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LUSTERNIK-SCHNIRELMANN CATEGORY AND PRODUCTS OF
LOCAL SPACES

MANFRED STELZER

(communicated by Luchezar Avramov)

Abstract
Let X, Y be finite 1-connected p-local CW-complexes. We
show that cat(X xY) = cat(X) + cat(Y) holds if p is large
and the loop space homology of X,Y satisfies a certain flat-
ness assumption.

1. Introduction

It has been well known for a long time that the L.S. category of a product of two
spaces X,Y satisfies the inequality cat(X x Y) < cat(X) + cat(Y) and that there
are examples of spaces for which the inequality is strict. But for simply connected
rational spaces Xg,Yy of finite type there is, by a result of Félix, Halperin and
Lemaire [FHL], always the equality cat(Xo x Yy) = cat(Xo) + cat(Yp). On the other
hand, Iwase constructed recently [I}], for each prime p, a two-cell complex @, with
cat(Q, x S™) = cat(Q),) = 2 for some n. This equation still holds after localization
at p.

The aim of this paper is to prove that a generalization of the theorem of [FHL]
holds for a class of spaces which are somehow intermediate between rational spaces
and Iwase’s counterexample to Ganea’s conjecture. Denote by Z(,) the integers local-
ized at the prime p and let a(n,p) = min(n + 2p — 3,np — 1).

Theorem 1.1. Let X,Y be p-local n-connected, n > 1 CW-complezes of finite Z,)-
type. Suppose that dim X +dimY < a(n,p) and that fI*(QX,Z(p)), ﬁ*(QK L))
are free R-modules for R a quotient ring of Z,y and * < dim X +dimY — 1. Then
cat(X x Y) = cat(X) + cat(Y).

Corollary 1.2. Let R be a quotient ring of Z,) and let PY(R) be the Moore space
with top cell in dimension £. Suppose that Y is as in 1.1 and that dimY + ¢ < a(n,p).
Then cat(P*(R) x V) = cat(Y) + 1.

So in the class of spaces considered above a mod p version of Ganea’s conjecture
holds. Note that wedges, fat wedges and products of the spaces P‘(R) satisfy the
condition on the loop space homology in 1.1.

Received June 19, 2006, revised March 10, 2008; published on November 29, 2009.
2000 Mathematics Subject Classification: 55M30, 55P60.

Key words and phrases: L.S. category, M-category, minimal model.

This article is available at http://intlpress.com/HHA/v11/n2/a14

Copyright (© 2009, International Press. Permission to copy for private use granted.



276 MANFRED STELZER

The behaviour of L.S. category with respect to localization is not fully understood.
There are infinite complexes X for which the category of the localization X, is less
than m for all p but cat(X)=m [R]. For finite complexes no such examples are
known; see [C]. That a result like 1.1 should hold was conjectured by Hess in [He].
The homotopy category of p-local CW-complexes in the range specified in 1.1 is
isomorphic to a homotopy category of dg Lie algebras [A1]. Moreover, the loop space
homology of such a space X is isomorphic to the homology of the universal enveloping
algebra of the dg Lie algebra representing the homotopy type of X.

The strategy to the proof of 1.1 which follows the lines of the rational case in [FHL]
and [He| will be described now. The first step is to give, for spaces as in 1.1, an
interpretation of cat & la Félix and Halperin in terms of minimal models over Z,).
Here we rely heavily on the work of Scheerer and Tanré and we just have to interpret
their results which they formulated for Lie and coalgebras. In the next main step we
establish a local version of a famous rational result due to Hess. It follows from this
theorem that one can compute cat in the category of dg modules over the minimal
algebra model. It is only here where the assumption on the loop space homology in
1.1 is needed. In the last step we transport the computation of cat in a category
of cochain complexes over Z,. It is shown that cat equals a generalized Toomer
invariant. This is done using duality as in [FHL]. Then a direct computation gives
the product formula.

The adaptation of the proof of the rational theorem to the local situation faces two
main technical obstacles. The first is the need to work with n-type approximations
from the very beginning. So the construction of various (minimal) models has to be
based on the notion of an n-equivalence. For this reason, we have to investigate the
localization, with respect to n-equivalences, of the unbounded derived category and
certain homotopy categories of algebras. The second is that there are obstructions,
due to the action of the Bockstein operators on the loop space homology, for a proof
of a general p-local version of Hess’s theorem. These obstructions are not present if
one works over the ground field F,,. So we have to use lifting arguments and here the
assumptions made in 1.1 come in.

The organization of the paper is as follows. Some homotopy theory of unbounded
differential graded modules over a differential graded algebra is developed in Section 2.
We study certain localizations of the standard model category, and construct minimal
models in various settings. We suggest that the reader skip Section 2 at first reading
and passes back to it when needed. The basics of tame and mild homotopy theory in
various algebraic categories are recalled in Section 3. In addition, we study n-types
in this setting. In Section 4 we show how to compute cat using differential graded Lie
and (co)algebras. The aim of Section 5 is to construct and study a certain extension
of minimal algebras which represents a generalized Ganea fibration. In Section 6 it is
shown that this extension splits as a dg algebra if and only if it splits as a dg module
over a minimal algebra. The main theorem is proved in Section 7 using a generalized
Toomer invariant and duality.

We assume familiarity with the language of homotopical algebra and especially
with the theory of model categories and (co)fibration categories. The classical sources
for the former are [Q1l, Q2]. There are now some more recent books on this sub-
ject [GJ, Hi, Ho]. For the latter, we refer to Baues’ book [B].
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2. Homotopy theory for differential graded modules over dif-
ferential graded algebras and n-types

We work over a commutative ground ring R with unit. A graded R-module is a fam-
ily M = (M?%);ez of R-modules and we write |x| = i for the degree of z € M*. A dif-
ferential on M is a linear map d of degree 1 such that d?> = 0. The category of cochain
complexes, i.e., graded modules with a differential, will be denoted by Coch(R).
The suspension of M € Coch(R) is the cochain complex sM defined by sM; = M;_,
and dsr = —sdzx. A differential graded algebra, or DGA, is a cochain complex A
with an associative multiplication and a unit 1 € A%, such that da(zy) = da(x)y +
(—1)*lz da(y) holds. A left module over a DGA is a cochain complex M with an
A-action A®@ M — M, a ® m — am, such that dy;(am) = da(a)m + (=1)1%ady (m)
holds. Denote the category of A-modules by A-mod. (See [F1] for more information
about this category.) In particular, most of the proof of the following theorem can be
found there. The same result is also stated in [Ro] in Théoréme 4.6 but without the
characterization of the cofibrations. For the case in which A is the ground ring R, the
theorem appears in [Ho] where it is noted that the cofibrations can be described as
below. Since [F1] is not published and hard to get we give below a sketch of some of
Félix’s arguments.

Theorem 2.1. There is a closed model category on A-mod with we = quisms, i.e.,
maps inducing isomorphisms in cohomology, fib = surjective morphisms,and the class
cof is defined via the left lifting property with respect to the class weN fib.

The class cof has an internal description as the closure under retracts of semi-free
extensions:

Definition 2.2. An extension P of an A-module M which is isomorphic to an exten-

sion of the form M ® A ® V with

k>0

R-free and

is called a semi-free extension of M.

Proof of 2.1. Tt has been shown in [F1] that A-mod with we, fib as above and cof =
semi-free extensions constitutes a model category (not closed in general). The theorem
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follows since we and fib are obviously closed under retracts. This suffices by [Q1,
Proposition 5.2]. We sketch now the construction of the two factorizations. Let

f:M— N

be any morphism in A-mod and let U be the free R-module on N and k: U — N the
obvious map. Consider the semi-free extension and the extension p of f

MLMeAe UasU) LN

with differential D defined as D(u) = su and p is given as p(u) = k(u), p(su) = dk(u).
Since the A-module A ® (U @ sU) is contractible by an A-linear homotopy and p is
clearly surjective, the construction gives the factorization into a trivial cofibration
and a fibration.

Next we construct the factorization f = ¢ o j with cofibration j and trivial fibration
q. For this we use the factorization f = p o i from above as a first step. Let [y be the
free R-module on a set of representatives of the cokernel of f,: H.(M) — H,(N) and
ko: Vo — N the obvious map. Now construct a semi-free extension and an extension

qo of p
MO MoAR UasUo V) BN

with D(v) =0 and ¢qo(v) = ko(v) for v € Vp. Note that gy induces an epimorphism in
homology. In the next step, let sV; be the free R-module on a set of representatives
of the kernel of the map induced by gy on homology and

klsV1—>M69A®(UEBsU€BVo)

the obvious map. Consider

MEBMeoAeUesUsVoa W) BN

with differential acting as D(v) = k1(sv) and ¢ (v) = w with a w such that dy;(w) =
gok1(sv). Now proceed by induction to kill the kernel of g,. and take the colimit.
Using the fact that homology commutes with direct limits, one sees that ¢ = ¢ is a
weak equivalence. O

In case the ground ring R is a principal ideal domain and A = R, the cofibrations
simplify (see the theorem below). Recall that an R-module M is called flat if the
tensor product with M is an exact functor. Write Tor(M) for the torsion submodule
of M and fl-Coch(R) for the category of flat cochain complexes.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that R is a principal ideal domain. Then a closed model
category is defined on Coch(R) and f1-Coch(R) by we = quisms, fib = surjective mor-
phisms, cof = injective morphisms with free cokernel.

