¥(Z)® E®(N \ Z)

fulfills all the same statements.
In particular, we have that

H.(E)® H,(X]'\0Z)® H,(0Z) — H(Z)® H. (N \ Z)
is a surjection by basic properties of group extensions. We also get the following lemma.

Lemma 7.6. It holds K N E®(E) = (K N H,(E*)) ® H.(T) C E(E).
In particular,

ker[ESS.(0Z x §*) — ES.(0Z) & ES(X771\ 02)] — K N E*(E)
s an isomorphism.

Proof. The first statement is just a result of the discussion above. The second follows from
the first and the fact that

ker[H,(0Z* x SY) — H,(0Z*) @ H, (X' \ 02)")] — K N H,(E")
is an isomorphism by lemma 7.5. O

To understand
K = ker(H.(FE) — H.(Z) ® H.(N \ Z))

we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 7.7. Writing 0Z for 0Z N X", K' is in the image (under the inclusion) of
ker[H,(0Z x S') — H,(0Z) @ H (X} "\ 02)].

Proof. First, we look at

0 ——— EZ(9Z x S) y H, s B (07 x 8') ————— 0
0 ———— EX(E) y G L s EX_(E) ————— 0

| | I

0 — E(Z)® ER(N\ Z) y (3 » B _(Z) @ EYR,_((N\Z) —— 0

Here, H; is the homology of (0Z x S'); in 0Z x S, Gy is the homology of Eqy in H,(E),
and G is the homology of Z(1y plus the homology of (N \ Z)q) in H.(Z) ® H.(N \ Z). The
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kernel of Gy — G then is K’ (since K N E*(E) C ETS.(E)), and can be identified with
f(K") C ker(g). Now this has a unique preimage in ES,_,(0Z x S') by lemma 7.6. Thus
(and also because the top left vertical map is an isomorphism), to x in K’ there is a unique
preimage z in H;.

Now look at

~

0 ——— Eg(0Z x S') H, » B5,_1(0Z x S') ————— 0

! | Js

0 —— E5(07) @ Eﬁ(Xf‘l\aZ) H, » BYS,_1(07) @Ef’i_l(Xf’_l\ﬁZ) — 0

! ! I

0 —— Eg(2) @ Eg(N\ 2) » Gy » B (Z) B EYS, ((N\Z) ——— 0

~

We want to show that Z is in the kernel of H; — Hs. We have that i, (f(Z)) = 0 by the
choice of z. If £ was not 0 in H,, it would be in the non-trivial image of j,. But this would
mean that Z in Gy would not be 0 (j; is injective because h*™ is), a contradiction. O

With this preliminary work, we can look at

o Hi(XPTIN02) @ Hy(07) —— Hy(X{ ")~ Hj (07 x 1) —2 ..

| | |

s Hy(N\ 2)® Hj(Z) ——— H;(N) —2— H;_\(E) —%— ...

where we write 07 for 9Z N X', The image of the bottom left map equals
(H;(N'\ Z) & Hj(Z))/im[H;(E) — H;(N'\ Z) & H;(Z)].

By the previous discussion, this is surjected on by the image of the left vertical map.

By lemma 7.7, the kernel of g9 is in the image of the kernel of g; under the right vertical
map. All in all, this shows that H;(X}"') — H;(N) is surjective by the same diagram chase
one does to prove the four lemma about surjectivity. We are done.

Remark 7.8. We can construct manifolds where a connected component of Z* is indeed
not an integer homology disk. There is an embedding SO(3) — S° with trivial normal bun-
dle (this factors through SO(3) — 5% x S? — S° where the first embedding comes from
sending the first two columns to the respective points in the $?’s), so there is an embedding
D — D?, where D, := SO(3) \ D?, such that the boundary S' is mapped to the boundary
of the standard D3 C D5,

Take some (quasi)toric 8-manifold and restrict the T¥-action to a T3-action in general posi-
tion. The orbit space of a closed neighborhood U of a non-free T3-orbit is then D® with a
prescribed embedding S* — dD®, and we may extend this to the embedding D — D°. It
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is clear that we can extend the action from OU to U such that the isotropy submanifold is
precisely D% x T3. The resulting manifold is equivariantly formal over Z if and only if the
order of the isotropy group is odd (we will see the other direction in section 8).
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8 A necessary condition for equivariant formality

Here we want to formulate and prove the following theorem, where the coefficients are taken
to be Z. We use the notation in section 7.

