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Abstract

This paper presents a classification of the total spaces of S3-bundles
over CP? up to orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence. Our ap-
proach proceeds in two steps: we first derive the PL-homeomorphism
classification for these manifolds by computing their Kreck-Stolz invari-
ants. Then, building upon this PL classification result and through an
application of surgery theory, we establish the homotopy equivalence clas-
sification.

1 Introduction

Examples of nondiffeomorphic homeomorphic homogenuous spaces were first
discovered by Kreck and Stolz in [I]. These examples belong to a more general
class of manifolds called manifolds of type r. A closed 1-connected smooth 7-
dimensional manifold M is called a manifold of type r if it satisfies the following
properties:

1. HO(M;7)
2. HY(M;Z)
3. HY(M;Z) = Z,
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. H*(M;Z) is generated by u?, where u is a generator of H?(M;Z).

In [2][8] Kreck and Stolz introduced invariants s;(5;) that provide a complete
smooth (topological) classification of manifolds of type r. However, the classi-
fication of manifolds of type r up to homotopy equivalence remains unsolved.
Partial results can be found in Kruggel’s paper [4].

The total spaces of S3-bundles over CP? with Euler class e = 4 are typical
examples of manifolds of type r. Escher [5] obtained a classification of these
manifolds up to diffeomorphism or homeomorphism using Kreck and Stolz’s in-
variants. A partial homotopy classification based on Kruggel’s analysis was also
presented in the same paper. In this paper, we give a complete classification of
these manifolds up to homotopy equivalence (Theorem [1.2)). The proof is based
on the PL-homeomorphism classification and does not depend on Kruggel’s ear-
lier work.
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Convention. All manifolds under consideration are oriented, and all dif-
feomorphisms, homeomorphisms, PL-homeomorphisms and homotopy equiva-
lences are orientation-preserving.

1.1 Rank 4 real vector bundles over CP?

In this subsection we give a brief description of 4-dimensional oriented real
vector bundles over CP? and fix the notations.
Applying the functor [—, BSO(4)] to the cofiber sequence

s3Iy 52 cp? -4y gt (1)

associated to the Hopf map h: S? — S2, and notice that m3(BSO(4)) = 0, one
has a short sequence

0 — m4(BSO(4)) — [CP?,BSO(4)] — m(BSO(4)) — 0. 2)

We choose orientation cohomology class wgp2 of CP?, and wgs+ of S*, respec-
tively, such that ¢*wgs = wep2 = 22, where z is a generator of H?(CP?;7Z).

Let e and p; denote the Euler class and the first Pontrjagin class of a vector
bundle, respectively. We choose generators o and 3 of the group m4(BSO(4)),
which is known to be isomorphic to Z & Z, such that the corresponding vector
bundles over S* satisfy the following properties:

o B
€ 0 Wg4
P1 4&)54 — 2&]54

Under the isomorphisms me(BSO(4)) & Zy = H?(CP?;Zs), the homomor-
phism [CP% BSO(4)] — w2 (BSO(4)) is identified with the homomorphism by
taking the second Stiefel-Whitney class wsy of a vector bundle.

Therefore, from the exact sequence , one may deduce that 4-dimensional
oriented real bundles over CP? can be obtained by the following two pullback
diagrams and parametrized by a pair of integers (k,1) in each case.

&by — ka+13 §g —— 70 Vka+1p
cp? —% - st cpP? —2 - CcP?v st
Spin cases Nonspin cases

Here v is the tautological line bundle over CP?, p is the map collapsing the
boundary of a closed disc embeded in the interior of the 4-cell of CP? to a
point. An easy calculation shows

P1(&k1) = (4k — 2D)wepz, e(&r,1) = lwepz,

3
P1(&y) = (4k — 21+ Dwepz, e(§r) = lwep:. )



1.2 Classification Results

Let My, and M,le denote the total spaces of the sphere bundles associated
with &; and 5,27 ;> respectively. Noticing that CP? is nonspin, a straightforward
calculation shows that My, is nonspin and Mj , is spin. We are interested
in the classification of these natural geometric objects up to diffeomorphism,
homeomorphism or homotopy equivalence.

When [ # 0, diffeomorphism and homeomorphism classifications are ob-
tained by applying Kreck-Stolz invariants [2]. Similar methods will produce a

PL-homeomorphism classification (see §2|). We sum up the results in the fol-

lowing theorem.
Theorem 1.1.
1. My is diffeomorphic to My if and only if k and k' satisfy the following:

(a) k=K (mod 61),
(b) (k—kK)3(k+k —1)+1)=0 (mod 168I).