Sketch of proof. First note that cof is closed under retracts since R is hereditary. Next
we claim that every f € cof is a semi-free extension of im f. To see this, decompose
V = cokernel f as follows: Vo = {v € V' | dv = 0}; then V} is a direct summand in V,
hence free since R is hereditary. The complement V; = V- maps to V under d and
hence Vp, Vi, define a semi-free extension of im f. The theorem for Coch(R) follows
now from 2.1. For fl-Coch(R) note that a flat module over a p.i.d. is the same thing
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as a torsion free module. The functor @ from Coch(R) to fl-Coch(R) which sends C,,
to C,,/ Tor(C,,) is adjoint to the inclusion functor. So colimits in fl-Coch(R) can be
defined by taking colimits in Coch(R) and then applying @. Note that a cokernel of
a cofibration agrees with the usual cokernel in Coch(R). Finally, the construction of
the two factorizations given above can be done in fl-Coch(R) and the verification of
the other axioms requires no new arguments. O

For the applications which we have in mind, it is often sufficient to approximate
a given object only up to a certain degree. The class of n-equivalences will induce a
theory of n-types on fl-Coch(R). For the rest of this section R will be a p.i.d.

Definition 2.4. A map in fl-Coch(R) f: L — K is called a weak n-equivalence, if
H*(f;m) is an isomorphism for * < n and all R-module coefficients 7. If, in addition,
H"tL(f;7) is a monomorphism for all 7, then we call f an n-equivalence. We call
K n-equivalent to zero if HS"(K;n) =0 for all 7. Let f: L — K be a morphism
in fl-Coch(R). An n-model of f consists of a free cochain complex V', concentrated
in degrees less than n + 2 and such that H"*2(V) is torsion, together with a map
t: sV — L, and an n-equivalence g: Cy — K with g = f, where C} is the cone on
t. An n-model of 0 — K is an n-model of K.

Observe that a cochain map f is an n-equivalence if and only if the cone on f is
n-equivalent to zero. The use of variable coefficients may seem strange at first sight.
But note that a chain map between free chain complexes which have homology groups
of finite type is n-connected, i.e., it induces an isomorphism in homology up to degree
n and an epimorphism in degree n + 1, if and only if the map induced on the R-linear
dual is an n-equivalence. This can be seen by a diagram chase using the universal
coefficient theorem.

Theorem 2.5. For each n € Z, the category f1-Coch(R) with we, = weak n-equiv-
alences, fib,, = surjective cochain maps, and cof, defined by LLP with respect to
fib,, N we,,, defines a closed model category on fl-Coch(R).

It is possible to derive Theorem 2.5 from general facts on localization in model cat-
egories to be found in [Hi|, but we prefer to give an elementary homemade treatment.
For the proof we need some preparations. We start with:

Lemma 2.6.

a) A morphism f:V — K in fl-Coch(R) is a weak n-equivalence if and only if
f*: HS™(V) — HS"(K) and f*: Tor H* (V) — Tor H""Y(K) are isomor-
phisms.

B) Suppose that H" (V) is torsion and H>"+2(V) is torsion free. Then
f:V—K in fl-Coch(R)

is an n-equivalence if and only if it is a weak n-equivalence.
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Proof of a). The commuting diagram

HWV)®r HY(V;) HH(V)x7

P | [

H{(K)@r>————>H(K;n1) ——> H"(K) x 7

shows («) by Hxm=TorH «m, and (—) by Hx R/ AR={zx € H| -z =0}, if
A € R/0 (for each module H).

Proof of 3). Put i =n+ 1 in the diagram above. We get zero on the top right, thus
only injectivity of f* ® m is to be shown, by the 5-lemma. The last property of f*
in «) and the first of V imply that f*: H" (V) — H"*1(K) is injective and has
torsion free cokernel, so that Ker(f* ® 7) = Coker(f* xm) = 0. O

Proposition 2.7.

a) Every K € fl-Coch(R) possesses an n-model, for each n.

b) Suppose that K is m-equivalent to zero with m < n, and that HS"(K) and
Tor H"*1(K) are finitely generated. Then there is an n-model g: V — K such
that 'V is finitely generated and concentrated in dimensions between m andn + 1.

Proof of a). Choose free resolutions G*~! »— F* — HY(K), i < n,and G" — F"*1 —
Tor H""1(K). Define the short complex V; = (G1 — F?), i <n+1, and let V =
@V;. There is an obvious cochain map g: V — K which induces isomorphisms in
HS"™ and maps H""1(V) isomorphic onto Tor H"*!(K). Then by 2.6.a), g is a weak
n-equivalence, and hence by 2.6.3) an n-equivalence.

Proof of b). By assumption, we can choose F' = 0 for i < m and finitely generated
for i < m+ 1. Since H™(K) is torsion free by 2.6.a), applied in the case V = 0, and
finitely generated it is free. It follows that G™~1 = 0. O

Recall that the cone on a cochain map f: L — K is the complex Cy = K @ s7IL
with differential acting as

8(k, S_ll) = (aK(k) + f(l)7 _S_laL(l))'
The following elementary lemma enables us to prove a relative version of 2.7.

Lemma 2.8. Let f: L — K and n: V — C} be cochain maps.
Consider

Cy

%

v
L
n
L K—tsCcp 1 g1p
|+
k'k
Cn

b

with k, k', q parts of the cofiber sequences of f respectively n. Then there is t such that
f extends to a map g from C; to K with Cy = C),.
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Proof. Write n = (g1,m2): V — K & s 'L = Cy. Let t := smps™! and g := (f, —m).
It is easy to check that this defines cochain maps and that indeed Cy = C),. O

Proposition 2.9.

a) Every f: L — K in fl-Coch(R) has an n-model, for each n.
b) Suppose that f is an (m — 1)-equivalence m < n and that

HS™(Cy) and Tor H™(Cy)

are finitely generated. Then there is an n-model of f, t: sV — L such that V is
finitely generated and concentrated in dimensions between m and n + 1.

Proof of a). Use 2.7.a) to find an n-model n: V' — C}. Then C, is n-equivalent to
zero and by 2.8 there are t and g with Cy = C,,. Thus g is an n-equivalence.

Proof of b). The proof is now clear. O

The next lemma gives a sufficient condition, for the assumption in b) above to
hold, depending only on L and K.

Lemma 2.10. Let f: L — K be a cochain map in f1-Coch(R). If
HS"Y(L), TorH"*(L) and HS""'(K)

are all finitely generated, then HS"(Cy) and Tor H"*1(C}) are finitely generated as
well.

Proof. This follows directly from the long exact sequence in cohomology, together
with the fact that an exact sequence 0 — A — B — C induces an exact sequence
0 — Tor A — Tor B — Tor C. O

Definition 2.11. A complex V is called n-cofibrant if V is free, H"*1(V) is torsion,
and H>"*2(V) = 0. A map i is an n-cofibration if it is injective and V' = Cokeri is
n-cofibrant.

Proposition 2.12. An n-cofibration has the left lifting property with respect to any
p € fib,, Nn-equivalences.

Proof. The obstruction for a lifting is a homotopy class of a map from V to Cp. So
it is enough to prove that all such classes are trivial. Since V is free it is a direct
sum of short complexes V; concentrated in dimensions 4, i + 1. Thus we have to show
[V;,Cp] = 0. Fori = n + 2 wehave H(V;) = H(V) = 0, so that V; ~ 0. Fori < n + 1,
each a: V; — C), is trivial in cohomology since C), is n-equivalent to zero. Thus a ~ 0
by the following elementary fact: Let V;_; be free and short of degree ¢ — 1, ¢ and
a: Vg — Y with H(a) =0 and H"}(Y) = 0. Then a ~ 0. O

Proposition 2.13. The class cof,, consists of the n-cofibrations i: K — Cy such that
P
t: sV — K lifts to an n-model U — K with i € fib,, N n-equivalences.
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. ¥ . .
Proof. Suppose that ¢ € cof,. Let U - K be an n-model with ¢ € fib, N n-equiv-
alences. Then the map Cy — 0 is a weak n-equivalence.

Consider

L

Since i € cof,, a lift g exists. Write gjy: V — K © 571U as (g1, 92)-

It is now easy to check that g, defines a cochain map ¢ with v o ¢ ~ ¢, where the
homotopy is given by g;. Now lift this homotopy to obtain a lift of ¢.

For the other direction, suppose that p € fib,, N we,, and consider:

K—2>N

Ly

Cy ——0.

Choose n-models U i K, W % N with 1, ¢ € fib, Nn-equivalences, and lift g to
g: U — W such that got) = pog. Let t: sV — U lift t. Then v extends to a cochain
map v: C; — Cy. The composition p o ¢ is an n-equivalence. By 2.12 there is a lift
G: C; — W of fo1) tog. It is then easy to check that

o= (pod|V,g): Ct =Va&K —N
defines a lift of f. O

Proof of 2.5. We verify the axioms in [Q1]. The axioms Mg and Mj are clear.

Mjs: The only point which needs proof is that cof,, is stable under cobase change. To
see this we use 2.13. Let i: A»— C; € cof,, and f: A — B induce j: A — Cjo.

Choose n-models U ip» AW % B with ¥, ¢ € fib, Nn-equivalences. Use 2.12
to lift f to f: U — W and let ¢ lift . Then f ot lifts f ot. Hence j is in cof,, by
2.13.

Moai): Given f: L — K, let CsK be the acyclic complex with differential induced

p (f,P)
by idgk, and CsK — K the obvious map. Then L & CsK — K is in fib,. The
inclusion L — L @& CsK is in cof,, by 2.13, for example, and clearly in we,, as
well.

Maii): Let f: L — K be given, and choose an n-model U ip» L, 9 € fib,, Nn-equiva-
lences. Apply 2.9 to f o4 to find £: sV — U, and a factorization of f o1} into
UL C; 4 K with j € cof,, by 2.13 and ¢ € n-equivalences. This induces a fac-

torization of f into L < C; & K, where i € cof,, by 2.13 and p € n-equivalences
by the 5-lemma. At last add the cone on sK to C; to produce a fibration.
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Mjy: One part follows by definition of cof,,. For the other, consider

K—2 > M

f
KoV ——=N

with ¢ € cof, N we, and p € fib,,. Factorize i as in Mai) into a trivial cofibration
j and a fibration ¢. Then ¢ is in we,, and so idgxgy can be lifted; i.e., ¢ has a
section. So it is sufficient to show that a lift exists for every free extension with
an acyclic complex. But this is obvious.

