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MANIFOLDS REALIZED AS ORBIT SPACES

OF NON-FREE Zk
2-ACTIONS ON REAL MOMENT-ANGLE MANIFOLDS

NIKOLAI EROKHOVETS

Abstract. We consider (non-necessarily free) actions of subgroups H ⊂ Zm
2

on the real
moment-angle manifold RZP corresponding to a simple convex n polytope P with m facets.
The criterion when the orbit space RZP /H is a topological manifold (perhaps with a boundary)
can be extracted from results by M.A. Mikhailova and C. Lange. For any dimension n we con-
struct series of manifolds RZP /H homeomorphic to Sn and series of manifolds Mn = RZP /H
admitting a hyperelliptic involution τ ∈ Zm

2
/H , that is an involution τ such that Mn/〈τ〉

is homeomorphic to Sn. For any 3-polytope P we classify all subgroups H ⊂ Zm

2
such that

RZP /H is a 3-sphere or a rational homology 3-sphere. For any 3-polytope P and any subgroup
H ⊂ Zm

2
we classify all hyperelliptic involutions τ ∈ Zm

2
/H acting on RZP /H . As a corollary

we obtain that a 3-dimensional small cover has 3 hyperelliptic involutions in Z3

2
if and only if

it is a rational homology 3-sphere and if and only if it correspond to a triple of Hamiltonian
cycles such that each edge of the polytope belongs to exactly two of them.
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Introduction

Toric topology (see [BP15, DJ91]) assigns to each n-dimensional convex polytope P with m
facets F1, . . . , Fm an n-dimensional real moment-angle manifold RZP with an action of a finite
group Zm

2 and an (n + m)-dimensional moment-angle manifold ZP with an action of a com-
pact torus Tm such that RZP/Z

m
2 = ZP/T

m = P and the equivariant topology of these spaces
depends only on combinatorics of P . This construction allows one to build large families of man-
ifolds for which deep mathematical results can be proved in a more efficient and explicit form.
For example, the problem of classification of 3-dimensional manifolds and 6-dimensional simply-
connected manifold by their algebraic topology invariants can be explicitly solved for the large
families of small covers and quasitoric manifolds over 3-dimensional right-angled hyperbolic
polytopes [BEMPP17]. The Thurston’s problem of existence of a geometric decomposition
of any orientable 3-manifold was finally solved by G. Perelman. For all 3-dimensional manifolds
obtained as orbit spaces of free actions of subgroups in Zm

2 on RZP this decomposition can
be described explicitly and constructively [E22M].

In this paper we consider the specification of the following general question to the case of real
moment-angle manifolds and subgroups H ⊂ Zm

2 :

Question 1. When is the orbit space of a smooth action of a finite group on a smooth manifold
a topological manifold (perhaps with a boundary)?

For manifolds RZP/H we consider the following questions.

Question 2. When is RZP/H homeomorphic to Sn?

Question 3. To classify all hyperelliptic involutions in the group Zm
2 /H acting on the manifold

RZP/H, that is involutions with the orbit space homeomorphic to Sn.

Question 4. When is RZP/H a manifold with the same rational homology as Sn?

The exhaustive answer to Question 1 was obtained in the works by M.A. Mikhailova and
C. Lange [M85, LM16, L19]. For an abelian group this is equivalent to the fact that for any
point the representation of its stabilizer in the tangent space in the invariant metric is gen-
erated by reflexions and rotations, where the presence of a rotation indicates the presence of
a boundary in the manifold. In our particular case in Theorem 5.1 we give an effective explicit
answer in terms of the polytope and the matrix defining a subgroup and a short proof. Namely,
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a subgroup H of rank m − r is defined by a vector-coloring of rank r, that is a mapping
Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zr

2 such that 〈Λ1, . . . ,Λr〉 = Zr
2. Usually in toric topology one considers

freely acting subgroups. This is equivalent to the fact that the coloring is linearly independent,
that is the vectors Λi1 , . . . , Λik are linearly independent if Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik 6= ∅. In this case
the orbit space N(P,Λ) = RZP/H is automatically a (smooth) manifold.

In the general case N(P,Λ) is a pseudomanifold, possibly with a boundary, where the bound-
ary is glued of facets Fi with Λi = 0. We prove that N(P,Λ) is a topological manifold if and only
if different nonzero vectors among Λi1, . . . , Λik are linearly independent if Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik 6= ∅.

We prove (Corollary 1.14) that the pseudomanifold N(P,Λ) is closed and orientable if and
only if all the vectors Λ1, . . . , Λm in Zr

2 lie in an affine hyperplane cx = 1 not containing 0 (this
generalizes the criterion of orientability of small covers from [NN05]). We call such colorings
affine colorings of rank r − 1 and denote them λ. In some coordinate system Λi = (1, λi).

A coloring c : {F1, . . . , Fm} → {1, . . . , r} defines a complex C(P, c) with facets Gj the con-
nected components of unions

⋃
i Fi corresponding to the same color and faces the connected

components of intersections of facets. The complexes C(P, cP ) and C(Q, cQ) are equivalent
(C(P, cP ) ≃ C(Q, cQ)) if there is a homeomorphism P → Q mapping facets to facets. In Corol-
lary 2.7 we prove that any two colorings of the simplex ∆n in r colors produce equivalent
complexes. We denote this equivalence class C(n, r). It turns out that any affine coloring λ of
rank r of a polytope P with C(P, λ) ≃ C(n, r+1) produces a sphere N(P, λ) ≃ Sn (see Construc-
tion 5.8). Our main result concerning Question 2 is that in dimension n = 3 this construction
exhausts all 3-spheres among N(P, λ) (Theorem 10.1). The 1-skeleton C1(3, 1) is empty, C1(3, 2)
is a circle without vertices, C1(3, 3) is a theta-graph – a graph with two vertices connected by
three multiple edges, and C1(3, 4) is the complete graph K4. Thus, subgroups in Zm

2 producing
spheres RZP/H bijectively correspond to the empty set, simple cycles, theta-subgraphs and
K4-subgraphs in the 1-skeleton of P .

Question 3 is motivated by papers [M90, VM99M, VM99S2] by A.D. Mednykh and
A.Yu. Vesnin who constructed examples of hyperelliptic 3-manifolds in five Thurston’s geome-
tries R3, H3, S3, H2×R, and S2×R. These examples were build using a right-angled 3-polytope
P equipped with a Hamiltonian cycle, a Hamiltonian theta-subgraph, or a Hamiltonian K4-
subgraph, where a subgraph is Hamiltonian if it contains all the vertices. We call an involution
τ ∈ Zm

2 /H acting on the manifold N(P, λ) defined by an affine coloring of rank r special if
the complex C(P, λτ ) corresponding to the orbit space N(P, λ)/〈τ〉 is equivalent to C(n, r).
By Construction 5.8 any special involution is hyperelliptic. We introduce Construction 8.6 pro-
ducing any special hyperelliptic manifold from a coloring c : {F1, . . . , Fm} → {1, . . . , r} such
that C(P, c) ≃ C(n, r) and a 0/1-coloring χ : {F1, . . . , Fm} → {0, 1}. In Theorem 8.14 we clas-
sify all special hyperelliptic involutions τ ∈ Zm

2 /H . For n = 3 Theorem 10.1 implies that any
hyperelliptic involution in Zm

2 /H is special. Our main result concerning Question 3 is the clas-
sification of all hyperelliptic involutions in Zm

2 /H for n = 3. In particular, any Hamiltonian
empty set (r = 1), cycle (r = 2), theta-subgraph (r = 3) or K4-subgraph (r = 4) Γ in C1(P, c)
induces an affine coloring λΓ of rank r by the following rule. The facets of P lying in the same
facet Gi of Γ can be colored in two colors in such a way that adjacent facets have different
colors. Assign to one color the point ai and to the other color bi, where the points a1, a2, . . . ,
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ar, b1 are affinely independent and the vector τ = ai + bi does not depend on i. We obtain
an affine coloring λΓ and the hyperelliptic involution τ on N(P, λΓ) induced by Γ. In Theorem
11.5 we prove that hyperelliptic involutions in Zm

2 /H(λ) bijectively correspond to Hamiltonian
subgraphs of the above type inducing λ. Also in Theorem 11.7 we classify all pairs (P, λ) admit-
ting more than one hyperelliptic involution. In particular, 3-dimensional small covers N(P,Λ)
with three hyperelliptic involutions correspond to triples of Hamiltonian cycles on a simple
3-polytope P such that any edge of P belongs to exactly two cycles.

To studyQuestion 4 one can use the description of the cohomologyH∗(N(P,Λ),Q) obtained
by A. Suciu and A. Trevisan [ST12, T12], and S. Choi and H. Park [CP17]. Using this description
in Theorem 12.5 we describe all 3-dimensional rational homology 3-spheres among manifolds
N(P, λ). Namely for n = 3 the manifold N(P, λ) corresponding to an affine coloring of rank
r is a rational homology sphere if and only if for any affine hyperplane π in Zr

2 the union⋃
λi∈π

Fi is a disk. In particular, 3-dimensional small covers are exactly small covers with three
hyperelliptic involutions described above. In Example 12.11 we build rational homology 3-
spheres N(P, λ) with geometric structures modelled on S3, S2 × R, R3, H2 × R, and H3.

The paper is organized as follows.
In Section 1 we give main definitions and basic facts about real moment-angle manifolds RZP

and their factor spaces N(P,Λ). In particular, in Proposition 1.13 and Corollary 1.14 we give
the criterion when the pseudomanifold N(P,Λ) is closed and orientable.

In Section 2 we describe complexes C(P, c) corresponding to colorings of facets of P and
their properties. In particular, in Proposition 2.6 and Corollary 2.7 we prove that all colorings
of facets of the simplex ∆n in r colors produce equivalent complexes.

In Sections 3 and 4 we describe the weakly equivariant classification of spaces N(P,Λ) defined
by vector-colorings and N(P, λ) defined by affine colorings.