2. My, is diffeomorphic to My, ; if and only if k and k" satisfy the following:

(a) k=K (mod 121),
(b) (k—K)k+k —1+2)=0 (mod 56).

M. is homeomorphic to My, if and only if k = k' (mod 61).
Mj,, is homeomorphic to My, , if and only if k = k" (mod 121).

My, is PL-homeomorphic to My, if and only if k =k’ (mod 61),
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Mj,, is PL-homeomorphic to My, , if and only if k = k" (mod 121).

Escher [5] calculated the Kreck-Stolz’s invariants of these manifolds and
obtained the diffeomorphism and homeomorphism classifications.

The main result of this paper is a homotopy classification of the total spaces
of S3-bundles over CP? with non-vanishing Euler classes.

Theorem 1.2. My is homotopy equivalent to My if and only if k = K
(mod 6). The same holds when My, and My ; are replaced by M,;l and M’/J,
respectively.

From the exact sequence associated to the fiber bundle S* — M;, ; — CP?
o=y (S%) = (M) — T (CP?) — - -

one sees that my(Mj ;) is either isomorphic to Zy or vanishes. It is shown in [5]
that 74 (Mj, ;) is isomorphic to Zz when [ is even, and conjectured that 74 (M, ;)
vanishes when [ is odd, as suggested by calculations for specific examples. As a
corollary of Theorem [I.2] we confirmed this conjecture.

Corollary 1.3. The homotopy group m4(M;, ;) vanishes when [ is odd.



We will prove Theorem in Section [3| using the PL-homeomorphism clas-
sification in Theorem and surgery theory.

When [ = 0, the cohomology rings of both Mj,; and M} ; are isomorphic to
H*(CP? x S?). The classification results are obtained in [6]. For completeness
we present the results here.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 3.1 of []).

1 Two manifolds My o and My o are homeomorphic, PL-homeomorphic or dif-
feomorphic if and only if k = K';

2 Two manifolds My, and My o are homotopy equivalent if and only if k = k'
(mod 6).

These two statements also holds when My o and My o are replaced by M;’€7O
and My, , respectively.

2 Kreck-Stolz Invariants and PL Classification

In the remaining part of this paper we always assume that [ is nonzero. The
smooth and homeomorphism classifications of the manifolds of type [ are ob-
tained by Kreck-Stolz in [2]. In this section we give a summary of the invariants
which they used to achieved the classification, and show that after obvious mod-
ifications, the same approach also applies to the PL classification problem.

Suppose (M, u) is a manifold of type [, the invariants are defined as certain
characteristic numbers of a pair (W, z) whose boundary is (M, u). That is, we
have the following:

1. W is a smooth 8-manifold with OW = M;
2. z € H*(W,Z) such that 2|y = u;

3. W is spin (nonspin) if M is spin (nonspin);
4. In the nonspin case, we (W) = z (mod 2).

Notice that j* : H*(W,M;Q) — H*(W;Q) is an isomorphism. There-
fore the cohomology classes p1(W)?2, p1(W)z? and 2% can be regarded as ele-
ments in H8(W, M;Q), and we abbreviate p?, p;2z? and 2* for the evaluations
(pr(W)2,[W, M), (py(W)22, [W, M]) and (z*, [W, M]), respectively. The charc-



teristic numbers S;(W, z) € Q are defined as follows:

Spin case:
1 1,
S1(W,2) = —257.751gn(W) t o P
L s L4
SQ(VV, Z) = —mz p1+ 23732: s
1 2
S3(W, z) = 53, 322}91 + 524
Nonspin case:
1 . 1 1 1
S1(W, 2) = —25—'781gn(W) + Wp% 56 3% P1 + 57 324
L 5 5 4
S2(W,2) = o33t LT g3 3R
1 13
S3(W, z) = —2—3,22])1 + 2—324

Define S;(W, 2) as follows: S1(W, z) = 2851 (W, 2), So(W, z) = S1(W, ), and
S3(W, z) = S3(W, 2).

