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EQUIVARIANT NIELSEN FIXED POINT THEORY

JOEL BETTER

ABSTRACT. We provide an alternative approach to the equivariant Nielsen
fixed point theory developed by P. Wong in [24] by associating an abstract
simplicial complex to any G-map and defining two G-homotopy invariants
that are lower bounds for the number of fixed points and orbits in the G-
homotopy class of a given G-map in terms of this complex. We develop
a relative equivariant Nielsen fixed point theory along the lines above and
prove a minimality result for the Nielsen-type numbers introduced in this
setting.

1. Introduction

Classical Nielsen fixed point theory is devoted to the study of the following
basic question: Given a self-map of a compact polyhedron, f: X — X, what is
the least number of fixed points of ¢, as ¢ ranges over all maps homotopic to f.

The theory provides:

(1) A lower bound (denoted by N(f), and referred to as the Nielsen number
of f) for the number of fixed points of any map homotopic to f.

(2) Conditions (be they on the map f, or on the polyhedron X, or on both)
under which N(f) is actually a sharp lower bound, i.e. there is a self-map
©: X — X homotopic to f with exactly N(f) many fixed points.

(3) In certain situations a method for computing N(f) using algebraic in-
formation at the fundamental group and (singular) homology level.
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Since the pioneering work done by J. Nielsen in the twenties and F. Wecken in
the early forties (Nielsen) fixed point theorists have done a considerable amount
of work refining the theory for use in certain special settings.

In this paper, we combine a relative theory as developed by H. Schirmer in
the mid-eighties with a reworked version of the equivariant theory developed by
P. Wong in [24]. While we were inspired by [24] there are substantial differences
between our approach and his; we define our invariants in terms of a simplicial
complex that can be associated to a G-map. One of the invariants we thus obtain
is a correct lower bound for the number of fixed points in the G-homotopy class
of a given map.

We only suppose some familiarity with Nielsen Fixed Point Theory. Excellent
references for this are [4] and [14].

2. Preliminaries

Let us recall some definitions and basic facts of transformation groups that we
will need later. Throughout G will denote a compact (not necessarily connected)
Lie group.

Let X be a G-space. For any subgroup H of G, NH is the normalizer of H
in G and WH := NH/H is the Weyl group of H in G. We will write (H) for
the set of conjugates of H in G and refer to it as the orbit type of H (if H < G,
this set contains the single element H).

If z € X, then G, := {g € G : g-x = x} is the isotropy subgroup of . For
each subgroup H of G, the isotropy subspace of H is X = {z € X : H < G,},
Xpg:={re€X:H=G,}and likewise X(H) := {z € X : gHg™' < G, for some
g€ G}, Xy ={r € X :G, € (H)}. An orbit type (H) is called an isotropy
type of X if H (hence all its conjugates) appears as an isotropy subgroup of
some z in X.

The set of all isotropy types of X will be denoted by Iso(X). If, for a given
G-action, Iso(X) = {({e})} we say the action is free, if Iso(X) = {({e}), (G)}
we say the action is semi-free. Iso(X) = {(H;)};ca can be partially ordered by
declaring (H;) < (H,) if and only if there is some g € G such that gH;g~! < Hj.
One may (clearly) arrange for the indexing to be such that (H;) < (H;) implies
i < j. With such an indexing, and by an abuse of language, Iso(X) is said to have
an admissible ordering. Given an admissible ordering on Iso(X), one obtains the
associated filtration of X by G-invariant subspaces X; C ... C X} = X (this
filtration is finite for the types of G-spaces we shall consider — see Theorem 2.1
below) where X; := {& € X : (G,) = (H;) for some j < i} or equivalently,
X = U, X,
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Given a G-space X, an equivariant map f: X — X is a map that satisfies
f(g-z) = g- f(x). Such a map must preserve the filtration of X mentioned above,
fe. f(X;) CX;forl1<i<k.

A G-space X is a G-Euclidean Neighbourhood Retract (G-ENR) if and only
if there exists a G-embedding, ¢, of X as an invariant subspace of an Euclidean
G-space together with an open invariant neighbourhood that G-retracts onto
i(X). If there is no group acting, we simply talk about ENR’s. We remark that
an ENR endowed with a G-action need not be a G-ENR. Not by a longshot!
There is a Zs-action on S* with a non-ENR (non-locally contractible) stationary
set. (1) We will make use of the following characterization of G-ENRs:

THEOREM 2.1 ([11, Theorem 2.1]). Let X be a separable, finite dimensional
metric G-space. Then X is a G-ENR if and only if X is locally compact, has
a finite number of isotropy types, and for every isotropy subgroup H < G, XH
is an ENR.