In Section 5 we give the criterion when N(P,Λ) is a topological manifold (Theorem 5.1) and
give a Construction 5.8 of spheres N(P,Λ). In particular, in Example 5.9 for any face G ⊂ P
of codimension k we build a subgroup HG ⊂ Zm

2 of codimension k+1 such that RZP/HG ≃ Sn.
For a vertex of the product ∆n1 × · · · × ∆nk this gives an action of Zk−1

2 on Sn1 × · · · × Snk

with the orbit space Sn1+···+nk build by Dmitry Gugnin in [G19].
In Section 6 we give a sufficient condition for the space ZP/H to be a closed topological

manifold with a boundary (Proposition 6.1). This condition is similar to Theorem 5.1 and can
be extracted from the general theory developed in [S09, AGo24]. Namely, if a subgroup H is
defined by an integer vector-coloring Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zr \ {0} such that 〈Λ1, . . .Λm〉 = Zr

and for any vertex v = Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩Fin all the different vectors among {Λi1, . . . ,Λin} form a part
of a basis in Zr, then ZP/H is a closed topological (n+ r)-manifold. In Proposition 6.2 we give
a sufficient condition for ZP/H to be homeomorphic to a sphere. As an application in Example
6.4 we build an action of Tk−1 on Sn1+1×· · ·×Snk+1 with the orbit space Sn1+···+nk+1 constructed
in [AGu23].

In Section 7 we describe combinatorial properties of boolean simplicial prisms important
for a construction of hyperelliptic manifolds.
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In Section 8 we give Construction 8.6 of special hyperelliptic manifolds N(P, λ) with a hy-
perelliptic involution τ ∈ Zm

2 /H(λ) such that C(P, λτ ) ≃ C(n, r). In Theorem 8.14 for these
manifolds we classify all special hyperelliptic involutions τ ∈ Zm

2 /H(λ).
In Section 9 we give basic facts from the graph theory and theory of 3-polytopes and in Theo-

rem 9.10 we prove that complexes C(P, c) corresponding to 3-polytopes P are exactly subdivisions
of the 2-sphere arising from disjoint unions (perhaps empty) of simple curves and connected
3-valent graphs without bridges.

In Section 10 we prove that for an affine coloring λ of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P the
space N(P, λ) is homeomorphic to S3 if and only if C(P, λ) is equivalent to C(3, r+1) (Theorem
10.1).

In Section 11 for affine colorings λ of 3-polytopes P we classify all hyperelliptic involutions
in Zm

2 /H acting on N(P, λ) (Theorems 11.5 and 11.7).
In Section 12 we give a criterion when the space N(P, λ) is a rational homology 3-sphere

(Theorem 12.5) and consider examples of such spaces.
In Section 13 we gather known information on simple 3-polytopes admitting three consistent

Hamiltonian cycles and build examples of such polytopes and also of polytopes that do not
have such a property.

1. Real moment-angle manifolds and their factor spaces

For an introduction to the polytope theory we recommend the books [Z95] and [Gb03].
In this paper by a polytope we call an n-dimensional combinatorial convex polytope. Sometimes
we implicitly use its geometric realization in Rn and sometimes we use it explicitly. In the latter
case we call the polytope geometric. A polytope is simple, if any its vertex is contained in exactly
n facets. Let {F1, . . . , Fm} be the set of all the facets, and Z2 = Z/2Z.

Definition 1.1. For each geometric simple polytope P one can associate an n-dimensional real
moment-angle manifold:

RZP = P × Zm
2 / ∼, where (p, a) ∼ (q, b) if and only if p = q and a− b ∈ 〈ei : p ∈ Fi〉,

where e1, . . . , em is the standard basis in Zm
2 .

The space ZP was introduced in [DJ91]. It can be showed that ZP has a structure of a smooth
manifold such that the action of Zm

2 is smooth (see [BP15]).
It is convenient to imagine RZP as a space glued from copies of the polytope P along facets.

If we fix an orientation on P×0, then define on the polytope P×a the same orientation, if a has
an even number of unit coordinates, and the opposite orientation, in the other case. A polytope
P × a is glued to the polytope P × (a+ ei) along the facet Fi. At each vertex the polytopes are
arranged as coordinate orthants in Rn, at each edge – as the orthants at a coordinate axis, and
at face of dimension i – as the orthants at an i-dimensional coordinate subspace. Therefore,
RZP has a natural structure of an oriented piecewise-linear manifold. There is a natural action
of Zm

2 on RZP induced from the action on the second factor. The actions of basis vectors ei
can be viewed as reflections in facets of the polytope. In particular, it changes the orientation.
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Lemma 1.2. The element x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Zm
2 preserves the orientation of RZP if and only

if it has an even number of nonzero coordinates. In other words, if x1 + · · ·+ xm = 0.

Definition 1.3. We will denote by H0 the subgroup of Zm
2 consisting of all the orientation

preserving elements.

We consider manifolds obtained as orbit spaces of (not necessarily) free actions of subgroups
H ⊂ Zm

2 on RZP . Each subgroup of Zm
2 is isomorphic to Zm−r

2 for some r and may be defined as
a kernel of a an epimorphism Λ: Zm

2 → Zr
2. Such a mapping is uniquely defined by the images

Λi ∈ Zr
2 of all the vectors ei ∈ Zm

2 corresponding to facets Fi, i = 1,. . . , m. It can be shown
that the action of the subgroup H(Λ) ⊂ Zm

2 on RZP is free if and only if

(∗) for any face Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik of P the vectors Λi1 , . . . , Λik are linearly independent.

Since any face of P contains a vertex, it is sufficient to check this condition only for vertices.

Definition 1.4. We call a mapping Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zr
2 such that the images Λj of the

facets Fj span Zr
2 a (general) vector-coloring of rank r. If, additionally, the condition (*) holds

we call such a vector-coloring linearly independent.

Remark 1.5. In [E22M] by definition any vector-coloring is assumed to be linearly independent.

Remark 1.6. Sometimes we call by a vector-coloring of rank r a mapping Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zs
2

such that dim 〈Λ1, . . . ,Λs〉 = r.

Denote by N(P,Λ) the orbit space RZP/H(Λ) of an action corresponding to a vector-coloring
of rank r. If we identify Zm

2 /KerΛ with Zr
2 via the mapping Λ, then

N(P,Λ) = P × Zr
2/ ∼, where (p, a) ∼ (q, b) if and only if p = q and a− b ∈ 〈Λi : p ∈ Fi〉.

In particular, the space N(P,Λ) is glued from 2r copies of P . It has a canonical action of Zr
2

such that the orbit space is P .

Definition 1.7. We call N(P,Λ) a space defined by a vector-coloring Λ.

Example 1.8. For r = m and the mapping E(Fi) = ei, where e1, . . . , em is the standard basis
in Zm

2 , the space N(P,E) is RZP .
For r = n a linearly independent vector-coloring is called a characteristic mapping, and the

space N(P,Λ) is called a small cover.
For r = 1 and the constant mapping Λi = 1 the corresponding subgroup is the subgroup H0

consisting of all the elements preserving the orientation of RZP . The space N(P,Λ) is glued of
two copies of P along the common boundary. It is homeomorphic to Sn.

Proposition 1.9. For vector-colorings Λ1 and Λ2 of ranks r1 and r2 of a polytope P we have
H(Λ1) ⊂ H(Λ2) if and only if there is an epimorphism Π: Zr1

2 → Zr2
2 such that Π ◦Λ1 = Λ2. In

this case N(P,Λ2) = N(P,Λ1)/KerΠ, where KerΠ ≃ H(Λ2)/H(Λ1). In particular, if the action
of KerΠ is free, then there is a covering N(P,Λ1) → N(P,Λ2) with the fiber H(Λ2)/H(Λ1).
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Proof. We have H(Λ1) ⊂ H(Λ2) if and only if each row of the matrix Λ2 with columns Λ2,i is a
linear combination of rows of Λ1. This is equivalent to the existence of a surjection Π: Zr1

2 → Zr2
2

such that Π(Λ1,i) = Λ2,i for all i = 1, . . . , m. �

Corollary 1.10. We have H(Λ1) = H(Λ2) if and only if there is an isomorphism Π: Zr2
2 → Zr1

2

such that Λ1 = Π ◦ Λ2.

Corollary 1.11. Let Λ be a vector-coloring of rank r of a simple polytope P . Then there is
a bijection between the subgroups H ′ ⊂ Zr

2 and the subgroups in Zm
2 containing H(Λ) given

by the correspondance H ′ = KerΠ → KerΠ ◦ Λ (or by the isomorphism Zr
2 ≃ Zm

2 /KerΛ).
Moreover, N(P,Λ)/H ′ ≃ N(P,Π ◦ Λ).
Corollary 1.12. We have H(Λ1) ⊂ H(Λ2) if and only if there is a change of coordinates in Rr1

such that Rr2 corresponds to the first r2 coordinates, and Λ1,i = (Λ2,i, βi) for each i = 1, . . . , m
and some βi ∈ Rr1−r2.

Proof. Indeed, we can choose a basis e1, . . . , er1 in Z
r1
2 such that Π(e1), . . . , Π(er2) is the

standard basis in Rr2 , and er2+1, . . . , er1 is a basis in KerΠ. We have Zr1
2 = 〈e1, . . . , er2〉 ⊕

〈er2+1, . . . , er1〉, and in this basis Π(a, b) = a. �

The space N(P,Λ) is a pseudomanifold, perhaps with a boundary. It is glued from 2r copies
of P , any facet of each copy belongs to at most two copies of P , and for any two copies P × a
and P × b there is a sequence of polytopes P × ai, i = 0, . . . , l, such that ai0 = a, al = b,
and P × ai ∩P × ai+1 contains a facet of both polytopes. After several barycentric subdivisions
this condition translates to a standard definition of a pseudomanifold as a simplicial complex.
In particular, the notion of an orientation of the space N(P,Λ) is well-defined. The boundary
ofN(P,Λ) is glued of copies of facets Fi of P with Λi = 0. The following result is a generalization
of the result from [NN05], which considers only small covers and the result from [E22M], which
considers only free actions.