Theorem 8.1. Consider an action in general position of T = T"~! on the compact manifold
M of dimension 6 or 2n > 10 such that

e The odd (co)homology of M vanishes.

o Whenever x is a point whose stabilizer is finite, there is a neighborhood of x in which
this is the only non-trivial stabilizer subgroup.

The following statements hold.

1. For all closed subgroups H C T (not necessarily connected), every connected component
of MH intersects MT non-trivially.

2. Any connected component Q* of Z* is admissible.
3. M} is k — 1-acyclic for k <n — 2.
4. M* is a homology sphere.

Remark 8.2. We excluded the case n = 4 due to technical difficulties in the proof for the
last point (the first three items can be proven just as described in the proof of theorem 8.1).
The author would be thankful for hints or remarks, even entire solutions, to how this can be
solved.

Proof. We may assume that Z # (), because this is already treated in [AM23].

1. This is standard if H has positive dimension. If it doesn’t, then any connected com-
ponent @ of M is contained in the interior of N, and for any prime p dividing the
order of the stabilizer group of ) we have the estimate

dim(H"(Q; Zy)) < dim(H*"(M; Z,)) = 0,

so in particular H°%(Q; Q) = 0, which is impossible due to x(Q) = 0.

2. In this item, we take (co)homology with Z,-coefficients unless stated otherwise.
It suffices to show the statement for any prime p that divides the order of the kernel
of the T-action on (). Then

dim H°(Q) < dim H**(M) = 0,

so @ is equivariantly formal over Z,. After dividing out the kernel, the 7" !-action on
Q is locally standard. Using theorem 2.24 for Z,-coefficients on (), we obtain that

H Q. Ques) = HE (N NQ), (X NQ)) = H (N N Q)" (X NQ)) =0
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for degree * < 0, so the reduced Z,-cohomology of @* is at most non-trivial in de-
gree n — 2, and H"2(Q*,0Q*) = 0. By Lefschetz duality, H;(Q*) = 0 and thus
Hi(Q*,0Q%) = 0. We finally conclude H"2(Q*) = 0 by using Lefschetz duality again.
It follows that Tor(H>1(Q*;Z),Z,) = 0, so multiplication with p in H,(Q*;Z) is an
isomorphism in positive degrees.

. This is very similar to the arguments in [AM23]. We only need to show that M}_, is
n — 3-acyclic, since Hej_1(M}}) = H<p—1 (M) is an isomorphism in positive degrees
for k <n-—3.

By theorem 2.24 and remark 2.25, we have a long exact sequence

0 — Hi(M) — Hx(My) — HN(My, My) — ... — HZ"" Y M, M,_5) — 0.

Note that, although the action does not have connected stabilizers,

HF (M, Mi) = P HF(Q.0Q)= & HQ,00Q;),

Q:dim(Q)=: Q:dim(Q)=:

and every summand is non-trivial only in degree . Hence, the above sequence for x = 0
becomes

02— @ z%.."% @ Z-HF (M M) 0,
Q:dim Q=0 Q:dim Q=n—2

(for * < 0 we obtain Hy""*(M, M,_,) = 0) and this is still the cohomological cochain
complex up to degree n — 3 for the cell complex defined by @,,_». The acyclicity of this
sequence implies that indeed M, _, is n — 3-acyclic.

. Now we know that X respectively X* has the properties as in theorem 5.20 and the
remaining section. Let us now turn to the statement about M*. Since M* is certainly a
rational homology sphere, and certainly H;(M*) = Hi(M) = 0, we can already deduce
that M* is an integer homology sphere for 2n = 6. So let n > 5.

When we choose the degree to be less than 0 in the ABFP-sequence, we obtain
0= HE(M, M, _5) = HE(N, X) (excision) for k < n — 2, which means that H%(N) —
HE(X) is an isomorphism for k < n — 3 and injective for k = n — 2. We want to argue
that the same statement holds for ordinary cohomology (which would immediately fol-
low from the action being free on N).