Jawarowski’s theorem singles out the G-ENR’s among the finite dimensional
separable metric G-spaces as the most appropriate subclass for us to work with
for two reasons. Firstly, we will require the existence of a fixed point index on
each of the isotropy subspaces X such an index exists if these subspaces are
ENR’s. Secondly, we will require that X have only finitely many isotropy types;
had we chosen to work with G-ANR’s (2) (for which the isotropy subspaces are
ANR’s and we would have had a fixed point index available) we would not have
been able to conclude, in general, that X had finitely many isotropy types.

In order to address so-called “minimality” issues we will need to work with
the following particularly pleasant types of G-spaces.

Suppose G is finite. A simplicial G-complex is a simplicial complex endowed
with an action of G by simplicial homeomorphisms such that if ¢ € G leaves
a simplex invariant, then ¢ fixes this simplex pointwise. A G-space (G is still
finite) that admits an equivariant triangulation will also be called a simplicial
G-complex.

A compact smooth (C°°) G-manifold X is a compact smooth (C°°) manifold
endowed with an action of G by (C*°) diffeomorphisms. It is well known that
a (compact) smooth G-manifold X has a triangulable orbit space, X/G (see [10,
pp. 488-489]). More importantly for us will be the fact that smooth G-manifolds
have “fixed sets” X ((H) € Iso(X)) such that each connected component is
a (smooth) submanifold.

This paper is based on part of a dissertation the author wrote while he
was a student of R. F. Brown at U.C.L.A., and the author would like to thank
R. F. Brown for his guidance and constant encouragement.

() We thank R. Edwards for pointing this out to us.
() See [1] for a definition.
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3. Equivariant Nielsen fixed point theory

DEFINITION 3.1. Let X be a connected ENR and f: X — X a self-map.
Then f is said to be a lift of f to X (the universal cover of X) if the following
diagram commutes

where Px is the (universal) covering projection. Denote the set of all such
lifts of f by LIFT(f). With f any fixed lift of f, one has: LIFT(f) = {af:
a is a lift to the universal cover of idx }. So, by standard covering space theory,
LIFT(f) is in bijective correspondence with 1 (X).This correspondence is not
canonical.

DEFINTION 3.2. Let X be a connected ENR. One can define the following
equivalence relation on LIFT(f): fi ~ fo if fi = afoa™! for some lift o of idx.
Denote the set of equivalence classes by LIFT.(f).

In what follows we will make use of the following;:

LEMMA 3.3. Let X, Y be connected ENRs. Suppose f, g, h are maps such
that the diagram below commutes:

J\

X X
h h

Y

J

;Y

Then, for a fived lift h: X — Y (of h), and a lift f (of f) there is a unique lift g
(of g) such that

~ -
X—X
i ]
X— X

g
commutes. Thus one obtains a function ¢:LIFT(f) — LIFT(g), by setting
v(f) =9
PRrROOF. Standard, see [26]. O

LEMMA 3.4. The function ¥ above is equivariant with respect to the ac-
tions of Cov(X), Cov(Y) on LIFT(f), LIFT(g) by conjugation. Thus it induces
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a function 1: LIFT(f) — LIFT~(g), which is independent of the choice of lift
h originally involved in its definition.

PROOF. Standard, see [26]. O

If h is a homeomorphism, then ¢ and v are bijections.

Let X be a compact G-ENR, (G;) € Iso(X), G} = gGjg~" and denote by
XCG 7 a connected component of X% that is mapped into itself by f. If f: X — X
is a G-map, then the following diagram commutes:

o F1XC
X8 —— x&

gl lg.

G s G
X’ o X’
f1Xe?

(g- is the homeomorphism from X% to X% given by g - () = g-x). By
Lemma 3.4, there is a bijection ¢,.: LIFTN(f|XCGj) — LIFTN(f|XCGj).
Now define:

LIFTS) (£ = LIFTS (f|1X57)
X, G

The functions {¢, }4ec give an action of G on LIFT(NGJ)(f(GJ')).
REMARK 3.5. If Y is a connected ENR, f:Y — Y is a map, then
Py LIFT (f) —» Y
is given by P;}([ﬂ) = Py (Fix(f)), where Py:Y — Y is the universal covering

projection. The following diagram commutes.