Proposition 1.13. Let the vectors Λj1, . . . ,Λjr form a basis in Zr
2. Then the pseudomanifold

N(P,Λ) is orientable if and only if any nonzero Λi is a linear combination of an odd number
of these vectors. Moreover, if N(P,Λ) is orientable, then the action of an element x ∈ Zr

2

preserves its orientation if and only if x is a linear combination of an even number of the
vectors Λj1, . . . ,Λjr .

Proof. For N(P,Λ) = P ×Zr
2/ ∼ to be orientable it is necessary and sufficient that for any facet

Fi of an oriented polytope P such that Λi 6= 0 the polytope P×(a+Λi), which is glued to P×a

along this facet, has an opposite orientation. Starting from P × a and using only facets Fj1,
. . . , Fjr we can come from P × a to any P × b, b ∈ Zr

2, which defines uniquely the orientation
of any polytope P ×b. For these orientations to be consistent it is necessary and sufficient that
for any facet Fi with Λi 6= 0 the polytope P × (a+ Λi) is achieved in an odd number of steps,
which is equivalent to the fact that Λi is a linear combination of an odd number of vectors Λjl.
The element x ∈ Zr

2 moves the polytope P × a to P × (a + x), so it preserves the orientation
if and only if x is a linear combination of an even number of the vectors Λj1, . . . ,Λjr . �
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This condition can be reformulated in a more invariant form.

Corollary 1.14. The pseudomanifold N(P,Λ) is orientable if and only if there is a linear
function c ∈ (Zr

2)
∗ such that cΛi = 1 for all i with Λi 6= 0. Moreover, if N(P,Λ) is orientable,

then the action of an element x ∈ Zr
2 preserves its orientation if and only if cx = 0.

Proof. Indeed, if there is such a function c ∈ (Zr
2)

∗, then for a basis Λj1, . . . ,Λjr cΛjs = 1 for all
s, hence if Λj = u1Λj1 + · · ·+ urΛjr , then cΛj = u1 + · · ·+ ur = 1, and the number of nonzero
elements us is odd. On the other hand, if any vector Λj is a linear combination of an odd
number of basis vectors, then the sum of all the coordinates is the desired linear function. �

Remark 1.15. We can consider the function c ∈ (Zr
2)

∗ from Corollary 1.14 as the first coordinate
in Zr

2. Then Λi = (1, λi) if Λi 6= 0. More on this correspondence see in Section 4.

Corollary 1.16. The pseudomanifold N(P,Λ) is closed and orientable if and only H(Λ) ⊂ H0,
that is H(Λ) consists of orientation preserving involutions. Moreover, if N(P,Λ) is closed and
orientable, then the subgroup of the orientation-preserving involutions H ′

0 ⊂ Zr
2 corresponds to

the subgroup H0/KerΛ under the isomorphism Zr
2 ≃ Zm

2 /KerΛ.

Proof. The subgroup H0 corresponds to the mapping Λ0(Fi) = 1 for all i. Thus, this is the
direct corollary of Proposition 1.9 and Corollary 1.11. �

Corollary 1.17. The pseudomanifold N(P,Λ)/H ′, where H ′ ⊂ Zr
2, is closed and orientable

if and only N(P,Λ) is closed and orientable and H ′ ⊂ H ′
0, that is H

′ consists of orientation-
preserving involutions.

Proof. Let H ′ = KerΠ for a surjection π : Zr
2 → Zk

2 . Then N(P,Λ)/H ′ = N(P,Π ◦ Λ) is
closed and orientable if and only if KerΠ ◦ Λ ⊂ H0. This holds if and only if Ker Λ ⊂ H0 and
H ′ ⊂ H ′

0. �

Remark 1.18. Corollaries 1.16 and 1.17 can be explained in another way. The pseudomanifold
N(P,Λ) = RZP/H(Λ) of dimension n is closed and orientable if and only if Hn(N(P,Λ),Q) =
Q. There is the following result connected with the notion of a transfer.

Theorem 1.19. (See [B72, Theorem 2.4]) Let G be a finite group acting on a simplicial complex
K by simplicial homeomorphisms. Then for any field F of characteristic 0 or prime to |G|
the mapping π∗ : H∗(|K|,F) → H∗(|K|/G,F) induces the isomorphism

H∗(|K|,F)G ≃ H∗(|K|/G,F),
where H∗(|K|,F)G consists of homology classes invariant under the action of any g∗, g ∈ G.

The action of Zm
2 on RZP as well as Zr

2 onN(P,Λ) is simplicial with respect to the structure of
a simplicial complex arising from the barycentric subdivision of P , hence forHn(N(P,Λ)/H ′,Q)
to be isomorphic to Q it is necessary and sufficient that Hn(N(P,Λ),Q) ≃ Q (that is, N(P,Λ)
is closed and orientable) and Hn(N(P,Λ),Q)G = Hn(N(P,Λ),Q) (that is, any element of G
preserves the orientation).
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2. A complex C(P, c) defined by a coloring c

Construction 2.1. Let us call a surjective mapping c : {F1, . . . , Fm} → [l] = {1, . . . , l} a
coloring of the polytope P in l colors. For any coloring c define a complex C(P, c) ⊂ ∂P as
follows. Its “facets” are connected components of unions of all the facets of P of the same color,
“k-faces” are connected components of intersections of (n − k) different facets. By definition
each k-face is a union of k-faces of P . Choose a linear order of all the facets G1, . . . , GM .

By an equivalence of two complexes C(P, c) and C(Q, c′) we mean a homeomorphism P → Q
sending facets of C(P, c) to facets of C(Q, c′). If there is such an equivalence, we call C(P, c) and
C(Q, c′) equivalent.

Denote Rk
> = {(y1, . . . , yk) ∈ Rk : yi > 0 for all i}. For a subset ω ⊂ [m] denote Pω =

⋃
i∈ω Fi.

Lemma 2.2. Let a point p ∈ ∂P belong to exactly l > 0 facets Gi1, . . . , Gil of C(P, c). Then
there is a piecewise linear homeomorphism ϕ of a neighbourhood U ⊂ P of p to a neighbourhood
V ⊂ Rl

> × Rn−l such that ϕ(Gjs ∩ U) = V ∩ {ys = 0}, s = 1, . . . , l.

Proof. Take the face G(p) =
⋂

Fi∋p
Fi = Fj1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fjk . Since the distance from p to any facet

Fj , p /∈ Fj , is positive, there is a neighbourhood U(p) ⊂ Rn such that U(p) ∩ P = U(p) ∩ S(p),
where

S(p) = {x ∈ Rn : aj1x+ bj1 > 0, . . . ,ajkx+ bjk > 0},
and ajx+ bj > 0 is the halfspace defined by a facet Fj.

For any vertex v ∈ G(p) there is an affine change of coordinates yj = ajx + bj : Fj ∋ v. In
these coordinates

S(p) = {yj1 > 0} × · · · × {yjk > 0} × Rn−k = Rk
> × Rn−k,

where for the point p we have yj1 = · · · = yjk = 0 and yj > 0 for all the other j.
Let Gis = Pωis

. We have a decomposition {j1, . . . , jk} = ωi1(p) ⊔ · · · ⊔ ωil(p), where ωis(p) =
ωis ∩ {j1, . . . , jk}. Set pis = |ωis(p)|. Then

S(p) = R
pi1
> × . . .R

pil
> × Rn−k.

Each R
p
> is piecewise linearly homeomorphic to Rp−1 × R>. Namely

R
p
> = cone (e1, . . . , ep) =

p⋃

j=1

cone (e1, . . . , ej−1, e1 + · · ·+ ep, ej+1, . . .ep).

Then the mapping

e1 → e1, . . . , ep−1 → ep−1, ep → −e1 − · · · − ep−1, e1 + · · ·+ ep → ep

defines a linear homeomorphism of each cone to its image and a piecewise linear homeomorphism
R

p
> ≃ Rp−1×R>. It maps ∂Rp

> = R
p
> ∩

⋃p

i=1{yi = 0} to Rp−1. Then we have a homeomorphism

S(p) = R
pi1
> × . . .R

pil
> × Rn−k ≃ (Rp1−1 × R>)× · · · × (Rpl−1 × R>)× Rn−k ≃ Rl

> × Rn−l,

which sends each set Gis ∩ S(p) to the corresponding hyperplane {ys = 0}. �

Corollary 2.3. Any set Pω, ω 6= ∅, [m] is a topological n-manifold with a boundary.



10 N.YU. EROKHOVETS

Proof. To prove this it is sufficient to consider a coloring c(Fi) =

{
1, i ∈ ω

2, i /∈ ω
. �

Corollary 2.4. Each k-face of C(P, c) is a topological k-manifold, perhaps with a boundary.

The proof is similar.

Remark 2.5. It follows from Lemma 2.2 that the polytope P with the complex C(P, c) on its
boundary has the structure of a manifold with facets in the sense of [BP15, Definition 7.1.2].

Proposition 2.6. Let c be a coloring of a simplex ∆n in r colors. Then there is a homeomor-
phism of ∆n to the set

Sn
r,> = {(x1, . . . , xn+1) ∈ Rn+1 : x1 > 0, . . . , xr > 0, x21 + · · ·+ x2n+1 = 1} ⊂ Sn

such that each facet Gi of C(∆n, c) is mapped to Sn
r,> ∩ {xi = 0}, i = 1, . . . , r.

Proof. We can use the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. First let us realize ∆n as
a regular simplex in Rn+1:

∆n ≃ {(x1, . . . , xn+1) ∈ Rn+1 : x1 > 0, . . . , xn+1 > 0, x1 + · · ·+ xn+1 = 1}
≃ (Rn+1

> \ {0})/(x ∼ tx, t > 0) ≃ Sn+1
n+1,>.