My: Note first that each i € cof,, N we,, is an n-equivalence. This can be seen as
follows: Consider i: A »— Cy and an n-model U, of A as above. Let t lift ¢
and write j for the inclusion of U in C;. Moreover, let 1 be the induced map
from C% to C;. Since % is an n-equivalence, it follows from the 5-lemma that
1) € we,. So 1 o j =io41is in we, by Ms. But then j is in fact an n-equivalence
by 2.6. It follows that the common cofiber of i and j is n-equivalent to zero.
Hence i is an n-equivalence. The second part of M, is now clear. For the first,
let p € fib, N we,, and ¢ a base change along f: A — B. Moreover, we write K
for the kernel of p. By consideration of the long exact sequence induced of p, we
see that HS"(K;7) = 0 and that the boundary operator is trivial in dimension
n. Hence the same is true for ¢, by a diagram chase. So M, is now proved.

Mg: It is immediate that fib,,we, and cof, are closed under retracts. We now
apply [Q1, Proposition 5.2]. O

We turn to minimal models for maps in fl-Coch(R) with R local.

Definition 2.14. Suppose R is a local p.i.d. with maximal ideal M and residue field
K, and let f: L — K be a map in {lI-Coch(R).
A factorization of f into

L ! K

Ci=LaoV

such that 7 is an n-cofibration, ¢ is an n-equivalence, and V is finitely generated is
called a minimal n-model of f, if the differential induced on K ® V' is trivial.

Proposition 2.15. Let R be a local p.i.d. and f: L — K a (m — 1)-equivalence (m <
n) such that HS"(Cy) and Tor H" 1 (C}) are finitely generated. Then f has an n-
minimal model which is unique up to isomorphism.

Proof. The existence part follows from 2.7 and 2.9. Note that by the structure the-
orem for finitely generated modules over a p.i.d., every free resolution in 2.7.b) can

fJ
be chosen to be a direct sum of the following two types: i) R, and ii) R — R with ¢
a generator of the maximal ideal M. The resulting factorization is clearly minimal.
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Suppose that we are given two n-minimal models of f. Consider

L2 LoV — LoV @ CsK

Iil \Lq‘z iqs
LoV —2 s K=—on— K,
where the split extension with the acyclic complex C'sK makes g3 into a fibra-
tion. By 2.12 there is a lift of ¢; to L ® V' & CsK. Projection to L & V' defines a
weak n-equivalence L & V 5 L & V'. By symmetry there is also a weak n-equivalence
LoV 3 La V.t follows from 2.6 that V and V' with the induced differentials are
n-equivalent via the induced maps 7;,7,. Take coefficients in K and note, since the
differential is trivial mod M, that

VoK ve K

is an isomorphism up to degree n and a monomorphism in degree n + 1. But the
same is true for 7, ® K and since V ® K is of finite dimension in each degree, V @ K
is found to be isomorphic to V' ® K. To lift this isomorphism to V just note that
7, is in each degree a map between finite equidimensional free R-modules whose
determinant is not divisible by &. O

Let A be an augmented dg algebra over the local p.i.d. R.

Definition 2.16. A minimal n-model over A for a map of A-modules f: M — N is

given by a factorization of f into
! N
DA
P

such that M <& P is a semi-free extension with trivial differential on

K@i P/M~K®V,

M

and ¢ is an n-equivalence.

Assume that A is R-free with augmentation ideal I concentrated in dimensions
> 2. An n-minimal model with K® V' bounded below and of finite type has a fil-
tration which is quite useful and will be described now. It gives a kind of Postnikov
decomposition for f. Since the module P of a given model is semi-free it is of the
form M & A ® V. Suppose that the finite type complex V with the induced differen-
tial is concentrated in dimensions > s. Let V; denote the saturation of the complex
V in dimension s, i.e., the smallest pure subcomplex which contains all elements in
dimensions < s (here S is a pure submodule of T means that aS =aT N S for all
a € R). Note that V; is concentrated in degrees s and s + 1 and consists in dimension
s+ 1 of all elements which are in the image of the boundary operator up to a power
of & The module V; is a direct factor in V', because V/V; is flat by purity and of
finite type by assumption hence free. Define the filtration of index s by M & A ® V.
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It is easy to check that this submodule is closed under the differential. Suppose that
M @ A® Ve is defined. Let V, stand for the saturation in dimension k& of V/V
and put

MoAQVy =MoAQV @ AR V.

This defines a differential filtration of P.
Theorem 2.17. Suppose that A is R-free of cohomological finite type and that the
augmentation ideal I of A is concentrated in dimensions > 1. Let f: M — N be

a (m — 1)-equivalence in A-mod with M, N R-free of finite type. Then f has an
n-minimal model over A which is unique up to isomorphism for each n.

Proof. By 2.15 there is an m-minimal model of cochain complexes

with V,,, concentrated in dimensions m, m + 1.
The map ¢ induces a map of A modules t: A ® V,, — M and a semi-free extension

\/

=MeARV,

The cochain map ¥ extends to an A-module map ¢. Because A ® V,,, = V,,, in dimen-
sions < m + 1, the map ¢ is still an m-equivalence. The minimality of the extension
is then clear. Now proceed inductively.

For the uniqueness statement suppose that M S MaAo V' % N is another
minimal n-model. We construct inductively an isomorphism from the n-minimal
model above. We may assume that V,, is nontrivial. Let k be the smallest integer such
that V) is not trivial. We claim that m = k and that M & A ®V,, is isomorphic to
M @® A®V, . This will start the induction. Suppose that m < k. There is a cochain
map ¢,, which lifts ¢, up to cochain homotopy in:

M——sMoAcV

| =)

M@V, —“—>N.
To see this, factor ¢’ into a cochain equivalence and a fibration and apply 2.12. Since
©m, ¢’ are both m-equivalences the same is true for g,,. Because I is concentrated
in dimensions > 2, g,, maps in fact to M @ Vém. Denote the map induced from
Vi to V' by g,, it is an m-equivalence by the 5-lemma. Reducing mod M we find
that V ® K is isomorphic to V/ ® K in dimension m by minimality. But then the
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same is true over R using the determinant as above. By 2.6 the torsion subgroups of
H™Y(V,,) and H™Y(V) are isomorphic via g,,. At last extend g, by A-linearity
to all of M & A ® V,,. For the inductive step assume that an isomorphism is found
in filtration < s and repeat the argument above to find one in filtration s. O

3. (Co)algebras and Lie algebras in tame homotopy theory

Let r > 2 and let Alg,.(R) and Coalg,.(R) denote the category of r-reduced (co)com-
mutative and (co)associative differential graded (co)algebras over R which are free as
R-modules. Let Lie,_1(R) denote the category of (r — 1)-reduced r > 2 differential
graded Lie algebras over R, and Lie,_;(R) the subcategory of objects which are free
as R-modules. Note that the differential in Lie,_;(R) and Coalg, (R) has degree —1,
but it has degree 1 in Alg,.(R). The subcategories which have objects of finite type
will be denoted by a prefix f. We will suppose, if nothing else is mentioned, that
R CQand 3, % € R so that there is no torsion in free Lie algebras.

There is (see [ST3]) a pair of adjoint functors

L: Coalg,(R) — Lie,_1(R) :C
defined as follows:

Definition 3.1. For L € Lie,_1(R) let (C(L),d) := (S(sL),d), where S is the sym-
metric graded coalgebra functor. The differential d is the sum of two coderivations
d;,d. characterized by:

d;(sx) = —sdpx
de(s2® sy + (~1)P 195y © ) = (~1)lo7l2s], ).

Definition 3.2. For C € Coalg,.(R) let (£(C),d) := (L(s~'C),d), where C is the
submodule of elements of positive degree, L is the free graded Lie algebra functor
and d is the sum of two derivations d;, d. characterized by:

di(s'x) = —s Yo (x),
de(s™ ') =Y (1) et s ],

where A(z) = 3, 2} ® 2} is the reduced diagonal of z.

The authors in [ST3] studied only the case R = Z, but there is no problem to have
general R C Q. Taking the R-linear dual in each degree on C(L) defines a functor to a
category of flat algebras, which sends f-Lie,_;(R) to f-Alg,(R). We will denote this
cochain algebra by C*(L). It is a graded version of the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex
of cochains on a Lie algebra.

It was shown in [D, ST3] that on Lie,_;(R), Coalg, (R) there are closed model
category structures respectively cofibration category structures, which we will explain
now. Moreover, it was proved that the adjoint pair (C, £) induces an equivalence on
the homotopy categories.

Let Rg = R C Ry C Ry--- be a system of subrings of Q. We say that R, is mild
with respect to r > 2, if each prime p, which satisfies (p — 1) (r — 1) < k is invertible
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in Ry. The ring system is called tame for r > 3, if all primes p with 2p — 3 < k are
invertible in Ry and tame for r = 2, if the ring system is mild with respect to r = 2.

A large part of the literature in tame homotopy theory considers only the case
r > 3. We will make use in the following of some results which are only published for
tame ring systems with r > 3, if the same proof works for r = 2. The closed model
category in Lie,_1 (R), which is given by the mild ring system R,, is defined as follows:

we = f s.t. H._14,(f; Rr) is an isomorphism for all k& > 0,

fib = f s.t. f is surjective in dimensions > r — 1, H,_14x(ker f) is an
1

Ri-module, and Coker H,(f) is without p torsion for — € Ry,
p

cof = f which have the LLP with respect to fibN we.

See [D] for a proof.
On Coalg,.(R) the mild ring system R, induces the structure of a cofibration cat-

egory (see [ST3] for a proof and [B] for information on (co)fibration categories) as
follows:

we = f s.t. L(f) € we in Lie,_1(R),

cof = f s.t. f is injective with free cokernel.