& /,
LIFT. (f|X57) —— LIFT.(f|X57)

P*Gj P*G/,
X, x, 4

G, (el
_— ;
X . X

We are ready to define the notion of a (G;)-fpc (fixed point class) of f(©4).

DEFINITION 3.6. Let X be a compact G-ENR, f: X — X a G-map and
suppose (G;) € Iso(X). We define the set of all (G;)-fpcs of f(4); as follows:

LIFTS? (£(69)

~

FPCq,(f(“) =

the quotient space under the orbit equlvalence relation induced by the G-action
described above. If the (local) index I(f \Xc ,F) # 0 for any representative of
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’

. . . G .
an element of FPC(Gj)(f(GJ')) (F is the projection onto X.’ of the fixed point
set of this representative as in Remark 3.5) we say the (G;)-fpc is essential,
otherwise it is inessential.

As usual in Nielsen Theory, there is an equivalent defintion in terms of paths:
x, y are in the same (G,)-fpc (or are “(G;) equivalent” if one wants to think
of the underlying equivalence relation on the fixed points of f on X () if and
only if there is a path v: [ — Xnggil (some g € G) from z to h-y (some h € G)
with v homotopic relative endpoints to f o+ in XgG”'gil

Next we define what it means for a (G )-fpc of f(G*) to “contain” a (G;)-fpc
of f(©) where (G;),(Gx) € Iso(X) and (G;) > (Gi). Suppose G € (Gy),
G} € (Gg) are such that G > G}, and XCG; C XCG;“. One has the following
commutative diagram:

’

! X ’
XGJ L> XGJ

| ]

Xch *> XGk
fIxr

where i: XCG T XCG i is the inclusion. By Lemma 3.4, one can define a function
7(GR=(GG), L IFT(E (f(G )) — LIFT(G*) (f(Gk ).

Furthermore 7(Gr)=(G5) g equivariant with respect to the actions of G on
LIFT /) (f(G)) and LIFT(C®) (£(G+)) described above. That is:

—_~—

rEIZE (g (X)) = rOO=E) (g fIX G )

= [§ fIXS* GV = g OIS@) (11X,

With 7(¥)=(5) denoting the map induced by 7(G¥)<(G3) on the orbit spaces,

we arrive at the following important:

DEFINITION 3.7. Let X be a compact G-ENR, f: X — X a G-map and
suppose (G;), (G) € Iso(X) with (Gx) < (G,). Then define

T(G)<(G,) FPC(a,) (F99)) = FPCg, (f7*))

by setting

Tan<@y (G- B fIX6) = (G- F 7 EI=E([f|X]g)).

It follows that G- F C G - F".
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Let X be a compact G-ENR, and f: X — X a G-map. We associate an
abstract simplicial complex, Kf to f. The vertices of Ky are the essential (G;)-
fpc’s of f(¢) where (G;) € Iso(X); we denote these vertices by ve s, £ € T
(some indexing set) for short. The simplexes of K are subsets (of Vert(Ky)),
o = {v; t}iea where the v; ¢, i € A contain a common (G;)-fpc of f(3). That

is, there exists a single (G;)-fpc, (G - F, [f|X§j]G), such that for any v; s € o

o~

denoting an essential (Gy,)-fpc (G - F’, [f|XCG’”]G), one has:

T <6 (G- FIf1XE)6) = (G- F, [f1X:]6).

REMARK 3.8. It may seem at first glance that one only needs to figure out
what the essential (G;)-fpcs are, as (G;) runs over all the isotropy types of X,
to determine Ky, since these are the vertices. This is far from the truth. To
determine which subsets of vertices are simplices, one needs to consider also the
inessential (G;)-fpcs. For example, three vertices might form a simplex if they
contain a common inessential (G;)-fpc.

DEFINITION 3.9. Let X be a compact G-ENR, f: X — X a G-map, and K
its associated abstract simplicial complex. A set of simplexes of K is said to
span K if every vertex of K is contained in at least one simplex of this set.
We define

NOg(f) := min{]|o| : 0 is a set of simplexes that spans K;}.