Without loss of generality we can assume that

c(Fi) =





1, 1 6 i 6 p1,

2, p1 + 1 6 i 6 p1 + p2,

. . .

r, p1 + · · ·+ pr−1 + 1 6 i 6 n + 1

As in the proof of Lemma 2.2 we have a piecewise linear homeomorphism

Rn+1
> ≃ R

p1
> × · · · × R

pr
> → (R> × Rp1−1)× · · · × (R> × Rpr−1) ≃ Rr

> × Rn+1−r

which sends rays tx, t > 0, to rays ty, and each set Rn+1
> ∩{xi = 0} to (Rr

>×Rn+1−r)∩{xc(i) = 0}.
Then

∆n ≃ (Rn+1
> \ {0})/(x ∼ tx, t > 0) ≃ (Rr

> × Rn+1−r)/(x ∼ tx, t > 0) ≃ Sn+1
r,> ,

and each facet Fi of ∆
n is mapped to Sn+1

r,> ∩ {xc(i) > 0}. �

Corollary 2.7. The complexes C(∆n, c) and C(∆n, c′) are equivalent if and only if the colorings
c and c′ have equal numbers of colors.

Definition 2.8. We will denote C(n, r) the equivalence class of complexes C(∆n, c) correspond-
ing to r colors.

Example 2.9. For any face G = Fi1 ∩· · ·∩Fik of P of codimension k > 1 consider the coloring

cG(Fj) =

{
s, if j = is,

k + 1, otherwise.
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Proposition 2.10. The complex C(P, cG) is equivalent to C(n, k + 1).

Proof. A central projection from a point p ∈ relintG induces a homeomorphism between P and
the set

Bn
k,> = {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn : x1 > 0, . . . , xk > 0, x21 + · · ·+ x2n 6 1}

such that each facet Fis is mapped to the set Bn
k,> ∩ {xs = 0}, s = 1, . . . , k, and all the other

facets are mapped to Bn
k,> ∩ {x21 + · · ·+ x2n = 1}. Hence, the complexes C(P, cG) and C(Q, cG′)

are equivalent, if P and Q are simple n-polytopes and dimG = dimG′. In particular, C(P, cG)
is equivalent to C(∆n, c∆n−k) = C(n, k + 1). �

Corollary 2.11. There is a homeomorphism

(1) Sn
r+1,> ≃ Bn

r,>,

where one of the facets {xi = 0} of Sn
r+1,> is mapped to the facet {x21 + · · ·+ x2n = 1} of Bn

r,>.

3. A weakly equivariant classification of spaces N(P,Λ)

Definition 3.1. Two spaces X and Y with actions of Zr
2 are called weakly equivariantly home-

omorphic if there is a homeomorphism ϕ : X → Y and an automorphism ψ : Zr
2 → Zr

2 such that
ϕ(a · x) = ψ(a) · ϕ(x) for any x ∈ X and a ∈ Zr

2.

Definition 3.2. Let ΛP and ΛQ be vector-colorings of rank r of simple n-polytopes P and Q.
We call the pairs (P,ΛP ) and (Q,ΛQ) equivalent, if there is an equivalence σ between C(P,ΛP )
and C(Q,ΛQ) and a linear isomorphism A : Zr

2 → Zr
2 such that ΛQ(σ(Gi)) = AΛP (Gi) for all

i = 1, . . . ,M .

The following result generalizes the corresponding fact for linearly independent vector-
colorings (see Proposition 1.8 in [DJ91] and Proposition 7.3.8 in [BP15]).

Proposition 3.3. The spaces N(P,ΛP ) and N(Q,ΛQ) are weakly equivariantly homeomorphic
if and only if the pairs (P,ΛP ) and (Q,ΛQ) are equivalent.

Proof. Let the pairs (P,ΛP ) and (Q,ΛQ) be equivalent. We will denote by Gi the facets of
C(P,ΛP ), by G′

j the facets of C(Q,ΛQ), by j = σ(i) the index such that σ(Gi) = G′
j. Also

denote Λi = ΛP (Gi) and Λ′
j = ΛQ(G

′
j).

Define a homeomorphism P × Zr
2 → Q× Zr

2 as (p,a) → (σ(p), Aa).
If a1 − a2 =

∑
i : p∈Fi

Λixi, then

Aa1 − Aa2 =
∑

i : p∈Fi

(AΛi)xi =
∑

i : p∈Gi

(AΛi)
∑

k : p∈Fk⊂Gi

xk =
∑

i : p∈Gi

(AΛi)x̃i =

∑

i : p∈Gi

(Λ′
σ(i))x̃i =

∑

j : σ(p)∈G′

j

Λ′
j x̃σ−1(j) =

∑

j : σ(p)∈F ′

k

Λ′
kx

′
k for some x′k ∈ Z2.
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Thus, the mapping preserves the equivalence classes, and we obtain the homeomorphism
ϕ : N(P,ΛP ) → N(Q,ΛQ). Moreover,

ϕ (a · [p, b]) = ϕ [p,a+ b] = [σ(p), A (a + b)] =

[σ(p), Aa+ Ab] = (Aa) · [σ(p), Ab] = (Aa) · ϕ [p, b]

Thus, ϕ is a weakly equivariant homeomorphism.
Now assume that there is a weakly equivariant homeomorphism ϕ : N(P,ΛP ) → N(Q,ΛQ).

Then there is A ∈ Glr(Z2) such that ϕ(a · [p, b]) = (Aa) · ϕ[p, b] for all p ∈ P and a, b ∈ Zr
2.

Since ϕ is weakly equivariant, it induces a homeomorphism of orbit spaces ϕ̂ : P → Q, where
ϕ̂(∂P ) = ∂Q. Moreover, the points in N(P,ΛP ) with a stabilizer H ⊂ Zr

2 are mapped by ϕ to
the points in N(Q,ΛQ) with the stabilizer A(H). For a facet Gi of C(P,ΛP ) define its relative
interior relintGi to be the interior of Gi as a subset of ∂P . Then the points over relintGi

have the stabilizer 〈Λi〉 and are mapped to the points over relative interiors of the facets
G′

j1
, . . . , G′

jl
of C(Q,ΛQ) with the stabilizer 〈AΛi〉. Since relintGi is path-connected and each

relintG′
js

is a connected component of
⋃

s relintG
′
js

(because G′
js
∩ G′

jt
= ∅ for s 6= t), we

have ϕ̂(relintGi) = relintG′
js
for a single facet G′

js
. Also ϕ̂(∂Gi) = ∂G′

js
, since ϕ̂ is continuous.

Thus, ϕ̂ is an equivalence between C(P,ΛP ) and C(Q,ΛQ) such that AΛP (Gi) = ΛQ(σ(Gi)).
The proof is finished. �

4. A weakly equivariant classification of spaces defined by affine colorings

Remark 1.15 leads to the following definition.

Definition 4.1. We call a mapping λ : {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zr
2 such that the images λj of the facets

Fj affinely span Zr
2 an affine coloring of rank r. If, additionally,

(∗∗) for any face Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik of P the points λi1 , . . . , λik are affinely independent

we call λ an affinely independent coloring.

Definition 4.2. Let λ be an affine coloring of a simple n-polytope P . Define Λi = (1, λi) ∈ Zr+1
2 .

We call the space N(P, λ) = N(P,Λ) a space defined by an affine coloring λ. Set H(λ) = H(Λ).

By definition N(P, λ) is a closed orientable pseudomanifold and any closed orientable pseu-
domanifold N(P,Λ) has this form. There is a canonical action of Zr+1

2 on N(P, λ), and the sub-
group of orientation-preserving involutions is

H ′
0 = Zr

2 = {(x0, . . . , xr) ∈ Zr+1
2 : x0 = 0}.

This subgroup can be considered as a vector space associated to the affine space Zr
2 containing

the points λ1, . . . , λm.
The following results follow from Proposition 1.9 and Corollary 1.17.

Corollary 4.3. We have H(λ1) ⊂ H(λ2) if and only if there is an affine surjection Π̂ : Zr1 →
Zr2 such that λ2 = Π̂ ◦ λ1. In this case N(P, λ2) = N(P, λ1)/H

′, where H ′ ≃ H(λ1)/H(λ2).
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Corollary 4.4. For a subgroup H ′ ⊂ Zr+1
2 the space N(P, λ)/H ′ is a closed orientable pseu-

domanifold if and only if H ′ ⊂ Zr
2 = H ′

0. In this case N(P, λ)/H ′ = N(P, Π̂ ◦ λ), where

Π̂ : Zr
2 → Zr

2/H
′ is an affine surjection.

Corollary 4.5. For an affine coloring λ of rank r of a simple n-polytope P the subgroups
H : H(λ) ⊂ H ⊂ H0 ⊂ Zm

2 are in bijection with

• affine surjections Π̂ : Zr
2 → Zl

2 defined up to affine changes of coordinates in Zl
2;

• affine colorings λ′ of rank l of the form λ′ = Π̂ ◦ λ defined up to affine changes of
coordinates in Zl

2;
• subgroups H ′ ⊂ Zr

2 = H ′
0 ⊂ Zr+1

2 of involutions preserving the orientation of N(P, λ).

The correspondence between the projections and the subgroups is given as

H ′ →
[
Zr
2 → Zr

2/H
′ ≃ Zl

2

]
,

[
Ax+ b : Zr

2 → Zl
2

]
→ KerA.

Definition 4.6. Let λP and λQ be affine colorings of rank r of simple n-polytopes P and Q.
We call the pairs (P, λP ) and (Q, λQ) equivalent, if there is an equivalence σ between C(P, λP )
and C(Q, λQ) and an affine isomorphism A : Zr

2 → Zr
2 such that λQ(σ(Gi)) = AλP (Gi) for all

i = 1, . . . ,M .

Corollary 4.7. The spaces N(P, λP ) and N(Q, λQ) are weakly equivariantly homeomorphic if
and only if the pairs (P, λP ) and (Q, λQ) are equivalent.

Proof. Indeed, linear isomorphism Zr+1
2 → Zr+1

2 such that the vectors (1, λi) spanning Zr+1
2 are

mapped to vectors (1, λ′j) have the form (1,x) → (1, Cx + b), where detC = 1, that is they
correspond to affine isomorphism Zr

2 → Zr
2. �

5. A criterion when N(P,Λ) is a manifold

Theorem 5.1. The space N(P,Λ) defined by a vector-coloring Λ of a rank r of a simple n-
polytope P is a closed topological manifold if and only if all the vectors Λi are nonzero and
for any vertex v = Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fin all the different vectors among {Λi1, . . . ,Λin} are linearly
independent. It is a topological manifold with a boundary if and only if Λj = 0 for some j, and
for any vertex v all the nonzero different vectors among {Λi1, . . . ,Λin} are linearly independent.