In fact, we will show at first that H*(N*) = 0 for all degrees except 0 and 2, and
then deal with degree 2. Since we have m (N*) = m (M), we already know H;(N*) =
H'(N*) = 0, and so H" }(N*) = 0 by Lefschetz duality. This means that we only
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need to worry about degrees 3 < x <n — 2 in that regard.

This is void for n = 4, so assume n > 5 and consider the diagram

. ——— H"YE*) —— Hi(N) —— H*(N\2)" )@ Hi(Z) — ...

| » |

—— H*Y0Z* x §') —— Hix(X) -2 H*(X\02)")® H:(0Z) — ...

We need to understand H7(Z) — H7(0Z). We may restrict to a connected component
of Z (also called Z), and argue there.

The T-action on Z has a finite stabilizer Z, C T, which is contained in a subcircle
S C T. We may assume that T = (S1)"t and S = S* x {e} x ... x {e}, so that
T' = {e} x T" % acts freely on Z. We have

Hi(2) = H'(Z x1 (S°)"™) = H(Z)T' xqym %) = H'(Z/T' X517, L),

so H}(Z) is the cohomology of the total space of an Lg°-bundle over Z* (and sim-
ilar for 0Z*). Remember that H*(L:°) is Z, in even positive degrees and 0 for
odd degrees. It follows that EY(Z) = HP(Z* HY(Ly)) = 0 except for ¢ = 0 or
p = 0, because multiplication with p is an isomorphism in H>;(Z*). Hence, we have
H}(Z) = H*(Z) ® H*(Ly’), and the kernel of H}(Z) — H7(0Z) is precisely H*(Z*)
for x+ > 1.

Now, we have H*(X*) = H*((X \ 02)*) = H*(0Z*) = 0 for 3 < % < n — 3, so
by the bottom sequence of the diagram we get that Hj.(X) — H}(0Z), and thus
H7(N) — H}(0Z), is an isomorphism, which implies that

Hp(N) = H*((N\ 2)") © Hr(2)
is injective and hits H*((N \ Z)*) @ H*(Z) trivially. The last statement also holds for

x = n — 2, since then H*(N \ 2)*) — H*((X \ 02)*) is the O-map as well (the first
group is torsion), and both g; and g, are injective. Hence

H*((N\Z))Y® H(Z) — H*(E")
is injective, and H*"'((N'\ 2)*) ® Hy"'(Z) — H*~'(E) and thus
H'(N\2))o H* ' (Z) - H*'(E)

are surjective. This shows H*(N*) =0 for 3 <% <n —2.

Let us now consider H*(N*) — H?*(X*), still assuming n > 5. We know that both
groups are torsion free, and we know that H?(N*;Q) — H?(X*;Q) is an isomorphism
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(since HA(N*;Q) = H*(N*;Q) and similar for X). So it is immediate that both
H?(N*) — H?*(X*) and Hy(X*) — Hy(N*) are injective. By the MVs belonging to
M* = M,_, U N*, we see that H,(M*) = H,(S"") except in degree 2, where there
could be torsion. But this can be ruled out using Poincaré duality.

O
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9 Appendix

9.1 Serre spectral sequence

Here we fix some notation regarding the Serre spectral sequence for fiber bundles (over Z or
Q). We should note that we always talk about singular homology with coefficients either in
Q or Z whenever we talk about ’homology’. As long as not specified, coefficients are allowed
to be both Q or Z. See e.g. [Hat04] for details.

Let ' — M — B be a fiber bundle over a connected CW-complex B, and assume that
the homology of B or F' over Z respectively Q is finitely generated. The point of the Serre
spectral sequence is to compute the homology of the space M from the homology of B
and F' via a first quadrant spectral sequence, only subject to the small condition that the
monodromy representation m (B) — Aut(H.(F)) is trivial. This is true, for example, when
the bundle restricted to the one-skeleton of B is trivial, so in particular for free group actions
of a connected Lie group. Usually, one starts from the second page, which has the form

Eﬁ,q = Hp(M*a Hq(F)> = HP(M*) ® Hq(F)