To simplify notation in the proof below, we let H%i := H|X0Gj x I — X5,
where H: X x I — X is a G-homotopy.

THEOREM 3.10. Let X be a compact G-ENR, f: X — X a G-map and
suppose that ¢: X — X is equivariantly homotopic to f. One has:

(a) (G-Homotopy Invariance) NOg(f) = NOg(¢).
(b) (Lower Bound) NOg(f) < {0 ] 0 is an orbit of fized points of p}|.

PrROOF. For (a) we show that the abstract simplicial complexes K, and
Ky are the same. To show that |Vert(Ky)| = |Vert(K,)| we verify that a G-
homotopy, H: X x I — X between f and ¢ establishes a 1-1 correspondence
between the essential (G;)-fpc’s of f(%i) and those of ¢(%/). To this end, given

a lift, f|X,;G;, there is a unique lift, H% with HEC; (-,0) = f\XcG;. If we associate
HEC; (-,1) (alift of ga\XSj) to f\XCG; we obtain a function from the lifts of f|XCGj

to the lifts of p|X.? which in turn yields an index-preserving bijection

(@) LIFTE) (£(G3)) - LIFT(E9) (o(C4))
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—_—~—

(the index of [f|XCG;] € LIFT(NGj)(f(GJ)) is understood to be I(f|Xch , F), where

F=P o (Fix(f|X:")).

One can check the above bijection is equivariant with respect to the actions of
G on LIFT(S? (f(©3)) and LIFT (€9 (¢(€3)) and thus induces an index-preserving
bijection.

B FPC @, (fG)) — FPCa,)(9C).
Thus |Vert(Ky)| = |Vert(K,)|.

Moreover, for any (G;),(G;) € Iso(X) with (G;) < (G;) one has, by the
equivariance of H that ® commutes with 7(q,)<(q,), 50 if ve,y € FPC(GJ.)(f(GJ'))
contains a class v € FPC(g,)(f(¢")), then ®(F) (v ;) € FPC(g,)(¢(7)) contains
<I>(G'i)(oz)7 so K is a subcomplex of K. Reversing the direction of the argument
we obtain that K, is a subcomplex of K and so K; = K,

For (b), consider the function ¢: {6 | § is an orbit of fixed points of ¢} — K,
given by 1¥(0) = {v;,}ica the set of all essential fpcs that have (the (G;)-fpc
containing) 6 in common. Then, since (for any (G;) € Iso(X)) each essential
(G;)-fpc of ¢ must consist of at least one orbit of fixed points, Im(¢)) is a spanning
set for K, (= Ky) (if not, say v, ¢ o for any o € Im(2)), then v, , would be an
essential (G;)-fpc of (©4) without any orbits of fixed points). Thus

[{6 ] 6 is an orbit of fixed points of ¢}| > [Im(¢))| > NOg(f)

as required. O

EXAMPLE 3.11 (see [24, Example 3.9]). Let X = S1 x S x S x 1 x S x §2
and G = Ze = {a) x () where Zs = (a), Z3 = (). Suppose the G-action on X
is given by:

Q- (eiel ) 7ei057 (:L'7 Y, Z)) = (ei927ei91 ) €i937 ei047 ei95’ (:E> Y, —Z)),

ﬂ ’ (6i017' e aei057 (xay) Z)) = (ei0176i027ei95a 6i037 61;945 ($7y7 Z))
Let f: X — X be the G-map defined by
f((eiel ei65 (:C y Z))) _ (ei202 61’261 62’263 ei204 62’295 (.17 —y 7/2))

Now, let Y denote the product of the first two factors and the last S?, and let Z
denote the product of the third, fourth and fifth factors. The G-action factors
into a (f)-action on Z and an (a)-action on Y, we also have that f factors i.e.
f = fv x fz. Clearly fz has a single fixed point of non-zero index (1,1, 1), so
to obtain NOg(f), it suffices to consider NO oy (fy). One has:

Fix(fy) = {(m,m?, (n,0,0)) | m® =1,n=1,-1}.
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Now, (1,1,(1,0,0)) and (1,1,(—1,0,0) constitute two distinct essential ({c))-
fpcs (which we denote by v; and vq),

{(ezm/g7 64772'/37 (1’ 070))’ (627ri/3’ e4m‘/3, (_1’ 0, ())),
(647”‘/37 6271'1'/3’ (1,0,0)), (647@/37627”'/37 (=1,0,0))}

constitutes a single essential ({e})-fpc (denoted by v3), and
{(17 17 (1a Oa O))? (1a 17 (_17 Oa O)}

denotes the other essential ({e})-fpc (denoted by v4). So in this case, Ky,
consists of an isolated vertex, vz and the two edges {v1,vs} and {va,v4}. So
a minimal spanning set would have to consist of three simplices and hence
NO (o (fy) = 3. Thus also NOg(f) = 3.