Remark 5.2. Theorem 5.1 can be extracted from general results by A.V. Mikhailova [M85] and
C. Lange [L19]. Nevertheless, we give a short self-sufficient proof here. For r = m − n + 1
Theorem 5.1 also follows from results of [G23].

Example 5.3. In the case of 3-polytopes the first condition means that at each vertex v =
Fi ∩Fj ∩Fk either Λi = Λj = Λk, or for a relabelling Λi 6= Λj and Λk ∈ {Λi,Λj}, or the vectors
Λi, Λj, and Λk are linearly independent.

Corollary 5.4. The space N(P,Λ) defined by a vector-coloring Λ is a closed topological mani-
fold if and only if Λ induces a linearly independent coloring of the complex C(P,Λ).
Corollary 5.5. The space N(P, λ) defined by an affine coloring λ is a closed orientable topo-
logical manifold if and only if λ induces an affinely independent coloring of the complex C(P, λ).
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. Consider the complex C(P,Λ). By construction the mapping Λ induces
the vector-coloring of its facets G1, . . . , GM . We have

(2) N(P,Λ) = P × Zr
2/ ∼, where (p, a) ∼ (q, b) if and only if p = q and a− b ∈ 〈Λi : p ∈ Gi〉.

If at each vertex v = Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fin all the different vectors among {Λi1, . . . ,Λin} are linearly
independent, then for each point p ∈ ∂P , which belongs to exactly l facets Gi1 , . . . , Gil,
the vectors Λi1, . . . ,Λil are linearly independent. By Lemma 2.2 p has a neighbourhood in P
homeomorphic to Rl

> × Rn−l. Then in N(P,Λ) for the point p × a these neighbourhoods are
glued in the neighbourhood homeomorphic to Rl × Rn−l. Indeed, in p× a the copies P × (a+
ε1Λi1 + · · · + εlΛil), εs = ±1, are glued locally as the sets {ε1y1 > 0, . . . , εlyl > 0}, where the
addition of the vector Λis corresponds to the operation ys → −ys. Hence, N(P,Λ) is a closed
topological manifold.

On the other hand, if Λj = 0 for some j but at each vertex v = Fi1 ∩ · · ·∩Fin all the nonzero
different vectors among {Λi1, . . . ,Λin} are linearly independent, then for the the points p lying
in the facets Gj with Λj = 0 the neighbourhoods of the form Rl

>×Rn−l are glued to R>×Rn−1,
where the coordinate ys > 0 corresponds to the facet Gj . Thus, N(P,Λ) is topological manifold
with a boundary glued from copies of the facets Gj with Λj = 0.

Now assume that at some vertex v = Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fin we have Λjk = Λj1 + · · · + Λjk−1

for {j1, . . . , jk} ⊂ {i1, . . . , in} and all the vectors Λj1, . . . , Λjk are nonzero and different (in
particular, k > 3). Moreover, assume that k is minimal. In particular, the vectors Λj1, . . . ,Λjk−1

are linearly independent. Consider a point p such that Gj1, . . . , Gjk are exactly the facets
containing this point. Such a point exists by Lemma 2.2 applied to the point v. Also by this
lemma some neighbourhood of p in P is homeomorphic to Rk

> × Rn−k, and the facets Gjs

are mapped to the hyperplanes ys = 0. Then for the space N(P,Λ) in the point p × a the
copies (P \Gjk)× (a+ ε1Λj1 + · · ·+ εk−1Λjk−1

), εs = ±1, are glued locally as the sets {ε1y1 >
0, . . . , εk−1yk−1 > 0, yk > 0} and form Rk−1 × R> × Rn−k, where the addition of the vector Λjs

corresponds to the operation ys → −ys. The points in Gjk ⊂ P correspond to the points in
Rk−1 × {0} × Rn−k. In N(P,Λ) for these points we have the additional identification (x, a) ∼
(x, a+Λjk) = (x, a+Λj1+· · ·+Λjk−1

). This means that the point (y1, . . . , yk−1, 0, yk+1, . . . , yn) is
identified with (−y1, . . . ,−yk−1, 0, yk+1, . . . , yn). Equivalently, the copies of R

k
>×Rn−k are glued

to the space Rn/ ∼, where (y1, . . . , yk, yk+1, . . . , yn) ∼ (−y1, . . . ,−yk, yk+1, . . . , yn), and the
point p× a corresponds to the equivalence class [y0] of some point y0 = (0, . . . , 0, y0k+1, . . . , y

0
n).

In Rn the point y0 has a ball neighbourhood B of radius ε with the boundary sphere Sn−1

homeomorphic to the join

Sk−1 ∗ Sn−k−1 = Sk−1 × Sn−k−1 × [0, 1]/(a1, b, 0) ∼ (a2, b, 0), (a, b1, 1) ∼ (a, b2, 1)

via the mapping Sk−1 ∗ Sn−k−1 → Sn−1 : (a, b, t) → (
√
ta,

√
1− tb). There is a homeomorphism

B ≃ CSn−1 ≃ C(Sk−1 ∗ Sn−k−1), where CX is the cone over X . In Rn/ ∼ this gives a neigh-
bourhood homeomorphic to C(RP k−1 ∗ Sn−k−1) = CΣn−kRP k−1, where ΣX is a suspension
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over X . Then

Hi(N(P,Λ), N(P,Λ) \ [p× a]) ≃ Hi(CΣ
n−kRP k−1, CΣn−kRP k−1 \ apex) ≃

Hi(CΣ
n−kRP k−1,Σn−kRP k−1) ≃ H̃i−1(Σ

n−kRP k−1) ≃ H̃i+k−n−1(RP
k−1).

In particular, for k > 3 we have Hn+2−k(N(P,Λ), N(P,Λ) \ [p× a]) = Z2, and N(P,Λ) is not a
manifold. �

Corollary 5.6. For any affine coloring of a simple 3-polytope P the space N(P, λ) is a closed
orientable manifold.

Proof. This follows from the fact that any two or three different points in Zr
2 are affinely

independent. �

Corollary 5.7. Let e1, . . . , er be a basis in Zr
2. Then for any mapping Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} →

{e1, . . . , er, e1 + · · ·+ er} the space N(P,Λ) is a closed topological manifold. Moreover, for odd
r it is orientable.

Construction 5.8. Let P be a simple n-polytope and λ be its affine coloring of rank r.
If the complex C(P, λ) is equivalent to C(n, r+1) then the induced coloring is affinely indepen-
dent, the polytope is homeomorphic to Sn

r+1,>, and the manifold N(P, λ) is homeomorphic to
Sn glued from 2r+1 copies of Sn

r+1,>.

Example 5.9. Examples for Construction 5.8 are provided by Example 2.9. Each face G =
Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik corresponds to an affine coloring

λi =

{
es, if i = is, s = 1, . . . , k,

0, otherwise,

where e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , ek = (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ Zk
2 . Then the subgroup HG = H(λ) of rank

m− k − 1 is defined in Zm
2 by the equations xi1 = 0, . . . , xik = 0, and x1 + · · ·+ xm = 0. This

is the intersection of the subgroup H0 consisting of all the orientation preserving involutions
with the coordinate subgroup corresponding to G. We have RZP/HG ≃ Sn.

In particular, each vertex v ∈ P corresponds to a subgroup Hv of rank m − n − 1 such
that RZP/Hv ≃ Sn. The particular case of this construction was presented in [G19]. This
corresponds to the case when P = ∆n1 × · · · ×∆nk and v is any vertex. We obtain an action
of Zk−1

2 on Sn1 × · · · × Snk with the orbit space Sn1+···+nk .

Conjecture 5.10. The space N(P, λ) corresponding to an affine coloring λ of rank r of a
simple n-polytope P is homeomorphic to Sn if and only if C(P, λ) ≃ C(n, r + 1).

Example 5.11. In dimension n = 1 we have P = I1 = ∆1 and the conjecture is valid.
In dimension n = 2 the complex C(Pm, λ) corresponding to an m-gon is equivalent ether to

C(2, 1), or to C(2, 2), or to a complex C(Pl, λ
′) corresponding to an affinely independent coloring

of an l-gon Pl, l > 3. In the latter case N(Pm, λ) = N(Pl, λ
′) is a sphere with g handles, where

χ(N(Pl, λ
′)) = 2 − 2g = 2r−1l − 2rl + 2r+1. Therefore, g = 1 + 2r−2(l − 4) and N(Pm, λ) 6≃ S2

for l > 3. Thus, the conjecture is valid.
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As we will see in Section 10 the conjecture is also valid in dimension n = 3.

Now we will prove a fact about skeletons of the complexes C(P,Λ) and C(P,Π ◦Λ) which we
will need below.

Proposition 5.12. Let Λ be a vector-coloring of rank r of a simple n-polytope P such that
N(P,Λ) is a manifold, and H ′ ⊂ Zr

2 be a subgroup of rank k corresponding to a vector-coloring
Λ′ = Π ◦ Λ, where Π: Zr

2 → Zr
2/H

′ ≃ Zr−k
2 is the canonical projection. Then any q-skeleton

Cq(P,Λ) belongs to the (q + k)-skeleton Cq+k(P,Λ′).

Proof. Consider a point x ∈ Cq(P,Λ). It lies in the intersection of (n − q) facets Gi1 , . . . ,
Gin−q

. Let Fj1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fjl be the minimal face of P containing x. Then {Λ(Fj1), . . . ,Λ(Fjl)} =
{Λ(Gi1), . . . ,Λ(Gin−q

)} and the latter set of vectors in linearly independent. If the set
{Λ′(Gi1), . . . ,Λ

′(Gin−q
)} consists of n− s different vectors, then x ∈ Cs(P,Λ′). We have

n− s > dim〈Λ′(Gi1), . . . ,Λ
′(Gin−q

)〉 =
= dim〈Λ(Gi1), . . . ,Λ(Gin−q

)〉 − dimKerΠ |〈Λ(Gi1
),...,Λ(Gin−q

)〉 >

> dim〈Λ(Gi1), . . . ,Λ(Gin−q
)〉 − dimKerΠ = n− q − k.