Define s;(M) € Q/Z by S;(W,z) (mod Z), and §;(M) € Q/Z by S;(W, z)
(mod Z). Kreck and Stolz’s classification of manifolds of type [ is as follows.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 1 of [3]). Let M and M’ be two smooth manifolds of
type 1 which are both spin or both nonspin. Then M is diffeomorphic (hemeo-
morphic) to M’ if and only if s;(M) = s;(M') (resp. §(M) = 5,(M")) for
i=1, 2 3.

By smoothing theory, if a closed oriented 7-dimensional PL manifold M
adimits a smoothing, then it adimits exactly 28 smoothings up to concordance
[7]. Moreover, every concordant class can be represented by M#X, where ¥ is
an exotic sphere. Therefore, we could know M’ is PL-homeomorphic to M if
and only if M’ is diffeomorphic to M#Y for some exotic sphere . Consider 8-
dimensional Milnor manifold M®(Eg) which is a smooth parallelizable manifold
with signature 8. M8(Ey) is a generator of O, say 1. We have s1(X1) = 1/28,
s2(21) = s3(X1) = 0. Therefore, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2.2. Let M and M’ be two smooth manifolds of type | which are
both spin or both monspin. Then M is PL-homeomorphic to M’ if and only if
2851 (M) = 28s1(M"), and s;(M) = s;(M') fori=2, 3.

Proof of Theorem[I-1 Let Wy, be the disk bundle associated to & , and let
Tk © Wiy — CP? be the projection. We have 7(Wy;) = W,:’Z(T(CPQ) @ Ekp)-
Let 2 = m; 2, recall that x is a generator of H?(CP?Z), then

p1(Why) =7r§§,l(p1(CP2) + p1(&k.))
=(4k — 20 + 3)m} jwcps
=(4k — 21 + 3)2%.



Let y be a generator of H*(Wj;, My ;7Z) such that j*(y) = lz2. Clearly,
y is the Thom class of & ;. The orientation of Wy ; is defined by equation
<22 Uy, [W}@l, Mk,l]> =1.

Since (yUj*y, Wi, My 1]) = [, sign(W) equals to the sign of . By definition,
we have

e 1 1
2= (22U Wi, M) = 7<Z2 Uy, Wi, Mi]) = 7

. Ak—20+3
Zp1:f7

5 (4k =20+ 3)?
="
Then s; is given by

_sign(l) | (4k -2+ 3)2 8k—4l+5

LT Ty o7 27.3]
C 2%k—1-1

27T T
2% -1-5

Sgi_T.

Similarly, let 7 , : Wi, — CP? be the projection. We have

1
4—7
=1
,  Ak—2+4
Pp=
4k — 20 + 4)?
pp o U2 A )

l
And s; is given by

sign(l) | (2k —1+2)?

T N S TR
 2%k—l+1
S VTR
2%k—1-2
S§3 = 76l .
Then Theorem [I.] follows by comparing the invariants. O

Proof of Corollary[1.3 Let I be an odd integer. If my(Mj, ;) = Zs for some k, by
a theorem of Kruggel [4, Theorem 0.1], the sp-invariant of any type ! manifold
M which is homotopy equivalent to My ; satisfies (so(M) — s2(Mj ;) = 0 €
Q/Z. By Theorem Mj ¢, is homotopy equivalent to My, ;. But the above

calculation shows that I(s2(Mj ;) — s2(Mj, ;) = 1/2 € Q/Z, a contradiction.
O



3 Fiber homotopy equivalences

Lemma 3.1. There exist fiber homotopy equivalences of spherical fibrations
fi+ Myyeji — My, and f} M,Q_s_ﬁj,l — M,’al for all j € Z.

Proof. Let SG(4) be the topological monoid of orientation preserving self homo-
topy equivalences of S, BSG(4) the classifying space of S3-fibrations. There-
fore, the sphere bundles of two vector bundles are fiber homotopy equivalent as
S3-fibrations if and only if the classifying maps of the vector bundles have the
same image under the map i,: [CP?, BSO(4)] — [CP? BSG(4)] induced by
the inclusion i : SO(4) — SG(4).