(where the last equation always holds over Q, and also over Z if the homology of F, for
example, is torsion free, which we assume from now on) and the differential d;q: Eg,q —
E?_, .41 (it will not matter for us how this differential looks like). Now, the third page is
the homology of the second page, that is,

2 .2 2
ker(dp,q‘ Ep,q — Ep—27q+1)

: 2 . 2 2 )"
1m(dp+2,q—1‘ Ep+2,q—1 — E )

3 =
P

The new differential now is of the form d ,: E> — E2_; ... Again, we do not have to know
how this looks like exactly.
In general, we define E;zl from EJ by

T . T T
ker(dp,q‘ Ep,q — Ep—mﬁ-r—l)

r+l .
Pq T T . R
1m(dp+?“7q—7’+l‘ Ep+nq—7’+l — Ezc,q)
b : 1. prel r+1 - _ gl o2
with differential &)t : E)7 — EJ7 . Note that, for r big enough, E" = E™™ = £ =

..., because we assumed the homologies of B or F' to be finitely generated. We then define
Ere = E]  and say that the spectral sequence (£, d") converges against £°°. The homology
of M is encoded in E*°. Denote by (B), the p-skeleton of B, and by M, its preimage under
m: M — B.

Theorem 9.1. We have
E;,(:; = im(Hpyq(My) — Hpyo(M))/im(Hpiq(My—1) = Hpyo(M))
and therefore, over Q, the isomorphism

Hy(M) = @ Ex.

ptq=k
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Remark 9.2. Over Z, there is no reason to assume that

H(M)= P E,
p+q=k
since short exact sequences of abelian groups do not necessarily split. Instead, in order to
calculate Hy(M) for a given k, we get a series of extension problems to solve. That is,
assuming we know the image K of Hy(M,_1) — Hy(M) (which is Eg, for p = 1), the image
H of Hi(M,) — Hy(M) sits in the short exact sequence

0—-K—-H—=E3 ,—0.

Lemma 9.3. Let I} - X — By and F5 — M — By be bundles as above and consider a
bundle map f: X — M covering g: By — Bs. We consider the spectral sequences E"(X)
and E"(M) belonging to X and M, respectively. Then the following statements hold:

1. There is a map f]: E"(X) — E"(M) which commutes with the differentials, where
fr+lis induced by fT in the canonical way and f? is the canonical map g, ® i., where
iv: Ho(Fy) — H.(Fy) is the well-defined homomorphism in homology induced by f and
generic fiber inclusions i1 and is.

2. The map H.(X) — H.(M) induced by f is compatible with f> in the sense that it
induces maps between the group extensions from above.

Everything we just explained for homology works in the same way for cohomology, the
difference being that the differentials go to the reverse direction. Of course, one might expect
that the ring structure on the cohomology does survive when going to the next page, and is
in some sense compatible with the differentials. While this is true, it is not needed in that
paper and so we omit this.

Now let a connected Lie group G act freely on a CW-complex M. We get a fiber bundle
G — M — M/G which is trivial over (M/G);. So we can always use the Serre spectral
sequence in these situations, even with Z-coefficients.

Remark 9.4. It is a crucial fact that, if G = T™ is abelian and acts almost freely (that
is, only with dicrete isotropies), then the Serre spectral sequence even works in this case
(together with all naturality properties), under the restriction that one takes Q-coefficients.
We will outline the reason here (this is due to [Z16], and persosnal correspondence). We

consider the homotopy fiber I}, of pin M — Mypn 2 BT™, and the following bundle
QBT™ — F, = Mypn.

Together with the natural homotopy equivalence M — F),, there can be constructed a
homotopy equivalence h: T™ — QBT™ such that the diagram

AL > MT"

|-

QBT" —— F,
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commutes. That is, we can say that 7" — M — My» is a ’fibration up to homotopy
equivalence’. Now, H*(M/T;Q) — Hy(M;Q) = H*(Mrn) is an isomorphism, and the
monodromy of QBT"™ — F, — Mpn is trivial, so its Serre spectral sequence computes the
(co)homology of M with rational coefficients. The naturality conditions now come from the
naturality of the constructed fibration QBT — F,, — Mypn.
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