Thus, s 6 q + k and x ∈ Cq+k(P,Λ′). �

Corollary 5.13. Let Λ be a vector-coloring of rank r of a simple n-polytope P such that
N(P,Λ) is a manifold, and τ ⊂ Zr

2 be an involution. Then any vertex of C(P,Λ) is either
a vertex of C(P,Λτ) or belongs to its 1-face, where Λτ = Π ◦ Λ, and Π: Zr

2 → Zr
2/〈τ〉 ≃ Zr−1

2

is the canonical projection.

6. Manifolds with torus actions

Results obtained in Section 5 can be generalized to actions of compact torus Tm = (S1)m

instead of Zm
2 . Namely, let us identify S1 with R/Z and Tr with Rr/Zr. Then for a mapping

Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zr such that 〈Λ1, . . .Λm〉 = Zr one can define a space

M(P,Λ) = P × Tr/ ∼,

where (p1, t1) ∼ (p2, t2) if and only if p1 = p2 and t1 − t2 ∈
{

∑
i : p1∈Fi

Λiϕi, ϕi ∈ R/Z

}
.

We will call the mapping Λ an integer vector-coloring of rank r.
The space M(P,Λ) has a canonical action of Tr and M(P,Λ)/Tr = P .
When Λ has an additional property

(3) {Λi1 , . . . ,Λik} is a part of some basis in Zr if Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik 6= ∅,

then it is known that M(P,Λ) is a topological (even smooth) manifold obtained as an orbit
space of a free action of the group

H(Λ) = {(ϕ1, . . . , ϕm) ∈ Tm : Λ1ϕ1 + · · ·+ Λmϕm = 0} ≃ Tm−r
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on the moment-angle manifold ZP = M(P,E), E(Fi) = ei, where e1, . . . , em is the standard
basis in Zm (see [DJ91, BP15]). We have the following generalization.

Proposition 6.1. Let P be a simple n-polytope and Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zr \ {0} be an integer
vector-coloring of rank r such that for any vertex v = Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fin all the different vectors
among {Λi1, . . . ,Λin} form a part of a basis in Zr. Then M(P,Λ) is a closed topological (n+r)-
manifold.

Proof. Consider the complex C(P,Λ). There is an induced mapping Λ for the set of its facets
G1, . . . , GM . For each point p ∈ ∂P , which belongs to exactly l facets Gi1, . . . , Gil, the vectors
Λi1 , . . . ,Λil form a part of a basin in Zr. By Lemma 2.2 p has a neighbourhood in P homeo-
morphic to Rl

> × Rn−l. The open set in M(P,Λ) over this neighbourhood is homeomorphic to

Rl
> × Rn−l × Tl × Tr−l/ ∼≃ Cl × Rn−l × Tr−l.

Thus, M(P,Λ) is a closed topological (n+ r)-manifold. �

This result can be obtained as a corollary of results in [S09] and also of [AGo24, Theorem
1.1].

Proposition 6.2. Let P be a simple n-polytope and Λ: {F1, . . . , Fm} → {e1, . . . , er} be an epi-
morphism, where {e1, . . . , er} is a basis in Zr. If the complex C(P,Λ) is equivalent to C(n, r)
then the polytope is homeomorphic to Sn

r,>, and the manifoldM(P,Λ) is homeomorphic to Sn+r.

Proof. Indeed, Sn
r,> × Tr/ ∼≃ Sn+r, and the homeomorphism is given as

[(x1, . . . , xn+1), (ϕ1, . . . , ϕr)] → (x1 cos(2πϕ1), x1 sin(2πϕ1), . . . , xr cos(2πϕr), xr sin(2πϕr), xr+1, . . . , xn+1).

�

Example 6.3. Examples for Proposition 6.2 are provided by Example 2.9. Each face G =
Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik corresponds to a mapping

Λi =

{
es, if i = is, s = 1, . . . , k,

ek+1, otherwise,

where e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , ek+1 = (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ Zk+1. Then the subgroup HG = H(Λ) ≃
Tm−k−1 is defined in Tm by the equations ϕi1 = 0, . . . , ϕik = 0, and ϕ1 + · · · + ϕm = 0. We
have ZP/HG ≃ Sn+k+1.

Example 6.4. For each polytope P the mapping Λi = 1 ∈ Z gives the complex C(P,Λ) ≃
C(n, 1). The subgroup H0 = H(Λ) is defined by the equation ϕ1 + · · · + ϕm = 0. We have
ZP/H0 = Sn+1.

For any vector-coloring Λ such that there is a function c = (c1, . . . , cr) ∈ (Zr)∗ with cΛi = 1
for all i we have H(Λ) ⊂ H0 and on the space M(P,Λ) there is an action of H ′

0 = H0/H(Λ) ≃
Tr−1 such that M(P,Λ)/H ′

0 = ZP/H0 ≃ Sn+1. The subgroup H ′
0 is defined in Tr by the

equation c1ψ1 + · · ·+ crψr = 0.
In particular, for the product of polytopes P n = P n1

1 × · · · × P nk

k each facet has the form
P1×. . . Fi,j×· · ·×Pk, where Fi,j is a facet of Pi. We have a mapping Λ(P1×. . . Fi,j×· · ·×Pk) = ei,
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where e1, . . . , ek is the standard basis in Zk. For the function c = (1, . . . , 1) ∈ (Zk)∗ we have
cei = 1 for all i. Then

ZP = ZP1
× · · · × ZPk

and M(P,Λ) = ZP/(H1,0 × · · · ×Hk,0) = Sn1+1 × · · · × Snk+1.

On this manifold there is an action of H ′
0 = H0/(H1,0 × · · · × Hk,0) ≃ Tk−1. This subgroup is

defined in Tk by the equation ψ1+ · · ·+ψk = 0. Then Sn1+1×· · ·×Snk+1/H ′
0 ≃ ZP/H0 ≃ Sn+1.

This torus analog of Dmitry Gugnin’s construction from [G19] was described in [AGu23].
The latter example can be generalized as follows. Given integer vector-colorings ΛPi

of ranks ri
on polytopes Pi such that C(Pi,ΛPi

) ≃ C(n, ri) we have the product coloring ΛP on P1×· · ·×Pk

such that M(P,Λ) ≃ Sn1+r1 × · · · × Snk+rk and an action of H ′
0 ≃ Tr1+···+rk−1 such that

Sn1+r1 × · · · × Snk+rk/Tr1+···+rk−1 ≃ Sn+1.

7. Boolean simplices and simplicial prisms

On this section we will give definition and prove basic facts about the notions we will need
in subsequent sections.

Definition 7.1. Let us call an affinely independent set of points {p1, . . . ,pr+1} ∈ ZN
2 a boolean

r-simplex and denote it ∆r
2. By definition set ∆−1 = ∅. Let us call a set of points S ⊂ ZN

2

affinely equivalent to the direct product ∆r−1
2 ×Z2 a boolean simplicial prism and denote it Πr.

We have Π1 = Z2 = ∆1 and Π2 = Z2
2.

A boolean simplicial prism Πr consists of two disjoint boolean (r − 1)-simplices (“bases”)
a1, . . . ,ar and b1, . . . , br in Zr

2 such that any two points ai, bi form a boolean line parallel
to the same vector l (“main direction”) that is not parallel to bases. This means that l = ai+bi
for all i, and the disjoint union of any base and a vertex of the other base is a simplex. It is
easy to see that for any i there is a unique affine isomorphism exchanging ai and bi and leaving
all aj and bj with j 6= i fixed.

Lemma 7.2. A subset of Πr = {a1, b1, . . . ,ar, br} is affinely independent if and only if it
contains at most one pair {ai, bi}.
Proof. The proof is straightforward using the equality ai + bi + aj + bj = 0. �

Corollary 7.3. A subset S ⊂ Πr is an affine 2-plane if and only if S = {ai, bi,aj , bj} for
i 6= j.

Proof. Indeed, the points ai, bi,aj are affinely independent and bj = ai + bi + aj . Hence,
{ai, bi,aj , bj} is an affine 2-plane. On the other hand, if S does not contain two pairs {ai, bi},
then S is affinely independent. �

Definition 7.4. Consider two affine sets of points S1, S2 ⊂ ZN
2 . If the planes aff(S1) and aff(S2)

are skew, that is they do not intersect and the intersection of the corresponding linear subspaces
is zero, then we call the set S1 ⊔ S2 a join of S1 and S2 and denote it S1 ∗ S2. If S1 and S ′

1 are
affinely equivalent as well as S2 and S ′

2, then S1 ∗ S2 and S ′
1 ∗ S ′

2 are also affinely equivalent.
Therefore, up to an affine equivalence we can define a join of any two sets S1, S2 ⊂ ZN

2 , if we
put them to skew planes. Then (S1 ∗ S2) ∗ S3 = S1 ∗ (S2 ∗ S3).
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A join of a set S and a point p is called a cone over S and is denoted CS. A cone CS is a
disjoint union of S and a point p /∈ aff(S). We have CkS = ∆k−1

2 ∗ S. The boolean simplex ∆r
2

is a join of its vertices and a cone over ∆r−1
2 .

Lemma 7.5. Any full-dimensional subset S of Πr of cardinality r+ k is affinely isomorphic to
∆r−k−1

2 ∗ Πk = Cr−kΠk. In particular, for k = 1 it is ∆r
2, and for k = 2 it is ∆r−3

2 ∗ Z2
2.

Proof. Indeed, S is affinely isomorphic to {a1, . . . ,ar, b1, . . . , bk}. We have

aff(a1, . . . ,ak, b1, . . . , bk) = aff(a1, . . . ,ak, b1).

This plane is skew with aff(ak+1, . . . ,ar), since the points {a1, . . . ,ar, b1} are affinely indepen-
dent. �

Lemma 7.6. For k > 2 and r > k+1 the subsets ∆r−k−1 and Πk are affine invariants of the join
∆r−k−1 ∗ Πk.