The cofibration sequence induces the following exact diagram

0 — m(BSO@4)) L [CP?, BSO(4)] — ma(BSO(4)) —— 0

o

3(BSG(4)\ =8 7, (BSG(4)) L5 [CP2, BSG(4)] — ma(BSG(4)) L5 m5(BSG(4))
Diagram 1

It’s known that i, : m4(BSO(4)) — mi(BSG(4)) can be identified with
Z{a} ® Z{B} — Z12 D Z, ka + 1 — ((k mod 12),1) [§]. To identify the ho-
momorphism (3 h)* : m3(BSG(4)) — ma(BSG(4)) we consider the fibration
SF(3) — SG(4) — S3, where SG(4) — S3 is the evaluation at the base point,
and SF(3) the subspace of SG(4) consisting of orientation preserving homotopy
equivalences of S3 which fix the base point. The Hopf map h: S% — S? induces
the following diagram

0 —— m(SF(3)) —— m(SG(4)) —— m2(S3) —— 0

L [ [

0 —— m3(SF(3)) —— m3(SG(4)) —— m3(8%) —— 0
Diagram 2

By the usual adjoint correspondence, h* : mo(SF(3)) — 73(SF(3)) can be
identified with (33h)* : 75(S3) — 76(S?), which is known to be identified with
the inclusion Zy — Ziz [9]. Therefore, (> h)* : m3(BSG(4)) — my(BSG(4))
can be identified with the inclusion into the first summand Zy — Z12 & Z.

Therefore from commutative diagram [1| one has:

i (Erej) = ¢ix((k +6j)a +10) = ¢ i (ko +18) = ix(&p,1)-

This shows that Mjy6;, andMj,; are fiber homotopy equivalent.

For the nonspin case one needs more detailed analysis since the exact se-
quences in diagram [I] are not exact sequences of abelian groups. We will prove
the statement in two steps.



First we show that the spherical ﬁbratlons &, +6;, and & ), are stably fiber ho-
motopy equivalent. The cofiber sequence ( 1nduces the followmg commutative
diagram of short exact sequences

0 —— m(BSO) — [CP?, BSO] — m3(BSO) —— 0

Lk

m3(BSG) =Y 7,(BSG) L5 [CP?, BSG] — ma(BSG) -% m3(BSG)
The following facts are known.

1. Taking the first Pontrjagin class induces an bijective homomorphism

p1: [CP?,BSO] — L.

2. There are isomorphisms 7y BSG = 7§ = Zoy, and we have the following
diagram

7T3(BSG(4)) = Zg —_— 7T4(BSG(4)) = Z12 b7

| |

13(BSG) 2 Zy — =" 4 1 (BSG) = Lo,

where the natural map m4(BSG(4)) — m4(BSG) is the injection on the
first summand and zero on the second summand, as % : 76(S53) — 7§ is
indentified with Zyo < Za4 [9].

Therefore by the 5-lemma the homomorphism i, : [(CP2, BSO} — [(CP2, BSG]
is surjective . Hence the group [(CPQ, BSG} is cyclic and isomorphic to Zgs by
counting order. Under stabilization BSO(4) — BSO — BSG the classifying
maps for the vector bundles fkl and & ¢, are homotopic, since p1(§;,¢4;,) =
p1(&,) (mod 24) (see formula ) Therefore there exists a homotopy

fi: CP? x [0,1] — BSG

between the classifying maps for i*j*(§,’€+6j’l) and i, 5. (&1, 1)
In the second step we find by induction on skeleta a lift of f; to BSG(4)

gi : CP? x I — BSG(4),

with go = i*§§€+6j,l and g1 = i.§;, ;. This shows that 5,’H6j)l and &, ; are fiber
homotopy equivalent.

Let SG/SG(4) be the homotopy fibre of BSG(4) — BSG, then a basic
calculation shows that m9SG/SG(4) = 0 and 745G /SG(4) = Z. By elementary

obstruction theory there is a lift g( ) of f: on the 2-skeleton of CP*

2. 8% x T — BSG(4).



Let X = CP? x 0IUS? x I, then CP?2 x I = X U,,, D®, where we regard
54 =D*x0IUS3 x I and m: S* = X has the form

X idUR xid: D*x9ITUS3x I - CP?2x 1T

where ¢: D* — CP? is the inclusion of the top cell and h the Hopf map. Then

the homotopy gt(z) extends to the desired homotopy g;: CP? x I — BSG(4) if
and only if the composite

(goUgrUgP)om: §* = X =CP?* x 0T U S? x I — BSG(4)

is null-homotopic. By standard algebraic topology one shows that m4(X) is

isomorphic to Z, generated by [m]. Denote goU g1 U g§2) by ¢, it suffices to show
that ¢ : m4(X) = m4(BSG(4)) is trivial.