REMARK 3.12. Note that in [24], P. Wong states that there are 8 fixed
points, while in fact there are only six, but this is only a minor error, since his
description of the fixed point set is correct, and one can clearly see from this
description that there are only six fixed points. We work with the defintion of
(G;)-fpcs in terms of paths given in Defintion 3.6, to compute K7, .

Let us now turn our attention to the study of the least number of fixed points
of maps in the G-homotopy class of a given G-map. First we define Ng(f) in
terms of Ky and a certain “weight function”.

Let X be a compact G-ENR with G finite and f: X — X a G-map. Our
definition of Ng(f) is in terms of K. Given a simplex, o, of Ky the set of
(Gj)-fpc’s ((G;) € Iso(X)) that are “common to ¢” (i.e. that are contained in
all the (-)-fpc’s in o) is given an ordering, <, by declaring:

(G- F,[f|X5c) = (G- F',[fIXE7)q) if and only if [G : G4] < [G : G-

Define the following “weight” function on Ky: wy: Ky — N is given by wy(o) =
[G : G;] if G; is such that there is a minimal (G;)-fpc common to o.

DEFINITION 3.13. Let X be a compact G-ENR, with G finite and f: X — X
a G-map. Suppose the “weight” function wy, is as above. Then

Ng(f) := min{ Z wr(o) ’ Sk, is a spanning set of simplexes of Kf}.
O’GSKf

THEOREM 3.14. Let X be a compact G-ENR with G finite, f: X — X a G-
map and suppose that ¢ is G-homotopic to f. Then:

(a) (G-Homotopy Invariance) Ng(f) = Ng(p).
(b) (Lower Bound) N¢g(f) < |Fix(p)].
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PRrROOF. For (a) we have already seen that Ky = K, and by the proof of
Theorem 3.9, if o5 € Ky corresponds to o, € K, a minimal (G;)-fpc common
to oy corresponds to a minimal (G;)-fpc common to o, so wy = w,.

For (b) we may assume ¢ is fix-finite. With v as in the proof of Theorem 3.9,
and noting that |0] > w, (o) if ¥(0) = o, one has (3):

Fix(e) = Y101 > Y wolo) = Na(f). 0

o€lm(v)

EXAMPLE 3.15. Let f: X — X be as in Example 3.11.

We compute > wyr(o) for the following spanning set of K :

UESKf
S = {{Ul,fa v2,f7 '03,]“, v6,f}7 {v-?),fv 'U4,f, 'U57f}7 {v7,f7 'U&f}}-

One has

wy =Y wy(0) =wr({vr s, 02,7, 1,06, })
g€eS

+wr({vs g va,p,v5,0}) twp({vr g, vsp) =1+1+42=4
As it turns out, Ng(f) = 4.

REMARK 3.16. In some cases, there may be many different spanning sets
for Ky, and it would seem, from the above example, that one really need only
consider sums of the form ) ¢ w(o) for Sk, a minimal spanning set of Ky

f

in determining Ng(f); this would lead to errors.

4. Relative equivariant Nielsen fixed point theory

DEFINITION 4.1. Let X be a G-ENR and A C X a closed G-invariant sub-
space that is a G-ENR when endowed with the restriction of the G-action. We
call (X,A) a G-ENR pair. If X (hence A) is compact, we call (X, A) a com-
pact G-ENR pair. Given topological pairs (X, A) and (Y, B) a map of pairs
fi(X,;A) — (Y,B)isamap f: X — Y with f(A) C B. Given two maps of pairs
fir (X, A) — (Y, B), i=0,1, we say they are relative homotopic if there is a map
of pairs H: (X x I, A x I) — (Y, B) with hg = fo and hy = f;.