Proof. Indeed, ∆r−k−1 consists of points not lying in the affine hull of the rest points. �

Lemma 7.7. For r > 3, the main direction l is a unique direction d such that Πr consists of r
lines of this direction. In particular, l is an affine invariant of the boolean prism Πr. For r = 2
we have Π2 = Z2

2 and any direction can be chosen as main.

Proof. Indeed, if d 6= l, then without loss of generality we may assume that one line consists
of ai and aj . Then d = ai+aj = bi+bj. Since r > 3, there are at least three lines. Then either
d = ak +al = bk + bl or d = ak + bl = bk +al for some k 6= l such that {k, l}∩ {i, j} = ∅. We
obtain a contradiction to Lemma 7.2. �

Lemma 7.8. For r > k > 3 the main direction l of Πk is a unique direction d such that
the image of ∆r−k−1

2 ∗ Πk under the projection Zr
2 → Zr

2/〈d〉 is ∆r−1
2 .

For k = 2 such directions are three main directions of Π2.

For k = 1 there are r(r−1)
2

such directions corresponding to the pairs of vertices of ∆r−k−1
2 ∗

Πk = ∆r
2.

Proof. For k = 1 the statement is trivial. Assume that k > 2. The set ∆r−k−1
2 ∗ Πk consisting

of r+ k > r+ 2 points lies on r lines of direction d. Since at least two lines contain two points
and any point of ∆r−k−1

2 does not lie in the affine hull of all the other points of ∆r−k−1
2 ∗ Πk,

each point of ∆r−k−1
2 is a single point on the corresponding line. Hence, Πk consists of k lines

of direction d and by Lemma 7.7 these lines have a main direction. Lemma 7.5 implies that
a main direction satisfies the desired condition. �

8. Special hyperelliptic manifolds N(P,Λ)

Definition 8.1. Following [VM99S1] we call a closed n-manifoldM hyperelliptic if it has an in-
volution τ such that the orbit spaceM/〈τ〉 is homeomorphic to an n-sphere. The corresponding
involution τ is called a hyperelliptic involution.



20 N.YU. EROKHOVETS

In this section we consider hyperelliptic involutions τ in the group Zr+1
2 canonically acting

on the closed manifold N(P,Λ) corresponding to a vector-coloring of rank r + 1 of a simple
n-polytope P . By Corollary 1.17 the manifold N(P,Λ) should be orientable. Hence, N(P,Λ) =
N(P, λ) for an affine coloring λ of rank r. Moreover, by Corollary 4.4 the involution τ preserves
the orientation, that is τ ∈ Zr

2 = H ′
0. Corollary 4.5 implies the following result.

Lemma 8.2. Let λ be an affine coloring of a simple n-polytope P . An involution τ ∈ Zr
2 is hy-

perelliptic if and only if N(P, λ)/〈τ〉 = N(P, λτ ) is homeomorphic to S3, where λτ is the com-

position Π̂ ◦ λ of λ and the affine surjection Π̂ : Zr
2 → Zr

2/〈τ〉.
Definition 8.3. Let us call an involution τ ∈ Zr

2 special, if the complex C(P, λτ) is equivalent
to C(n, r).
Proposition 8.4. Any special involution is hyperelliptic.

Proof. This follows from Construction 5.8. �

Definition 8.5. Let us call a manifold N(P, λ) equipped with a special hyperelliptic involution
τ a special hyperelliptic manifold of rank r.

It follows from the definition that any special hyperelliptic manifold is obtained by the fol-
lowing construction.

Construction 8.6 (A special hyperelliptic manifold). Let P be a simple n-polytope and c
be its coloring in r > 1 colors such that the complex C(P, c) is equivalent to C(n, r). Let G1,
. . . , Gr be its facets. Choose any coloring χ of P in two colors 0 and 1 such that at least one
restriction χ |Gi

is non-constant. Define a space N(P, c, χ) = N(P, λ(c, χ)), where

λ(c, χ)(Fi) =

{
ac(i), if χ(Fi) = 1,

bc(i), if χ(Fi) = 0,

and {a1, . . . ,ar, b1, . . . , br} ⊂ Zr
2 is a boolean simplicial prism of dimension r. If we exchange

the colors 0 and 1 at one facet Gi, then λ(c, χ) will be changed to an affinely equivalent coloring,
and the weakly equivariant type of N(P, c, χ) will remain the same. If N(P, c, χ) is a manifold,
then by definition it is a special hyperelliptic manifold of rank r with the special hyperelliptic
involution l = ai + bi ∈ Zr

2.

Remark 8.7. The image of the mapping λ(c, χ) : {F1, . . . , Fm} → Zr
2 consists of r + k points if

and only if χ |Gi
is non-constant exactly for k facets Gi.

Lemma 7.2 and Corollary 7.3 imply the following criterion.

Corollary 8.8. The space N(P, c, χ) is a manifold if and only if one of the following equivalent
conditions hold:

(1) Fi ∩ Fj ∩ Fk ∩ Fl = ∅ whenever c(Fi) = c(Fj) 6= c(Fk) = c(Fl) and χ(Fi) = χ(Fk) 6=
χ(Fj) = χ(Fl);

(2) Fi ∩ Fj ∩ Fk ∩ Fl = ∅ whenever λ(c, χ)({Fi, Fj, Fk, Fl}) = {ap, bp,aq, bq} for p 6= q.
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(3) Fi ∩ Fj ∩ Fk ∩ Fl = ∅ whenever λ(c, χ)({Fi, Fj, Fk, Fl}) is an affine 2-plane.

Corollary 8.9. In dimension n = 3 in Construction 8.6 the space N(P, c, χ) is a special
hyperelliptic manifold for any χ.

Remark 8.10. Corollary 8.9 also follows Corollary 5.6.

Proposition 8.11. Any special hyperelliptic manifold can be obtained by Construction 8.6.

Proof. Indeed, if τ is a special involution on the manifold N(P, λ), then C(P, λτ) ≃ C(n, r).
Hence, we can choose c = λτ . The image of c consists of affinely independent points p1, . . . , pr ∈
Zr
2/〈τ〉 corresponding to facets G1, . . . , Gr of C(P, λτ). Let Π̂ : Zr

2 → Zr
2/〈τ〉 be the canonical

projection. Choose for each i some facet Fji ⊂ Gi and set ai = λji. Then the points a1, . . . ,

ar are affinely independent and Π̂−1(pi) = {ai, bi} for each i, where bi = ai + τ . Thus, setting

l = τ and χ(Fi) =

{
1, if λi = ai,

0, if λi = bi
we finish the proof. �

Now let us enumerate all special involutions on a manifold N(P, λ).

Proposition 8.12. Let N(P, c, χ) be a special hyperelliptic manifold of rank r and G1, . . . , Gr

be facets of C(P, c) ≃ C(n, r).
• If χ |Gi

is non-constant exactly for one facet Gi (that is, the image of λ(c, χ) : {F1, . . . , Fm} →
Zr
2 is a boolean simplex), then τ ∈ Zr

2 is a special involution if and only if the vector

τ connects two vertices of the simplex and C(P, λτ ) ≃ C(n, r). There are at most r(r+1)
2

such involutions.
• If χ |Gi

is non-constant exactly for two facets Gi and Gj (that is, the image of λ(c, χ)

is ∆r−3 ∗Π2), then τ ∈ Zr
2 is a special involution if and only if τ ∈ {l,ai + aj ,ai + bj}

(that is, tau is a main direction of Π2) and C(P, λτ) ≃ C(n, r). There are at most three
such involutions.

• If χ |Gi
is non-constant for more than two facets Gi (that is, the image of λ(c, χ) is

∆r−k−1 ∗ Πk for k > 3), then τ ∈ Zr
2 is a special involution if and only if τ = l (the

main direction of Πk). That is, there is only one special involution.

Proof. The Proposition follows from Lemma 7.8. �

We can summarise the above results as follows.

Definition 8.13. For an affine coloring λ of rank r of a simple n-polytope P denote I(λ) =
{λ1, . . . , λm} ⊂ Zr

2. For a subset S ⊂ Zr
2 denote G(S) =

⋃
q : λq∈S

Fq ⊂ ∂P .

Theorem 8.14. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple n-polytope P . The space
N(P, λ) is a special hyperelliptic manifold if and only if 1 6 r 6 n+1 and one of the following
conditions hold:

(1) I(λ) = {p1, . . . ,pr+1} is a boolean r-simplex, and at least for one direction τ = pi + pj,
i 6= j, the complex C(P, λτ ) is equivalent to C(n, r). Each special hyperelliptic involution

τ ∈ Zr
2 has this form and there are at most r(r+1)

2
such involutions.
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(2) I(λ) = ∆r−3 ∗ Π2,
⋂

λj∈Π2
G(λj) = ∅ and at least for one main direction τ of Π2

the complex C(P, λτ ) is equivalent to C(n, r). Each special hyperelliptic involution τ ∈ Zr
2

has this form and there are at most three such involutions.
(3) I(λ) = ∆r−k−1∗Πk, k > 3,

⋂
λj∈Π2

G(λj) = ∅ for any 2-plane Π2 ⊂ Πk, and for the main

direction τ of Πk the complex C(P, λτ ) is equivalent to C(n, r). The main direction τ is
a unique special hyperelliptic involution in Zr

2.

Moreover, in all these cases any vertex of C(P, λ) belongs to the 1-skeleton of C(P, λτ ) ≃ C(n, r).
Proof. The proof follows from Corollary 8.8, Propositions 8.11 and 8.12, and Corollary 5.13. �

We will specify this result for 3-dimensional polytopes in Section 11.

Corollary 8.15. If N(P, λ) is a special hyperelliptic manifold of rank r, where 1 6 r 6 n− 2,
then the complex C(P, λ) has not vertices.