By construction, the composite j. o ¢u: m4(X) = m4(BSG(4)) = m4(BSG)
is trivial. On the other hand, the homomorphism j,: m4(BSG(4)) — m4(BSG)
can be identified with Zio ® Z — Zo4, where on the first summand it is the
inclusion. Therefore ¢.([m]) is not in the Zj;s-summand. In the sequel we will
show it is zero by showing that it is zero in m4(BSG(4)) ® Q.

Let X — 5%V X V 5% be the map which pinches a 4-sphere from each top
cell D* of CP?, and S* — S* Vv §* v S§* be the map which pinches a 4-sphere
from each D* in §* = D* x 9T U S x I. Then the map ¢ om: X — BSG(4)
has a factorization shown in the following commutative diagram

s m X . BSG(4)

l |

Sty ghy g4 YT gay, oy g4

where fo = i((k+6j)a +18), fi = i(ka +18), f =i(n®e2) x oI U g{?.

First recall that we have shown that [fy] = [f1] € ma(BSG(4)) ® Q.

The only non-trivial rational homotopy group of BSG(4) is m4(BSG(4)) ®
Q = Q. There is a rational homotopy equivalence | : BSG(4) — K(Q,4)
[10]. We claim that the composite [ o f: X — BSG(4) — K(Q,4) is null
homotopic. This will finish the proof for the nonspin case. To prove the
claim, first note that the inclusion CP? U CP? C X induces an isomorphism
H*(X;Q) — H*CP%Q) ® H*(CP?% Q). Therefore from the one-one cor-
respondence between H*(—;Q) and [—, K(Q,4)] it suffices to show that the
map loio (n&e?): CP2 — BSG(4) — K(Q,4) is null-homotopic. No-
tice that the map 1 @ €2 factors through BSO(3). Since the composition
m3(S0(3)) — w3 (SO(4)) — w3(SG(4)) is trivial after tensoring with Q, the
map BSO(3) — BSO(4) — BSG(4) — K(Q,4) is trivial. This shows the
claim.

O



4 surgery exact sequence and homotopy classi-
fication

In this section we prove the homotopy classification (Theorem by showing
that every element in the PL structure set .#’F% (M) is represented by a fiber
homotopy equivalence f;: Mj6;1 — My, ;. The same also holds for the nonspin
case. This approach was first used in [§].

For the convenience of the reader, we give a briefy introduction to simply
connected surgery exact sequence. We work in the piecewise linear (PL) cate-
gory. For more information we refer to [I1].

Let (M, 0M) be an n-dimensional compact PL manifold with possibly empty
boundary. A PL manifold structure on (M,0M) is a triple (N, 0N, g), where
N is a compact PL manifold and ¢ : (N,0N) — (M,9M) is a homotopy equiv-
alence. Two triples (No, 9Ny, go) and (N1, 9Ny, g1) are concordant if there is a
PL-homeomorphism f : (Ngy,0Np) — (N1,90N7) so that the following diagram
commutes up to homotopy.

(No, ONp)

(N1,0Ny)

The PL structure set .#7%(M) is the set of concordance classes of triples
(N,0N,g).

Let G/PL be the homotopy fiber of J: BPL — BG. Then the set of
homotopy classes of maps M — G/PL are in 1-1 correspondence with the set
of equivalence classes of pairs (1,t), where 7 is a stable PL bundle over M and
t is a fiber homotopy trivialization of the associated spherical fibration J7.

The map of normal invariants n : #FE(M) — [M,G/PL] is defined by
sending a triple (N,0N,g) to n(g) := (var — (971)*vN,t(g)), where t(g) is a
fiber homotopy trivialization of J(vys — (¢71)*vy) defined in a standard way.

If 7 (M) = 7 (OM) 2 0 and n > 6, we have the following two facts [12]:

1. If OM # 0, PE(M) L [M,G/PL] is an isomorphism;
2. If OM = (), we have an exact sequence of based sets
0— SPL(M) L [M,G/PL] — Ly(e).

, if n =0 mod 4,
where Ly (e) 2 7, (G/PL) = < Zy, if n =2 mod 4,
0, if n=1mod 2.

Let ¢ : My; — W}, be the canonical inclusion. Then we have the following

10



commutative diagram, where the normal invariants are isomorphisms by the
two facts mentioned above.

SPL(Wy1) —2— [Whiy,G/PL]

o

| l

yPL(Mk,l) L> [M]%l,G/PL]

o

Diagram 3

We have the same diagram when M}, ; and W}, ; are replaced by M ,’C,l and
Wy 1, respectively.