The categories f-Coalg,.(R) and f-Alg,(R) are equivalent by the functor, which
takes an object A to the degree wise R-linear dual A*.

We will use this equivalence to induce a homotopy structure on f-Alg, (R). Note
that a morphism g in f-Alg,.(R) is surjective if and only if g* € cof.

In the rest of this section we will study minimal models for morphisms in
f-Alg,(R). Let AV denote the free graded commutative algebra over R on the graded
module V. We suppose that R is Z, or Z/p = K from now on.

Definition 3.3. Let f: M — N be a morphism in Alg,.(R). A factorization of f into

M ®AV

is called a minimal n-model for f if the following holds:
a) V is free of finite type and concentrated dimensions between r and n + 1.
b) H"T'(V) is torsion where the cohomology is taken with respect to the differen-
tial d induced on the indecomposables V = QAV, and
deK: VK- V®K
is trivial.
¢) ¢ is an n-equivalence.
In cases where there is danger of confusion, we will also speak of a multiplicative

minimal model. Exactly as in the case of A-modules, one shows that a minimal model
has a Postnikov decomposition. We write AV, for it.
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Theorem 3.4. Suppose that f: M — N is an (m — 1)-equivalence in f-Alg, (R).
There is then a minimal n-model for f such that V is concentrated in dimensions
between m and n + 1.

Sketch of proof. The proof is almost the same as the one give for 2.17. One constructs
inductively minimal cochain ¢-models m < ¢ < n; then adjointness induces a minimal
extension in f-Alg,(R) and the induced map to N is still an f-equivalence since
everything is r-reduced. O

A minimal n-model of the unit map R — N will be called minimal n-model of N.
We turn now to the question of uniqueness of minimal models.

The argument in the theorem below uses the following description of homotopy
groups in Coalg,(R) and Lie,_;(R): The homotopy groups of an object C' in the
cofibration category Coalg, (R) are defined as homotopy classes of maps from sphere
objects S(n) which have one R-free primitive generator in dimension n and are trivial
otherwise to a fibrant model of C'. These groups may be identified with the homology
of the primitives of any fibrant model. Similarly, in the model category Lie,_1(R),
the homotopy groups of any object are isomorphic to the homology groups of any
fibrant model. Under the equivalence of homotopy categories induced by £ and C,
these groups become identified. Note that there is a shift of dimensions involved.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that (r—1)p—1>=r+k for some k. Then a minimal
n-model of f: M — N in f-Alg,(R) is unique up to isomorphism if n <r + k.

Proof. Let CsN denote the cone on sN in Coch(R), and ACsN the free dg algebra
on it. By our assumption on p, H*(ACsN;m) = 0 for * < n + 1. This can be seen as
follows: The dg algebra ACsN is isomorphic via the natural inclusion, in dimensions
< rp — 1, to the free graded algebra with divided powers on C'sN. But this algebra is
well known to be acyclic. Hence the cohomology of AC'sN with arbitrary coefficients
vanishes in dimensions < rp — 2. The assertion follows since we have

m=22r—-1pz2r+k+12n+1

by assumption. Thus we can alter a minimal n-model of f to M - M ®AY; ®

ACsN Z5 N such that @ is an epimorphism and an n-equivalence. So if two minimal
n-models are given to us we may use 2.12 to get g in

M ® AY, ® ACsN

M g N.
\ /
M ® AYs

The map g induces g: AY; — AY5 which is also an n-equivalence. It is enough to show
that ¢ is an isomorphism. To see this consider the R-linear dual g* in f-Coalg, (R)
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with the cofibration category defined by the ring system
R=Ry=Ri - Ry, Rps1=0Q--- .

There is a Whitehead theorem in Coalg, (R) (see 3.6 below) from which it follows that
g" induces an isomorphism on homotopy groups up to dimension n. This argument
uses the fact, proved in 3.8, that the dual of a minimal n-model is fibrant. The homo-
topy groups of (AY7)*, (AY2)* up to dimension n are identified with the homology of
the primitives (Y7*), (Y5") with the induced differential. By minimality this differen-
tial is trivial when tensored with K. Using these facts, a diagram chase shows that g*
induces an isomorphism (¥2)* ® K — (Y¥7)* ® K in dimensions < n. Since everything
is of finite type the same is true over Z,). Furthermore, g* is a monomorphism in
dimension n + 1 by another look at the relevant diagram. But by symmetry and the
finite type of Y7 and Y5, ¢* is in fact an isomorphism. This proves the theorem. [

Theorem 3.6.
o) Let f: L— L' be a (n—1)-connected map in Lie,_1(Z,)). Suppose that
(r—1)p—1 > n holds. Then C(f) is n-connected and C*(f) is an n-equivalence.
B) Let f: C — C" be a n-connected map in Coalg,.(Z)). Suppose that (r —1)p —
1> n holds. Then L(f) is (n — 1)-connected.

Proof. We will prove a and leave (3 as an exercise. Consider the convergent spec-
tral sequences which are defined by the primitive filtration of C(L) and C(L’). The
FE; terms are given as the homology with respect to the internal differentials d;. This
is the homology of the abelian Lie algebras underlying L and L’. Thus it is enough to
show that the map induced on the F; terms is n-connected. So we may assume that
L and L' are abelian. In this case the symmetric tensors of length k& S*(sL) form a
subcomplex. Moreover, for k < p this complex is a natural retract of the complex of
all tensors of length k T*(sL). That T*(sf) is n-connected follows from the Kiinneth
theorem. Hence S*(sf) is also n-connected for k& < p. Note that the module SZ? (V)
is zero in dimensions < rp — 1 if V' is r-reduced. It follows that S(sf) is n-connected
ifn+1<rp—2.Butrp—3 > (r— 1)p — 1 and so the claim on C(f) is proved. Using
the universal coefficient theorem, we see that C(f; W) induces on cohomology an iso-
morphism for * < n and a monomorphism for * =n + 1 for all modules W. Finally,
observe that to detect an n-equivalence between flat Z,)-complexes it is sufficient to
look at finitely generated coefficients or, even more special, at cyclic ones. This follows
from the commutation of homology with direct limits and the structure theorem for
finitely generated modules over a p.i.d. For W cyclic it is immediate that Hom(B, W)
is isomorphic to Hom(B, Z,)) ® W if B is free. This gives us the second claim and
the theorem is proved. O

Let T<p,: Lie,—1(Z)) — Liey—1(Z(p)) the n-th truncation functor. The Lie-algebra
T<n(L) equals L in degrees < n and L/Kerd in degree n + 1. In all other degrees it
is defined to be zero.

Corollary 3.7. Let f: L — L' be a morphism in K(Z(p)) which induces an iso-
morphism in homology in degrees < n — 1. Suppose the ring system Ry = Z,y = -+ =
Ry, Riv1 = Q is mild with respect to v and v+ k = n. Then the map C*(1¢pn-1f) is
an n-equivalence in fl- Coch(Z,)).
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Proof. The map 7<,—1f is (n — 1)-connected in L,_1(Z)). O

Lemma 3.8. Let AV be a minimal n-model, and f: AV — C*LB a morphism of
dg algebras with B € Coalg,.(Z(,)). Then im f CimC*(gu—1) with g,—1 the canonical
map gn—1: LB — 17<n_1(LB).

Proof. Write V = @] .V; and let AV; be the dg algebra generated by V = @g’;jm.

For AV_,, there is nothing to prove. Set V,, = (V, 2, V1), Then again it is clear that
f(V9) CimC*q,—1. Recall that H""1(V,,,4) is torsion and is finitely generated. So
every element v; € V! is in imd up to a power of p. Let v; € V! and write p* - v; =
§vg. Then, since dvg — dvg € AV, it follows that f(p*v;) € imC*(g,—1). But C*LB
is torsion free and im C*(g,—1) is a direct factor. So we must have f(v1) € imC*(gn—1)
which proves the lemma. O

Recall that an object X in a cofibration category is fibrant if any trivial cofibration
with domain X has a retraction.

Theorem 3.9. Let AV be a minimal n-model and Z ) = Ro = -+ = Rg, Rj41 = Q
mild for r and r +k =n. Then (AV)* = SV* is fibrant in the cofibration category
defined on Coalg,.(Zy)) by R..

Proof. We show that n exists in

s
(2 €

— Lp)

B

-

Sy

for i € cof N we in Coalg,.(Z(y)) and € the unit. Dualize the diagram and consider the
diagram of dg algebras:

T

AV T A*,
We will show that 77 exists. Suppose this to be true for a moment. Dualize again and
consider

B—>B" —= L)
where j is the inclusion in the double dual and we have identified all object of finite
type with their double duals. Although A**, B** are not coalgebras in general, it is
easy to check that 77" o j is a map of dg coalgebras which lifts f. So we see that it is
enough to show that 7 exists.
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Consider

* C*( n—l)
Z(p)gB*ﬂc*[’B a

J/e il lc*ﬁ(i)
. c(

AV —L > A* < (*rA
YA

c* (Tgn_lﬁB)
J{C*(Tgnlﬁ(i))
cr (Tgnfl’CB)v

qn—1)

where ® is the dual of the unit of the adjunction. We construct 7 by induction on j
in AV.;. Note that ¢ admits a cochain map o with ¢ o o = id.
Suppose 7 is found on AV.;,j < n. Consider

AV, — 5L C*(7<;_1LB)
I " icw@lc(m

AVej ©Vj ——> C(1¢j1L4),
3

where §;, respectively 7j<;, are the maps of dg algebras induced by o4 o g*, respec-
tively op o7_;. By 3.8 g; maps to im(C*(g;-1)). By 3.7 C*(7¢;-1£L(7)) is a j-equiv-
alence. Since C*(7¢;—1£(?)) is an epimorphism in degrees < j, the proof of 2.12 shows
that the cochain map 7); exists. The induced map of dg algebras 7¢; gives us 77 on
AV by g, =B oC*(gj-1) ofgj- Now put A = SV* to see that SV* is also fibrant
in the sense of a cofibration category. O

We have done most of the work in proving the theorem below. A nonproper fibra-
tion category consists of a category C' endowed with two distinguished classes of
morphisms fib and we, called fibrations and weak equivalences, such that all of Baues
axioms for a fibration category except possibly the properness axiom F2(a) are sat-
isfied (see [B, p. 7]).