Suppose that (X, A) is a compact G-ENR pair, and f: (X, A) — (X, A) is
a G-map of pairs. Let (G;) € Iso(A) and A+ C AN XS, As usual, given a lift,
f/|;1§ (of fIAS?), there is a unique lift ﬂ)\(?t (of f| X&) such that the diagram
below commutes (or, so that P,c; (le(m)) C Pye; (le(@))) i is a lift

(3) The summation on the left is over an indexing of the orbits of fixed points of .
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of the inclusion A% < X&i.

c

X8 ——= X¢
fIXe

One defines
7_A(C?i)g)((C;qL) : LIFT(NG,i) ((f|A)(G’)) _ LIFT/(\/Gl)(f(Gl))

by setting:

TA(GﬂQXGi)([ﬁE]) = [f1XE7

if the above diagram commutes.
The function 747 SXY ig well-defined and equivariant with respect to
the actions of G on LIFT(G)((f|A)(¢)) and LIFT(E)( (@), and so induces a

AGD) Ccx(Gi)

function 7 on the orbit spaces.

We arrive at the following important:

DEFINITION 4.2. Let (X, A) be a compact G-ENR pair, f:(X,A) — (X, A)
a G-map of pairs and (G;) € Iso(A). Then define

Taencxen: FPCa,) ((f1A)€)) — FPCq,) (£G)

by setting

Tacocxeo (G- F [flAS)g)) = (G - F', 747X ((714%)).

It follows that G- F C G- F'.

We are ready to define the abstract simplicial complex Ky r|4 associated to
a G-map of pairs f: (X, A) — (X, A).

The vertices of Ky ¢4 are the essential (G;)-fpc’s of either fIAG) or f(Gi),
where (G;) € Iso(X). As for K, we denote these vertices by v r, | € T" for short.
The simplexes of Ky g4 are subsets o = {v; }ica where the v; ¢, i € A contain
a common (G;)-fpc of either fG3) or f|AG), That is, there is either a single

P

(G,)-fpe, (G-F, [f|X57)q) of £(©9) such that for any vertex (G- F, [f|X&*]), in

P

o, TGn<a,) ((G-F, [f|XCG’]G)) = (G-F',[f|XE*]¢) orthere is a single (G;)-fpc

—

(G- F", [f|A§j]G) such that for any vertex in o of the form (G - F’, [f|X&*]q)

—_

or (G- F" [f|AS*]¢) one has either

Tan<@,) (G- F[flAT]e) = (G- F",[f1AS*]a)
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or

T <@ (Taencxen (G- F[f1AZ)6)) = (G- F',[f1XE¥]a).

Observe that Ky 4 and Ky are full subcomplexes of Ky ¢ 4.

DEFINITION 4.3. Let (X, A) be a compact G-ENR pair and f: (X, A4) —
(X, A) a G-map of pairs, with associated simplicial complex Ky 4. Define:

NO¢(f; X, A) := min{|g| : ois a spanning set for Ky f4}.

THEOREM 4.4. Let (X, A) be a compact G-ENR pair, f:(X,A) — (X, A)
a G-map of pairs and ¢ an arbitrary map that is relative equivariantly homotopic
to f. Then:

(a) (Relative Equivariant Homotopy Invariance)
(b) (Lower Bound)

NO¢(f; X, A) < |{0| 0 is an orbit of fixed points of @}|.

PROOF. A relative equivariant homotopy establishes a 1-1 correspondence
between the essential (G;)-fpc’s of fIAG)  resp. f|X (), and those of @ A(G4),
resp. ¢|X(Gi). Thus |Vert(Kf,f‘A)\ = \Vert(K%w‘A)\.

Next, we verify that with v; y corresponding to v;,, ©« € A under a rela-
tive equivariant homotopy (between f and ¢) if oy = {v; r}ica is a simplex of
Ky 514, then o, = {v; , }iea is a simplex of K, 4. If either v ¢, i € A are all
((G))-fpc’s of f|AE) (different (G;) € Iso(X)) or of f(%i) then the preceding
statement is true by the proof of Theorem 3.10. If some v; s are (essential)
(G;)-fpc’s of f|A(G3) and others are (essential) (G;)-fpc’s of f(7) then we need
to verify commutativity of the following diagram.