The infinite loop space structure on G/PL defines a generalized cohomology
theory, in which [—,G/PL] is the O-th group. Let My, denote M \ {pt}.

We have {M,8717G/PL} ~ PL(M;,) [12]. Then by diagram we have
[My,,G/PL] = [M,gl,G/PL}. It is easy to see that the Atiyah-Hurzebruch

spectral sequence for M,S,l collapses at the Fs-page, then so does My ;. It’s
ready to see that the Atiyah-Hurzebruch spectral sequences for both CP? and
M, collapse at the Es-page, therefore we have the following commutative dia-
gram

0 —— Z —— [CP?,G/PL] —— Zy —— 0

L ek

0 — Z; —— [My;,G/PL] —— Zy —— 0

where py; denotes the sphere bundle projection. By the 5-lemma, (pg;)* :
[CP?,G/PL| — [My,,G/PL] is surjective. It’s known that [CP? G/PL| =
Z ([13, Chapter 14C]) , therefore [My,;, G/PL] = Zy. Similarly, we have
[M},.G/PL| = 7.

In Lemma we have shown that there are fiber homotopy equivalences
fit Miyejg — My, and fj' M,’€+6j7l — M,'M. They represent elements in
S PL( M) and #PF(M], ), respectively.

Lemma 4.1. Let f;: Mypie;1 — My, be a fiber homotopy equivalence, then
n(f;) =Jj € [My,,G/PL] = Zo;. The same holds when My ; and f; are replaced
by My, and f;, respectively.

Proof. For any vector bundle ¢, the disc bundle D(({) is homeomorphic to the
mapping cylinder of spherical bundle projection. Therefore, there exists a nat-
ural fiber homotopy equivalence F; : Wiyygj1 — Wi, extending f;. Consider
the following commutative diagram

11



SPL(Wit) —— Wiy, G/PL] 2, (Wi, BPL]

% x -
llk,l lzk,L llk,l

SPL(CP?) " [CP2,G/PL] == [CP? BPL)

where iy : CP? - W1 is the inclusion of the zero section and j, is interpreted
by forgetting the trivialization. It’s well know that [CP?, BPL] = 7 and this
isomorphism is determined by p;. And j. : [CP?,G/PL] — [CP? BPL] is
known to be multiplication by 24 [6]. Thus we obtain

i 130 (Fy) = i (v(Wia) — F; v (Wiges))
= gy (mh (= kgt — 7(CP?)) — FJ‘_l*WZ+6j,z(*§k+6j,l — 7(CP?)))
= i1 (Ehtej0 — k1)
= Ert65,0 — &kl
=4(k+6j) — 20 — (4k — 21)
=245 € Z.

Hence n(F;) = j € (Wi, G/PL] = Z. From the following commutative diagram

N
Tk

(Wi, G/PL] +——— [CP? G/PL]

o

e
J Pkt

[Mk,la G/PL}

we conclude that n(f;) = t*n(F;) = p};,lﬂ;;;ln(Fj) =j € ZLy.
The proof for My ; is similar. O

Proposition 4.2. A 7-dimensional closed nonspin (spin) PL-manifold M is
homotopy equivalent to My, (My ;) if and only if M is PL-homeomorphism to
M6, (M,’H_Gj,l) for some j € Z.

Proof. Let f : M — Mj,; be a homotopy equivalence. Then by Lemma there
exists some j such that n(f;) = n(f). Since n: SPL(My,;) — [My,, G/PL] is
an isomorphism (see diagram , one has (My651, fi) = (M, f) € STE(My,).
Hence My 65, and M are PL-homeomorphic. ]

Theorem [T.2]is a consequence of Proposition [£.2] and the PL classification.

Proof of Theorem[I.4 Suppose My, is homotopy equivalent to My ;, then by
Proposition @ there exists some j such that My ; is PL-hemeomorphic to
My 4651 Then Theorem (5) implies k¥ = k' 4+ 65 (mod 6). Hence k = K
(mod 6). The proof is analogous for M ;. O

12



Remark 4.3. Combining Theorem and Lemma we obtain that the
homotopy classification of the total spaces M}, ; and the homotopy classification
of the pairs (Mg, S®) coincide. The statemen holds when My, ; and (M, S®)
are replaced by My ; and (M, S®), respectively.
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