Theorem 3.10. The category f—mr(Z(p)) with p mald with respect ton =r +k is a
nonproper fibration category with the following classes: fib = epimorphisms, we = f
such that L(f*) induces an isomorphism in Hgp—1.

Proof. Tt is immediate that F;, which is the usual two-out-of-three property for we,
holds. Clearly, pullbacks exist in f-Alg,. (Z(py) and if we pullback a fibration ¢ along
a map f, then the induced map ¢ is also a fibration. For the rest of F5, we must show
that if ¢ € weN fib then also g € weN fib. To see this, note that taking the Z,)-linear
dual turns pullbacks into pushouts and fibrations into cofibrations in f-Coalg, (Z)).
Moreover, the functor £ preserves pushouts since it is a left adjoint. An easy 5-
lemma argument shows that H¢,—1(£(g")) is an isomorphism if this is true for g.
For F3 we must factor a given map f into g o g with ¢ € fib and g € we. It follows
from 3.6.03) that an n-equivalence is a weak equivalence. A factorization of a map
f into an m-equivalence i followed by a fibration can be constructed by tensoring
with C(s(target(f))) as was shown in the proof of 3.5. For F; we must show the
existence of a cofibrant model M(X) % X with ¢ € wen fib. The proof of 3.9 shows
that a minimal n-model, for a given object X, is cofibrant. Finally, the same operation
which was used in F3 turns the model map into a fibration. O
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4. Computation of cat using minimal models

Let L™ '(R) denote the subcategory of Lie,_;(R) whose objects are free Lie
algebras and generated in dimensions < m — 1. Let CW,"(R) stand for the cate-
gory of R-local CW-complexes with cells in dimensions between r and m. The main
result of Anick in [A1] is that the homotopy categories of L™ '(R) and CW™(R)
are equivalent, if R C Q and the least prime p which is not invertible in R sat-
isfies m < a(r — 1,p). Recall that a(n,p) = min(n + 2p — 3,np — 1). The universal
enveloping algebra ULV of the dg Lie algebra, which corresponds to a given CW-
complex X, is a valid Adams-Hilton model over R of X. But more is true. It was
shown by Anick that the diagonal map on ULV for which LV are the primitives is
homotopic to the geometric diagonal. The homotopy theory on L™ '(R), used by
Anick, is given by an explicit cylinder object. In [ST2] the authors reproduce the
main theorem of [A1], and show that the homotopy category of L™7'(R) injects
into the tame homotopy category of Lie,_1(R) for suitable ring systems. In [ST1],
this is used to deduce a theorem which shows how to compute cat for Z € CW*(R)
in Coalg,.(R) and L™ *(R). Let us remark that what we said above about the case
r = 2 still holds here.

Let R.,r be a tame ring system such that R O R; for i < k and write r + k = m.
The following theorem is implicit in [ST1], because it was proved in Theorem 4 that
the fibration corresponding to j (see below) is an n-LS-fibration in the sense of [ST4].
By definition, such fibrations p,, come with maps s,¢ over the base from and to the
n-th Ganea fibration p,, such that p, ot ~ p,, and p, o s ~ p,,. Thus n-LS-fibrations
over Z detect cat(Z) in the same way as the Ganea fibrations.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the least prime p € R C Q, which is not invertible in R
satisfies m < a(r — 1,p) for m € N. If Z € CW"(R) is represented in homotopy by
LV € L™ HR) then cat(Z) < n if and only if j: P,C(LV) — C(LV) has a section
up to homotopy in the tame homotopy category defined by R, on Coalg,.(R).

Here P, stands for the n-th term in the primitive filtration of a coalgebra. To make
this theorem useful for us, it is convenient to relate cat and n-types. The following
elementary lemma will do the job.

Lemma 4.2. Let Z be a 1-connected CW-complex of dimension m and E 5 Za
fibration with fibre F. Denote the Postnikov systems of E,Z by E™,Z™, and let
p™ be the map induced on them. Further, let pI"_, denote the (m — 1)-th Postnikov

section of the map p™. Then p has a section if and only if pI_, admits a section up
to homotopy.

Proof. One direction follows from naturality up to homotopy of Postnikov sec-
tions [W]. For the other, note that every section up to homotopy of p_; lifts to
a homotopy section of p™ since the only obstruction sits in H™+1(Z™; r,,(F)). This
group is zero because Z™ is m-equivalent to Z. Since Z™, E™ are obtained up to
homotopy by attaching cells of dimensions > m + 2 to Z, E every homotopy section
of p™ induces a section of p. O

We will apply 4.2 to the Ganea fibration or more generally to an n-LS-fibration.



LUSTERNIK-SCHNIRELMANN CATEGORY AND PRODUCTS OF LOCAL SPACES 293

Now let LV € L7 (Z ;) be of finite type and represent Z € CW.™(Z,)) in homo-
topy. We assume that a(r — 1,p) > m. Consider P,C(LV) -5 C(LV) and the dual

C*(LLV) 2, C*(LV)/I™*L. The symbol I"*! denotes the n + 1 power of the augmen-
tation ideal I. An m-minimal model

P: AX — C*(LV)
induces
Y AX/IMT — C*(LV) /T
Proposition 4.3. The morphism 1, is an m-equivalence.

Proof. First, note that the homotopy groups, computed in the fibration category on
f-Alg, (Z(py), or equivalently in the cofibration category Coalg, (Z(y)), with respect to
Zpy=Ro="--= Ry, Rppy1 = Q---, of AX,C*(ILV), are isomorphic in dimensions <
m to H.(X™*), respectively H,(sLV'). To see this, observe that SX* and C(r¢pm—1LV)
are fibrant, the former by 3.8 the latter by essentially the same proof. Represent the
t-sphere by the trivial coalgebra S(t) with one generator in dimension ¢, and note
that homotopy classes of maps from S(t), t < m, to SX*, respectively C(LV'), may
be identified with homotopy classes of chain maps. From this the claim follows. By
the Whitehead theorem, 1* induces an isomorphism on these homotopy groups. To
finish the argument, look at the spectral sequences obtained by filtering AX/I"+!
and C*(LV)/I"™! by the images of I/ and j < n. The differential on Ey of these
spectral sequences is given by the tensor product of the differentials induced on X
respectively (sLV)*. The theorems of Kiinneth and of universal coefficients show that
Ey(1y,) is an m-equivalence. Hence the same holds for E, (¢,) and the proposition
is proved. O

Let Z be an object in CW"(Z,)) that is represented by LV € L' (Z,)). More-
over, let (4, ) in

/ n oo
AX @ AY Pn+1 J*
x
Un

AX/I"T ————— C*(LV) /™!
be an (m — 1)-minimal model of the quotient map p,1.

Proposition 4.4. Using the conventions above, cat(Z) < n if and only if AX —
AX ® AY admits a retraction of dg algebras.

Proof. Both SX* and SX* ® SY™ are fibrant in the cofibration category defined on
Coalg, (Z () by

Ry = Z(p) == Rmfra Rm7r+1 = @

The homotopy category of this cofibration category is isomorphic to the homotopy
category of tame spaces [ST3]. The coalgebra SX* represents the m-th Postnikov
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section of C(LV'). Moreover, the map ¢* represents pi'_; for p the fibration associated
with P,C(LV) < C(ILV). Now apply 4.1 and 4.2. O

5. A model for AX — AX/I"!

Let (AX, d) be a minimal m-model of C*(LV)) with LV € L' (Z,)) of finite type
and m < a(r — 1, p).
Furthermore, let

Pn+1

AX — s AX /I

[

AX ® [Z(p) eY"

be a minimal AX-module m-model for p, 11, and suppose that n > 2.

Define a bigrading on the objects in the diagram above by setting [A’X| =i and
|[Y"| = n. From now on we will call the usual cohomological degree the dimension
and the degree defined above the degree.

Write D)y = § + 7 with

Y S ATX® Zp) @ Y™]
and
6:Y" — Y™

Lemma 5.1. The m-model over AX can be chosen such that 7(Y") C I""' @ T @Y™
and p(Y™) = 0 holds.

Proof. Recall the construction of the minimal m-model over AX from Section 2
and note that if the map f which is modeled is surjective one can replace (up to
shift of dimension) Cy by Ker f in 2.8 and 2.9. Hence the maps of cochain com-
plexes t,x: sV — AX @ [Z(,) © Y2, ], which define the minimal model, can be
chosen to map to Kerp_, ;. So p(Y") =0 is now clear. The first assertion fol-
lows by induction on k, using the fact that Kerp_,,, in dimensions > r +k+1
equals "t @I ® Y2, ., by inductive hypothesis and because Y., is concentrated
in dimensions < r + k. So t,4; maps to I"*' @ I @ Y2, and since 7y, ,, is induced
by t,1x the first assertion is also clear. O

We are going to construct a multiplicative minimal m-model in f-Alg, (Z(yy) out of
this module model. For Y, § as above, let L(s~1Y™)* §* be the free dg Lie algebra
on the desuspension of the dual complex. Define a second grading on L(s~1Y™)*
and on C*(L(s7'Y™)*) as follows: Let 'y D T'y--- be the lower central series of
L(s7'Y™)*, and @g>10%/Tky1 the associated graded object which is well known
to be isomorphic to L(s71Y")* as a Zpy-module. This defines a decomposition of
(sL(s71Y™)*)* = @®p>15(0k /Thi1)*. Now put [s(Tx/Tkr1)*| =n+ (n—1) (k -1)=
M, and extend this grading to C*(L(s™'Y™)*) by setting |x1 A -+ Axj| =Y 7_, |4
for z; € s(L(s~1Y™)*)*.
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The linear, respectively quadratic, part of the differential 0 = 01 + 02 in AY :=
C*(L(s~*Y™)*) then satisfies

Or: yMe YM’“,
Oy: YMr EB yMi Yy M,
i+j=k

Since 0; is induced by § the differential graded algebra AY is minimal because § ®
Z/p = 0.