$(Gj)
FPC(q,)(flAG)) 2" FPC(g,)(|A)

TA(GJ')QX(GJ')J lTA(Gj)gX(Gj)
@)y 3 @)
FPCg,(f\%)) ——— FPCg)(»'“)

We leave the proof to the reader.
(b) This verification is entirely analogous to that of the corresponding in-
equality in Theorem 3.10. a
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DEFINITION 4.5. Let (X, A) be a compact G-ENR pair with G finite, a map
fi(X,A) — (X,A) be a G-map with associated abstract simplicial complex
Ky ra and “weight” function, wy r4. Then

Ng(f;X,A) = min Z wf’f‘A(O')

UGSKf,f\A

SK; ;14 is a spanning set of simplexes of Kf,f|A}.

THEOREM 4.6. Let (X, A) be a compact G-ENR pair with G finite, f: (X, A)
— (X,A) a G-map and suppose ¢ is relative equivariantly homotopic to f.
Then:

(a) (Relative Equivariant Homotopy Invariance)
Na(f; X, A) = Na(p; X, A).
(b) (Lower Bound) Ng(f; X, A) < |Fix(¢)|.

PROOF. The proof is essentially the same as that of Theorem 3.13. ]

5. Minimality

In order to prove our minimality theorem, we will need a “geometric char-
acterization” of what it means for several essential (Gp)-fpc’s (of a G-map
f: X — X) to contain a common (G;)-fpc.

LeEMMA 5.1. Let X be a compact smooth G-manifold with G finite and
f: X — X a G-map with associated abstract simplicial complex, Ky. Suppose
o = {vi s tien is a simplex of Ky with orbits of fized points 0; inv; 5 (i € A). Let

us denote by ((G-F, [f|XcG7]G)) the (G;)-fpc that is common to o. Then, there is
an orbit 8 C X(Gi), and x; € 0; such that there exist paths og,: I — XCGI”” from x;
to some y € 0, together with homotopies Hy,: I x I — X5 with (hg;)e(0) = x4,
(R o(t) = e, (1), (ha1(8) = [0, (t) and (hy)i(1) € X7 C X, where
Gj € (Gj). If F # 0 (where F :p(FiX(f|XCGj)), then one can “take” 6 C G- F,
and (hy,)e(1) =y for allt € I (i.e. ay, ~ foa,, relative endpoints).

PRrROOF. This follows from the definitions and from the arguments in ([26,
Theorem 2.3]). O

We are now ready to prove our minimality result. From here on, we assume
X is a compact, connected smooth G-manifold, where G is finite, the action is
semi-free, the dimension of each connected component of X is at least three
and the codimension in X of each such connected component is at least two.
This last requirement ensures that X can be bypassed in X as defined below.
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DEFINITION 5.2. Let (X, A) be a topological pair, with both X and X — A4
path-connected. We say that A can be by-passed in X if the homomorphism
(induced by the inclusion map i: X — A — X)

tem (X — A, ) > m(X, )

is surjective. If A can be bypassed in X, then any path in X with endpoints in
X — A is homotopic (relative endpoints) to a path in X — A.

LEMMA 5.3. Let X be a compact, connected smooth G-manifold as described
above. Suppose f: X — X is a fiz-finite map with @ C Xy.y an orbit of fized
points belonging to an essential (e)-fpc that contains only empty (G)-fpcs of f.
Then there is an equivariant homotopy between f and ¢ with Fix(¢) = Fix(f) —
0 U {2z} where z € X¢ — Fix(f).

PROOF. Let z € X% — Fix(f) be, without loss of generality, a vertex, let
a:I — X% be a PL arc homotopic (in X%) to v(t) = H(1,t) (the homotopy
given by Lemma 4.7) with «(0) = z, a(1) = f(z), and let V; be a small open
invariant neighbourhood of z such that f(Cl(V1)) N CL(Vy) =0 and Vi Na(]) is
a line segment. Next let € > 0 be such that, if Vo := {y € X : d(y, 2) < €},
then Vo, (0 <t < 1) is a conic neighbourhood of z in X% with Vo1 € V3 N X,

Subdivide (if necessary) to obtain a subcomplex K; C V3 N X% with Vo1 C
int yc K, and define H': K1 x I — X as follows

f(z) if # ¢ Vau,

f((:td(x,z)—l>x+(2—d:cz) )
Himd) = 1f0<—<d( 2) <

ag(l—t—l—id(:c,z)) if 0 < d(x, z)g%t

Now, choose any z1 € 6 and let 8: I — X be a normal(except for the fact
that 5(1) is a vertex) PL arc homotopic to H (¢, 0) satistying properties («) and
(B) just like 7 in [2, Lemma 4.10] with 5(0) = 21, B(1) = 2z, 8([0,1)) C Xy,
and such that for any g # e, g- 8(I) N B(I) = {z}.