Lemma 5.2. The inclusion of cochain complexes Y™, 6 — AY,0 induces an isomor-
phism in cohomology H*(Y) = H*(AY).

Proof. If the ground ring is the field Z/p, then the differential on L(s~1Y™)* is trivial
and the lemma is well known. From this the case R = Z,) follows easily. O

We will need the technical lemmas below:

Lemma 5.3. Let AY be as above.
a) If Oy =0 mod p* fory €Y theny € Y™ mod p®.
B) If Ov =0 mod p* for v € A2Y then there is y € Y with oy = v mod p°.

Proof of «). We have H*(AY;Z/p) 2 Y™ ® Z/p by 5.2. So y = y1 + pT1 + 0z with
y1 € Y™ and T1,%z1 € AY. Since d; =0 mod p, we find, by comparing coefficients,
that in fact y = y1 + pz1 with z; € Y. Now Ooy1 + pdaz1 = 02y = 0 mod p®. Since
Oay1 = 0, we see that 0,21 = 0 mod p*~!. So thereis y» € Y™ and 25 € Y with 2; =
Y2 + pz2 and so on. We arrive at y = >_7_, p'~'y; mod p*.

Proof of 3). Again using 5.2, we find yo € Y and z; € A?Y with a2y + pz; = v. Since
02 =0 on AY, we find that 921 =0 mod p*~L. So there are y; € Y and 2z, € A%Y

with Oay1 + pza = 21 and so on. This gives us v = 82(22:8 p'y;) mod p°. O

Filtering AX ® [Z¢,) © Y"] and AX/I "+l by degree defines convergent spectral
sequences. The part of a differential d which raises degree by ¢ — 1 will be denoted

Lemma 5.4. The map g ® Z/p induces an isomorphism respectively monomorphism
on E'? of the spectral sequences with Z/p coefficients for p + q < m respectively p +
g<m+1.

Proof. Let AX ® [Z¢,y @ Y" @& VZ, ] be a oo minimal AX-model for AX/I"*! with
V2 concentrated in dimensions >m+ 1. It is shown in [FHJLT, pp. 312-315]
that there is a minimal AX ® Z/p-module model for AX/I"*! @ Z/p, such that the
differential of this model is of the form D = 05 + w, where 05 is of bidegree (1,0) and w
raises degree by more than two. Moreover, the differential J> defines a minimal model
for the module AX/I"* ® Z/p with differential dy. Here dy denotes the reduction
mod p of the quadratic part of the differential induced on AX/I™*!. So this model
induces an isomorphism on F5 in each bidegree. By uniqueness up to isomorphism
the same is true for AX ® [Z,) @ Y™ @ VZ, ] ® Z/p. But since VI, is concentrated
in dimensions > m + 1 the assertion of the lemma follows. O
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Lemma 5.5. Let 0 € AX ® [Z,) ©® Y] ® Z/p be a cocycle of degree > j and dimen-
sion i with j = n+1 and i <m+ 1. Then there is 7 € AX ® [Z) © Y™ @ Z/p with
|7| = degree 1 > j — 1 and DT = 0. If j 2 n+ 2 then 7 can be chosen as an element
of the (m — 1)-model AX ® [Z,y ® YZ,, 1] ®Z/p.

Proof. Write o =} - ;0® with |0°| = s. So o’ is a Dy cocycle where Dy stands for
the quadratic part of the differential. Since j > n, ¢/ is dead in the E, term. By
5.4, there is 71 € AX ® [Z(,) ® Y™ @ Z/p with |71 > j — 1 and Dymy = 07 (Ey = Ey
by minimality). Next consider o — D7y which is of degree > j + 1 and continue. The
process stops since the degree function is bounded above in each dimension. We end
up with the element 7 =7, 7;. Suppose that j > n + 2. Since AX ® [Z,) & Y"]
and AX ® [Z(p) D ng_l] differ in dimensions < m + 1 only by V,,, which is of degree
n the element 7 is in AX @ [Z,) ® Y, 1] @ Z/p. O

Let R be a quotient ring of Z,y. So R is Z,) or Z/p'. We define o(R) to be 0 or
pt respectively. The next lemma is a lifted version of 5.5.

Lemma 5.6. Assume that the cohomology groups of dimension < m of (Y™, 0:1) and
(X,d1) are both R-free. Let o0 € (AX ® [Z,y ®Y™], D) be a cocycle mod o(R) of
degree > j and dimension i. Suppose that j >n+1 and i < m+ 1. Then there is T
with |7] 2 j — 1 and DT = 0 mod o(R). If j > n+ 2 then T can be chosen in AX ®
[Z(P) @ ngfl]'

Proof. We write o' for the degree i part of « € AX ® [Z ) & Y™]. Suppose first that
o(R) = p* for some t. By 5.5 there are 71,7 with || > j —1 and D7y = o + pn.
Comparing coefficients, we see |n1| > j — 1. In case o(R) = p there is nothing left to
do. By our assumption on 9; and d;, we have

pni”t = Di(r{ ") =0 mod p'.
It follows that
0=D*(r) = D(o+pm) = D(pmy) mod p' = D(pn7?) mod p'.
Hence we find
D(n?7) =0 mod p'~t.

Apply 5.5 to 1712 I and repeat the argument to find 7,72 and so on. Then

Dt = D(ZZ;S(—IW%H) =0 mod pt

and |7] > j — 1. Next suppose o(R) = 0. In this case D; = 0, coming from the filtra-
tion by the degree. We claim that EY? ® Z/p =0 for p > n and p + ¢ < m + 1. This
is a consequence of 5.4 and the universal coefficient theorem. But E%'? is of finite type
so the claim holds without tensoring by Z/p. Now repeat the argument given in 5.5
to find 7. Also the last assertion can be seen as in 5.5 above. O

We remark that if the last lemma could be proved without the assumption on dy, 91,
then the main theorem could be proved without the assumption on H.(QZ;Z)). A
sufficient condition for this (which however is not always satisfied) is that the map @
induced on the F; terms of the spectral sequences above is an m-equivalence. See also
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the work of Halperin and Tanré in [HT], where the authors consider the situation over
a field. We have been unable to find a translation of this condition into terms of more
common topological invariants, so we settle with our assumption on H.(2Z;Zy).

Since the inclusion of Y™, 9; into AY induces an isomorphism in cohomology, it
is not hard to show that the differential on AX ® [Z(,) ® Y] and the map @ extend
to AX ® AY. The next theorem says that this extension can be chosen to be quite
simple. Moreover, if the condition on the loop space homology in 5.6 is satisfied,
then the behaviour of this differential with respect to the filtration by degree can be
estimated. This will be the key for the proof that cat equals M-cat. The proof of the
next theorem is a generalization of the proof of Lemma 3 in [He].

Theorem 5.7. Let (X,dy), (Y™, 01) be the complexes introduced at the beginning of
the section. Suppose that cohomology groups of these complezes are R-free for a fized
quotient R of Z,y. Then there exists a differential D on AX @ AY¢p, 1 with the
following properties:

a) D extends the differential on AX ® [Zy ©YZ,, 1]

B) The extension ¢ of © which is defined by setting Py = 0 fork>1, isa
<

<m—1

morphism of differential graded algebras.

v) DlYMk =1®0+w withw(YMr) C I @ [Zgy &Y SM)ZMAL for | > 1.

<m-—1

Proof. We will do the construction inductively on Yéj\f’L 1- Suppose that for some

k>1,¢>1, D is defined with all properties. Note that Y,M* =0 for k > 1, which
gives the start for the induction. One easily reduces to the case of an extension with

a complex Z,)(y N ¥), respectively Z,(y), concentrated in dimensions r + ¢ and
r 4+ + 1, respectively r + £, and of degree Mj,. We do the proof for the first case and
the other is similar.

Write Oy = 01y + Oy = p'y + Oy with Ooy € [A2Y <Mr]Metl Tet DOyy = 009y +
WOy = 0105 + wOay = —001y + WOy = whry mod p'. Write wdhy = 11 + 7o With
7; € I ® A'Y and |r;| > My + 1. This can be done by induction. We have 0 = D20y =
D7, + Dmymod pt.

Note that

Dr € AX ® A?Y,
Dy — 091 € AX ® A<2Y,
O € AX ® A3Y.

It follows that da79 = 0 mod p'.

Next write 7 = Y, p;0; with v; € A%Y and where p; runs through a base of I.
Then we get dov; = 0 mod p? for all i. By 5.3 there are y; € Y2S3iSMe with v; = dyy;
mod p’. Since the dimension of the y; is less than r 4 ¢, we can apply our inductive
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hypothesis on them. We find
Dy — DY, (=)l iy,
= wdyy — >, (~1)Wldpsy; = 3 s Dyi mod p!
=7 +7— >, D)lduy — m — 3wy — 3, oy mod pt
=09 +01 mod pt

with o; € AX ® A'YSMk_ (||z]| denotes the dimension of x.)

We claim that |o;| > My + 1. Since |r2| > My + 1, we have |u; - v;| > My, + 1. So
|pi - yi| = My, + 1. But since 01y = d1y; =0 mod pt, |w(y;)| > |yi| and |71| > My + 1
all summands of og, 07 have degree > M} + 1.

Next write o1 = >, f1;4; with p; again a base of I. From Doy + Doy =0 mod p
it follows that 0201 =0 mod p' and this shows us that y; € Y™ mod p' by 5.3.
So we can choose og + 01 € [I ® [Z(,) & Y"]7M++1 Then $(0;) = 0 and so there is
n € Kerp with |n| > My + 1 and D = 09 + o1 mod p* by 5.6.

Putting everything together we find D(8y — Y, iys —n) = 0] mod p* with the
whole argument of degree > My, + 1.

So we can define

Dy =y — Y pivi — 1+ 'Y,
Dy =—-D(dy — Y _ pivi —n)/p".

Since all terms in Dy — p'% map to zero under ¢, setting p(y) := 0, ©(7) := 0 defines
a map of differential graded algebras. O

Proposition 5.8. The map ¢: AX ® AY¢y—1 — AX/I" is an (m — 1)-equiv-
alence.

Proof. Consider

Yn>——AY

]

n
ng—l > Angfl.

Since Y — AY induces an isomorphism in cohomology and Y2, _;, AY<,—1 differ
from Y™, AY only in dimensions > m it is clear that Y2, ;| — AY¢m_1 is a weak
(m — 1)-equivalence. But by 2.6 it is also an (m — 1)-equivalence.

Consider now:

AX @ (L) ® Y2, ] ——> AX/ T,
AX ® AYepm_1

The map @ is an (m — 1)-equivalence and also 4 by an argument with algebraic Serre
spectral sequences. In general, if g and f o g are (m — 1)-equivalences it does not follow
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that f is an (m — 1)-equivalence too. But there is a way out since AX and AX ®
AY¢,,—1 are cofibrant in the fibration category f—mr(Z(p)) for a ring system with
Ri =Zy, i <m. Let ¢: AX ® AY¢p—1 ® AZ,, — AX/I"! be a cofibrant minimal
m-model of p,y1: AX — AX/I"T. (We could take AX ® AY,,, but we will not
need this fact.) Note that ¢ is a weak (m — 1)-equivalence. Consider the map of
differential graded algebras

AYemo1 <5 AYem1 ® A,

with the induced differential. We claim that it is enough to show that this map is an
(m — 1)-equivalence. To see this, consider

AX @ AYgpo1 —— AX/ I

P

AX @ AY<p1 ® AZy, > AX /7!

and observe that ¢ is an (m — 1)-equivalence if j is an (m — 1)-equivalence. An appli-
cation of the easy part of the Zeeman comparison theorem to the algebraic Serre
spectral sequences of the extensions of AX in the diagram above shows that j is an
(m — 1)-equivalence if j is an (m — 1)-equivalence. This proves the claim. Dualize
and recall the Whitehead theorem 3.6 and the identification of the homotopy groups
with the homology of the primitives of a fibrant model. Since there are no homotopy
groups in dimension m for (AY¢,,—1)*, the map j* is (m — 1)-connected in homotopy
hence in homology, and ¢ is an (m — 1)-equivalence. O

Remark 5.9. Under the assumption that the cohomology groups of (X, d;) and (Y™, ;)
are R-free, it can be shown that there is an isomorphism

H**(AX ® [R®Y™], Dy) = Ext’% (R, V™).

Here the bar stands for reduction mod o(R), and L = (s~'X)* with bracket given by
ds, and the representation of L in Y™ is induced by Ds. Moreover, this representa-
tion corresponds to the holonomy representation, with R coefficients, of the fibration
defined by AX — AX/I"*L. The proof for the first assertion is almost the same as
in [FHJLT] with some modifications to be found in [H]. Since the proof of 5.7 is
central for the whole paper, this shows again the intimate relation between cat and
holonomy. In the same direction, in [ST4] certain fibrations which are characterized
by means of their holonomy representation were found to detect cat in the same way
as the Ganea fibration.

6. Module retractions versus algebra retractions

We keep the notions of the last section and suppose a(r —1,p) = m. The main
result of this section is

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that the inclusion AX — AX ® AY¢,,—1 admits a AX-mod-
ule retraction r, and (X,d1),(Y<m—1,01) both have R-free cohomology. Then the
inclusion admits a retraction of dg algebras.
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The proof, which is an integral version of the one given by Hess in [He],
needs some preparations. First note that Y¢,,_; is concentrated in degrees < M,
since a(r — 1,p) = m.

Now let k < p, ¢: YSMr - AX ® Y<m—1 a Zp)-module map, and

r: AX (9 Ang—l — AX

a AX-module retraction. Define an algebra map (not commuting with the differential
in general)

pr AX @ AYS)™ — AX

and a p-derivation

0: AX @ AYSMe L AX

<m—1

as follows:

a) pix =id and pjya; = % T o

B) 0)x :=0 and (‘)lYMJ =j-p—0.
Note that j is a unit in Zp) since j < k < p was assumed.

The proof of the following lemma is identical to the one given in [He] over Q and
is therefore omitted.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that D¢ = j - pD — 0D holds on Ygﬁiﬂ for j < k. Then the
following holds on AX @ AYSM» .

<m—1°
i) 1 =0,

i) pD = dp,

iii) 6D = D4.

In particular, 6.2 gives an equation, in terms of ¢ and r which makes p a retraction
of dg algebras. The next proposition generalizes Theorem 2. in [He].

Proposition 6.3. If AX ® AY¢,,—1 is as above and r is given, then there is
(b: YgMp—l N [AX ®AY<m_1]>n

<m—1

such that D¢ = 5 - pD — 6D holds on Ygﬁ_l forj <p-—1.
Proof. Again we argue inductively on the degree and the dimension of the exten-
sions in Y¢p—1. The case YZ,, | can be done in one step: Define ¢jy» — :=id.
Then py = ry and 0y = ry — y. Since 6 and p are AX linear, we have that on A :=
AX ® [Z¢) ® ng_l],

p=r,

0=r— idA .
Since A is invariant under D, it follows that:

D¢yZ = pDy — 0Dy,  yeYZ, ;.

Now suppose ¢ is constructed on Yi\f’le, k>1, £>1. We assume that R =Z/p",
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again the case R = Z,) is easier. Let y € YT]:{Z with [|y|| = r + £. So 01y = p'y. Write

D =0; + 71, then 7y € AX ® AYfTAf’g. Furthermore, d(k - pry — 07y) = 0 modp’.

Claim. @(k - pty — 01y) = 0.

Write 7y = 1o + ¢1 + 1o, with ¢ € I, ¢y € I @ Y55 and ¢ € A2YSY% and all
three terms have degree > My, + 1 by 5.7. The rest of the argument showing the claim
is now exactly as in the proof of Theorem 2 in [He].

It follows that there are ay, as € Ker ¢ of degree > n with
Day = kpry — 01y + plas.
Define ¢(y) := a1, ¢(7) := aa.

Then
Doy = kpry — Oty + plas
= kp(Dy — d1y) — 0(Dy — 01y) + p'
= kpDy — kpp'y — 0Dy + 0p'y + p' vz
= kpDy — p'rag — 9Dy + p'0y + p'as
= kpDy — p'ras — 0Dy + p'ras — p'as + plas
= kpDy — 0Dy.
The same holds for i by a similar calculation using 6.2. O
Proof of 6.1. The theorem is a direct consequence of 6.2 and 6.3. O

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that the cohomology of (X,d;) R-free. Then the same
holds for (Y¢m,O1).

We have to rely on certain results of Scheerer and Tanré in [ST1, ST4|. The proof
would be straightforward, if AX — AX ® AY<,,_1 represented the (m — 1)-Postnikov
section of the n-th Ganea fibration over Z. But this is already wrong over Q. There is
an additional wedge product of rational spheres (see [F2]). Let R, be a ring system
which is tame with respect to r > 2. Recall from [D] that an (r — 1)-connected space
X is tame with respect to Ry, 7 if 7,41 (X) is a module over Ry. Tame spaces are the
fibrant objects in the model category constructed by Dwyer. So every space admits
a universal arrow to a tame space. Note that the finite Postnikov sections which we
have used so far, to compute cat(X) for a finite p-local complex, are all tame with
respect to a suitable ring system.

Proof of 6.4. Recall that AX represents the m-th Postnikov section of Z, and AX —
AX ® AY¢,, the (m — 1)-th Postnikov section of the map representing LP,CLV —
LV. Using the identification of H,(X*,d}) for x < m with the homotopy groups of Z
in dimensions < m, we see that it is enough to show the following: If the homotopy
groups of Z are R-free for * < m, then the same is true for the space W which
represents LP,CLV. To see this consider the exact sequence in Lier,l(Z(p)). The
map ¢ represents an n-LS-fibration by [ST1, Proposition 3.1]. The looping of an
n-LS-fibration splits. Hence it is enough to show that the tame space representing
K,, has R-free homotopy groups for * < m. It is proved in [ST1, Proof of 3.1] that
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the space representing K, in tame homotopy is a retract of 3((QZ x A)/QZ). Here
A is the tame space represented by L(s~'P,CLV/P,_1CLV) with linear differential
5710, and 0 is induced by the differential @ of CLV. We claim that ¥QZ and A both
decompose into a wedge product of Moore spaces and all factors PST1(G) for s <m
have type G = R. The decomposition of tame suspensions into Moore spaces is a
general fact of tame homotopy theory. So only the assertion of the type needs proof.
For ¥QZ this follows from our assumption on the homotopy groups of Z. For A, note
that the Z-dual of P,CLV/P, 1CLV is m-equivalent to A"X,d;. For n <p the
reduced cohomology of A" X, d; is R-free in dimension < m by our assumption on d .
But this suffices because m < a(r — 1, p) was assumed. Next, recall that

S(QZ x AJQZ) ~ $QZ N AV SA

and that the property of being a wedge product of Moore spaces of a given type is
invariant under the operations of taking smash products and retracts by [CMN] (we
use p > 2 here). Furthermore, if ¥QZ and A have only type R factors in dimensions
< m, the same is true for smash products and retracts. So there are only type R Moore
spaces in dimensions < m in the decomposition of the space representing K,. O

Remark 6.5. The key of the proof of 6.1 is to gain some control on the behaviour of
the differential and the map ¢ with respect to the filtration by degree. If we want
to relate our results to cat in CW,"(Z)), then this filtration is forced on us by 4.1.
Over Z/p there is no linear part in the differential, and consequently (do)? = 0 which
makes it possible to do perturbation theory on dz. Since this is not true over Z,)
((d2)? + dyd3 + d3dy = 0), we need an assumption on d; to lift these perturbation
arguments. But in general the bigrading does not induce a bigrading on cohomology
with respect to any finite approximation of d. To put it in another way, in contrast to
the situation over Q, the filtrations which determine coformality [N] and cat differ.
To make this point clearer, let us define another grading on a minimal m-model
which we call the L-grading. For any minimal extension, induced by an extension
with the short complex X,= X, LR X/, define |X;| =1 and |X}/| = 2. This induces
a grading on AX, and the part of the differential d(5) which is quadratic with respect
to it satisfies (d(2))® = 0. So the cohomology with respect to d(9) is bigraded. The
differential d() determines the Lie-bracket on the homotopy Lie algebra H.,(X™*,d7).
In contrast, do does determine the Lie-bracket on homotopy with various coefficients
and the multiplicative extensions which show up in the universal coefficient sequences
for these Lie algebras. So dy determines the whole coherent sequence of Lie algebras
in the sense of Anick [A2]. Denote the differential ideal in AX which is given by
elements of L-degree > n by J".