We next carefully equivariantly extend the homotopy, H’, to all of X so that
for the extension, H’, one has Fix(h}) = Fix(h}) U {z} and b} o 3 ~ 3 (relative
endpoints).

Now, there is a retraction r1: V3 — (K; x I) U (X% x {0}) with

(Vs — (intye K1 x I)) C (Frya Ky x I) U (X% —intxoK;) x {0})
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where V3 is an open neighbourhood of (K7 x I)U (X% x {0}) in X& x I. Let U;
be a neighbourhood of K in X with

Uy xICVs, ’/‘1((U1 —intXc;Kl) X I) C (FI‘XGKl X I) U (V1 X {0})

Subdivide, if necessary, to obtain a subcomplex Ko C U; with K7 C intxe K.
There is also an equivariant retraction:

ro: Vi — (<K2U U g-ﬁ([)) X 1) U (X x {0})

geG

where Vj is an open invariant neighbourhood of of (K2 UU e 9 B(1)) x I) U
(X x{0})in X x I.

Next, let 1 > &1 > 0 be the largest number such that S((1 —e1,1]) C V; and
set L =p6((1—e1,1]) .

Let Uy be an open invariant neighbourhood of Ko U UgeG g-L with Uy C V7,
Uy x I CVyand

ro(Us x I) C ((KQU U g~L> x 1) U (V4 x {0}).

geG

Next let r34: (g L) x I — ({2} x I) U ((g- L) x {0}) be the obvious retractions.
Now let Us C Us(C V1) be an open invariant neighbourhood of Ky U éJGg -L
9

with UsN X% C int yo K. Finally, we are able to carefully extend H’ to X x I by
means of a painstakingly constructed retraction. Let R: (Us x I) U (X x {0}) —
(K1 x I)U (X x {0}) be given by:
r3g 0 o, t) if (z,t) €ryt(g- L x I),
R(x,t) :={ riorg(x,t) if (z,t) € ry (Ko x I),
ro(x,t) if (z,t) € ry 1(X x {0}).

Finally, let u: X — I be an equivariant map with

{1 if z € K3,

u(x) ==
0 ifreX-Us.

Then H'(z,t) = H' o R(z,u(x)t) is the desired extension.

One now proceeds to equivariant “move” g-x, along g-((I) until they are in
a maximal simplex containing z as a vertex. Finally one equivariantly “coalesces”
these fixed points with z as in [2, Theorem 4.13]. O

THEOREM 5.4. Let X be a compact, connected, smooth G-manifold where G
is finite, the action is semi-free, the dimension of each connected component of
X is at least three and the codimension in X of each such component is at least
two, and let f: X — X be a G-map. Then, there is an equivariant homotopy
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between f and o where |Fix(p)| = Ng(f) and |{0 | 0 is an orbit of fixed points
of p}| = NOa(f).

PRrOOF. By [21] we obtain a partial homotopy H: X x {0} U X% x I — X
between f¢ and a map that has a single fixed point in each essential (G)-fpc
and has empty inessential (G)-fpcs. We extend this homotopy to an equivariant
homotopy H defined on all of X x I. Then, by the proofs of [2, Proposition
4.3, Lemma 4.10, Theorem 4.13], we obtain an equivariant homotopy (rel. X¢)
between h; and a G-map that has a single orbit of fixed points in each essential
(G)-fpc or ({e})-fpc, and, as usual, has empty inessential (G)-fpc and ({e})-fpcs.
Finally, we apply Lemma 5.3 repeatedly (if necessary) to replace orbits of fixed
points of this map in Xy, belonging to essential ({e})-fpcs with single fixed
points in X belonging to fpcs they contain. The G-map ¢, we thus obtain,
clearly has the properties stated in the theorem. O

As a concluding remark, the proof above can be used to establish a similar
result for equivariant self-maps of suitable finite simplicial complexes endowed
with semi-free (finite) simplicial group actions. It is also tedious to generalize to
the case of not necessarily semi-free group actions, but one would have to impose
a series of conditions on the fixed point sets (of the group action) similar to the
by-passing condition detailed above.
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