Define the invariant L-cat to be the least integer for which a AX retraction r exists
in
Prnt1

AX — 2L AX (+)

R

Note that the minimal model of a Z,)-local Moore space, if it has torsion in homology,
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has L-cat = 2. It can be shown that the invariant L-cat is closely related to spherical
cat as defined by Scheerer and Tanré in [ST5].

7. Duality, the Toomer invariant and M-cat

Let R be a commutative ring and A a differential graded algebra over R.
Suppose that A is filtered by a sequence of differential graded ideals

A=D1 >...

with I?- [7 C I'tJ. Recall that every dg A-module M has a semi-free cofibrant A-
module model P — M.

Definition 7.1. Let M be a dg A-module and P a cofibrant model of M. Let g;: P —
P/I**+1 be the quotient morphism.
e The Toomer invariant e 4 (M) is the least number k such that ¢; has a retraction
up to homotopy in Coch(R) and it is co if no such number exists.

e The module category M-cat (M) of M is the least number k such that gx has
a retraction up to homotopy in A-mod and it is co if no such number exists.

Let LV € L' (Z)) with m < a(r — 1,p) be of finite type, and AX — C*(LV) a
multiplicative minimal m-model. Extend AX to a co-minimal model AX = AX ®
AW. Note that W is concentrated in dimensions >m. Let AX ® [Z,) ®Y™"] At
AX/A>"X be a (m —1)-minimal model of AX — AX/A>"X, and AX ® [Z(,) ®
Y %AY/A>"Y an extension which is a minimal model of AX — A@AMLY, such
that V' = Y" & Z and Z concentrated in dimensions > m. Filter AX by the ide-
als I* = A®*X and consider M-cat for A = AX with respect to this filtration for
R = Zp). From now on we suppress the A in M-cata,ea.

Proposition 7.2. M-cat(AX) = n holds if and only if AX — AX ® [Z,) ®Y™] ad-
mits a AX -module retraction .

Proof. Suppose r is given. By [H, 10.3], H*(C*(LV);7) = 0 for * > m and all coef-
ficients. Hence the obstructions to extend r to the free extensions in Z are zero
since they sit in H*>™(AX;7). On the other hand, given a retraction 7 of AX —
AX @ [Zy) @ Y"] then 7 maps Y™ to AX and hence defines a retraction . O

Note that the dual M* of a AX-module M is also a AX-module. The AX action
on M* is defined by ay) = v, with v,(m) = (=1)I*llely)(am). In particular, (AX)* is
a AX-module.

Theorem 7.3. M-cat(AX) = e((AX)*).

Proof. Suppose e((AX)*) =n and let P2 (AX)* be a semi-free cofibrant model.

The dual AX = (AX)** 2, P* is a AX-module map and a weak equivalence. As such
it is determined by p*(1) = z. Since P %% P/(A>"X = I™*1) has a cochain retrac-
tion up to homotopy, the cohomology class of z is in the image p;,  ; in cohomology,
ie., z+ da = p} 4 (w). So the AX-module morphism from AX to P* which sends 1 to
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z + Oa is a weak equivalence and factors over (P*/I"*1). By [FHL, Prop. 2iii)], it fol-
lows that M-cat(AX) < n. Now suppose that M-cat(AX) < n. By [FHL, Prop. 3],
one knows that M-cat(N) < M-cat(AX) for every N € AX — mod. This gives us
M-cat((AX)*) < n, and since always e(N) < M-cat(N) the result. O

Before we deduce our first product formula, we need a lemma which tells us how
to detect a cochain retraction.

Lemma 7.4. Let f: C — D be a map in Coch(Zy,)), such that C,D are Zy,)-free
with H*(C), H*(D) of finite type and bounded below. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:
«) f has a retraction up to homotopy in Coch(Zy,));
B) f*: H*(C;m) — H*(D;n) is a monomorphism for all finitely generated Zp)-
coefficients .

Proof. Of course, one direction is clear. So suppose that ) holds. Since H*(C') and
H*(D) are bounded below we can use a minimal extension for the factorization of f
into cofibration and weak equivalence in Coch(Z,)). The free extension can be chosen
to be of finite type, since H*(C) and H*(D) are of finite type. Suppose that we have
found a retraction on all complexes Vi< concentrated in dimensions (4,¢+ 1). As

usual, we can reduce to Vi, = Z,)(y 2.9 or Zpy(y), and we deal with the first case.
Write Dy = p'y + 1y, 7y € C. Then [ry] is in the kernel of

fr H(C;Z/p") — H*(D; Z/p").
Hence there are o, @ € C with da = 7y + p'@in C. Define r(y) = a and r(y) =a. O
Let P be a semi-free AX-module model of C(LV).
Lemma 7.5. Both P and P/I""! have all properties attributed to C and D in 7.4.

Proof. 1t is clear that P, P/I"*! are Z, free. Since H*(C(LV)) =0 for x < —m
by [H, 10.2], we can construct a minimal model P’. The module P’ is then concen-
trated in dimensions > —m and H*(C(LV)) is of finite type. So the same holds for
P'/I"*L. Since P, P’ and P/I"*1, P’/I"*! have isomorphic cohomology, the lemma
is proved. O

r—1
a(r —1,p). Let AX; be minimal models of C*(LV;). Then
M- CatAyl®AY2 (C* (]LVl X ]LVQ)) =M- CatAYl@AYQ (Ayl ® AYQ)
= M- Ca.tAyl (Ayl) —|— M— catAY2 (AYQ)

Theorem 7.6. Let LV; € L™ (Z,), i € {1,2}, be of finite type and mi +ma <

Proof. The first equality is clear. By 7.3 it is enough to dualize and to compute
e. So let P; — (AX;)* be a semi-free AX;-model. Then P; = P, ® P, is a semi-free
AX; ® AXo-model of (AX; ® AX5)*. Let us denote the ideals which define M-cat for
AX1,AX5 and AX; ® AX3 by I1, I, I3. Then I* = D htt—m IF ® If. Suppose that
exx, (AX1)*) = kand e, ((AX2)*) = £. By 7.4 and 7.5, there are finitely generated
Zpy-modules 71,7y and nontrivial classes [z;] € H*(P;; ;) with representatives in
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Py - I¥ @ my, respectively P, - I§ @ m5. The class 21 ® 2] is then nontrivial in
H* (P, ® Py;m1 ® 7o)
and has a representative in Py @ Py - I} ® I§ C Py - I¥*. Tt follows that
M — caty 5, oax, (AX1 ®@ AX2) >k + L.

Conversely, suppose that P; Peit Py /1" and P, P P, /I**! admit retractions
up to homotopy. Consider

Pk+e+1

PR P, P ® Py /I¥THH

Pk+1®Pe41 L /

Pl/]{c+1 ® Pg/[§+1

Since I¥HH1 acts trivially on Py /I @ Py/I4T!, the arrow g exists in Coch(Zy)).
It follows that pye+1 is injective in cohomology with all coefficients. By 7.4 and 7.5,
we find eAY@AYz((AXl ® AX5)*) < k+ £. This gives us

M—catAY@AYZ(AYl@AYg) <k+4. O
by 7.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let LV;,LV; represent the homotopy types of X, Y. Since the
(m — 1)-th Postnikov section of QX, QY splits as a product of Eilenberg-Mac Lane
spaces (a basic fact of tame homotopy theory), and the freeness assumption on the
loop space homology implies that 7, (X), 7 (Y") are free R-modules for x < m. The
same holds for Q(X x Y'). By 4.4, we can use m-minimal models of C*(LV}),C*(LV3)
and C*(LV; x LV3) to compute the L.S. category of X, Y, and X x Y. By 4.4, 6.1,
6.4 and 7.2, the L.S. category equals M-cat ;. By 7.3, M-cat 3 equals the Toomer
invariant which is additive by 7.6. O

Remark 7.7. For 1-connected rational spaces of finite type X, there is a result, due to
Scheerer and the author [SS], which states that M-cat(X) < n if and only if the fibra-
tion over X obtained by application of a fibrewise version of the infinite symmetric
product functor to the n-th Ganea fibration has a section. But cat(X) = M-cat(X)
by Hess’s theorem. So the fibrewise linearized Ganea fibration admits a section if and
only if the Ganea fibration admits one. It is very likely that a similar interpretation
can be shown for M-cat(X) and p-local n-connected spaces X if dim(X) < a(n,p).
Such a result may help to decide if the condition in 1.1 is necessary.
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