Proof. If follows from the fact that the 1-skeleton of the complex C(n, r) ≃ C(P, λτ) is empty
for r 6 n− 2, since the intersection of all its facets is Sn−r, n− r > 2. �

Example 8.16. Example 5.9 produces the following special hyperelliptic manifolds. Each face
G = Fi1 ∩ · · · ∩ Fik and an epimorphism χ : {F1, . . . , Fm} \ {Fi1 , . . . , Fik} → {0, 1} corresponds
to an affine coloring of rank k + 1

λi =





es, if i = is, s = 1, . . . , k;

ek+1, if i /∈ {i1, . . . , ik} and χ(Fi) = 1;

0, if i /∈ {i1, . . . , ik} and χ(Fi) = 0,

where e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , ek+1 = (0, . . . , 1) ∈ Zk+1
2 . Then the subgroup HG,χ = H(λ) of

rank m− k − 2 is defined in Zm
2 by the equations xi1 = 0, . . . , xik = 0, x1 + · · ·+ xm = 0, and∑

i : χ(Fi)=1 xi. The space N(P, λ) is a special hyperelliptic manifold of rank k+1 with a special

hyperelliptic involution ek+1 ∈ Zk+1
2 .

Example 8.17. If λ is an affinely independent coloring of a simple n-polytope P and N(P, λ)
is a special hyperelliptic manifold of rank r, then n− 1 6 r 6 n + 1, and all the vertices of P
belong to the 1-skeleton of C(P, λτ) ≃ C(n, r), which is a subset of the graph of P . For r = n−1,
this 1-skeleton is a single circle without vertices. We have a simple edge-cycle in the graph of
P containing all its vertices. Such cycles are called Hamiltonian. For r = n the 1-skeleton of
C(P, λτ ) ≃ C(n, r) is a graph with two vertices and n multiple edges. For r = n + 1 it is a
complete graph Kn+1.

Example 8.18. For n = 1 the only small cover over P = I1 = ∆1 is N(P, λ) = RP 1 ≃ S1,
and it is not a special hyperelliptic manifold.

For n = 2 any orientable small cover N(Pk, λ) over a k-gon Pk is a special hyperelliptic
manifold. In this case k is even and λ corresponds to a coloring of edges of Pk in two colors
such that adjacent edges have different colors.

For n = 3 special hyperelliptic small covers N(P, λ) correspond to Hamiltonian cycles on P .
We will see such examples in Sections 12 and 13. For example, there is a special hyperelliptic
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small cover over the dodecahedron with three special involutions, see Fig. 9. It is a classical
fact that not any simple 3-polytope admits a Hamiltonian cycle (see [T46, G68]).

For n = 4 if a polytope P admits a special hyperelliptic small cover, then P has a Hamiltonian
cycle γ and all the facets of P can be colored in 3 colors in such a way that any edge of γ is
an intersection of facets of different colors. Moreover, the union of all the facets of each color
is a 3-disk. Since P has at least 5 facets, there are two adjacent facets Fi and Fj of the same
color. Then no edge of the polygon Fi ∩ Fj belongs to γ, and at each vertex of this polygon γ
passes through two complementary edges. Then the colors of the facets Fk 6= Fi, Fj containing
the successive edges of Fi ∩ Fj alter. Thus, Fi ∩ Fj has an even number of edges.

Proposition 8.19. If a simple 4-polytope P admits a special hyperelliptic small cover, then P
has at least one 2-face with an even number of edges.

Corollary 8.20. The simplex ∆4 and the 120-cell have no special hyperelliptic small covers.

Moreover, it can be shown than the products I × ∆3, I2 × ∆2, ∆2 × ∆2, and the cube I4

admit no special hyperelliptic small covers.

Conjecture 8.21. There are no special hyperelliptic small covers in dimensions n > 4.

9. A structure of the complex C(P, c) for 3-polytopes

9.1. Basic facts from the graph theory.

Agreement 9.1. In this article by a spherical graph we mean a graph realized on the sphere
S2 piecewise linearly in some triangulation of S2.

For additional details on the graph theory see [BE17I].

Definition 9.2. A graph is simple if it has no loops and multiple edges.
Following [Z95] we call a connected graph G with at least two edges 2-connected if it has no

loops and a deletion of any vertex with all incident edges leaves the graph connected.
A connected graphG with at least four edges is called 3-connected, if it is simple and a deletion

of any vertex or any two vertices with all incident edges leaves the graph connected.
A face of a spherical graph G ⊂ S2 is a connected component of the complement S2 \ G.

A vertex or an edge of G is incident to a face if it belongs to its closure. A vertex of an edge is
incident to it.

Two spherical graphs are called combinatorially equivalent, if there is a bijection between
the sets of their vertices, edges and faces preserving the incidence relation.

A bridge of a graph G is an edge such that a deletion of this edge makes the graph discon-
nected.

The proof of the following classical facts can be found in [BE17I, Lemmas 2.4.1 and 2.4.2]
and [BE17S, Lemma 1.27].

Lemma 9.3. A spherical graph G with more than one vertex is connected if and only if any
its face is a disk (equivalently, has one connected component of the boundary).
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Lemma 9.4. A simple spherical graph G with more than one vertex is 3-connected if and only
if any its face is bounded by a simple cycle and if the boundary cycles of two faces intersect,
then their intersection is a vertex or an edge.

To characterize the graphs of 3-polytopes we will use the following result (see [Z95]).

Theorem 9.5 (The Steinitz theorem). A simple graph G is a graph of some 3-polytope if and
only if it is planar and 3-connected.

Moreover, by H. Whitney’s theorem (see [Z95]) any two spherical realizations of the graph
of a 3-polytope are combinatorially equivalent.

Corollary 9.6. A connected simple spherical graph with more than one vertex is combinatori-
ally equivalent to a graph of a 3-polytope if and only if any its facet is bounded by a simple cycle
and if the boundary cycles of two facets intersect, then their intersection is a vertex or an edge.

Lemma 9.7. For a connected 3-valent spherical graph G the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) G is 2-connected (in particular, it has no loops);
(2) G has no bridges;
(3) any face of G is a disk bounded by a simple edge-cycle.

Proof. If G is 2-connected, then it has no bridges, since the deletion of any vertex of a bridge
disconnects the graph. If G has no bridges, then it has no loops since the vertex of a loop
necessarily belongs to a bridge. Also G has at least 3 edges, since it is 3-valent. If a deletion
of a vertex and incident edges makes the graph disconnected, then at least one edge in this
vertex is a bridge. A contradiction. Thus, G is 2-connected and items (1) and (2) are equivalent.

If each face of G is a disk bounded by a simple edge-cycle, then G has no bridges since
a bridge has the same face on both sides and the boundary cycle of this face is not simple.
Let G have no bridges. Since G is connected, each its face is a disk. If a boundary cycle passes
a vertex more than once, then it passes an edge more than once since G is 3-valent. Then this
edge has the same face on both sides. Hence, it is a bridge, which is a contradiction. Thus,
items (2) and (3) are equivalent. �

Lemma 9.8. Any 3-valent graph G has an even number of vertices.

Proof. Indeed, if we cut each edge in two parts, then each vertex is incident to three such parts,
hence 3V = 2E, where V and E are numbers of vertices and edges. In particular, V is even. �

9.2. A characterization of complexes C(P, c) of 3-polytopes. In dimension n = 3 each
facet of the complex C(P, c) with a non-constant mapping c is a sphere with holes. Its boundary
consists of 1-faces and 0-faces, which we call vertices. Each 1-face belongs to two different facets
and each vertex – to three different facets and three different 1-faces. Each 1-face is either
the whole circle without vertices, or a simple path connecting two different vertices.

Definition 9.9. We call 1-faces of C(P, c) containing no vertices circles, and 1-faces connecting
two vertices edges.
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Consider the 1-skeleton C1(P, c), which is the union of all vertices and 1-faces. Each its
connected component is either a circle without vertices or a connected 3-valent spherical graph
without loops and bridges. Indeed, a bridge should have the same facet on both sides, hence it
can not be an intersection of two different facets.

Theorem 9.10. Complexes C(P, c) corresponding to 3-polytopes P are exactly subdivisions
of the 2-sphere arising from disjoint unions (perhaps empty) of simple curves and connected
3-valent graphs without bridges.

Proof. We have already proof the theorem in one direction. Consider the other direction.
By Lemma 9.7 each connected 3-valent spherical graph without bridges has no loops. We will
call by “facets” the connected components of the complement in S2 to a disjoint union of sim-
ple closed curves and connected 3-valent graphs without bridges, and by “circles” simple closed
curves from the union.

The empty union corresponds to a constant function c on any polytope. Now let us assume
that the union is non-empty.

Consider a facet C and a component γ of ∂C that is not a circle. There is a vertex on γ. This
vertex belongs to three different edges and to closures of three different facets, for otherwise
some of the edges is a bridge. Two of these edges belong to γ and the third edge does not
belong. Then γ is a simple edge-cycle, since it passes each vertex at most once, and C is a
sphere with holes bounded by such simple edge-cycles and circles from the union. Each edge
or circle belongs to the closures of exactly two different facets, and each vertex – to the closures
of three different facets.

Now we will add edges to this data to obtain a 1-skeleton of some simple 3-polytope. Each
edge will have two new different 3-valent vertices and will divide a facet into two new different
facets. If a facet C is not a disk, we can first add edges connecting points on the same boundary
component to subdivide C into rings, and then for each ring add three edges connecting different
boundary components to subdivide it into three “quadrangles” (see Fig. 1a).

a) b)

Figure 1. a) A subdivision of a sphere with holes; b) Cutting off the common edges

After this procedure we obtain a new subdivision of a S2 with 3-valent vertices and each
facet being a disk bounded by a simple edge-cycle or a circle without vertices. In the latter case
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C(P, c) consists of two disks glued along the common boundary circle. We can add two edges to
these disks to obtain the boundary complex of a simplex. Thus, we can assume that each facet
has at least one vertex on the boundary. Then there are at least two vertices, for otherwise
the adjacent facet is not bounded by a simple curve. If there are exactly two vertices, we add
an edge separating the 2-gon into two triangles. Repeating this step for all 2-gons, we obtain
a 3-valent partition of S2 into polygons with at list 3-edges. The graph defining this partition
is simple. Indeed, there are no loops by construction. If two edges have the same vertices, then
they form a simple closed curve dividing the sphere into two disks. The third edges at both
vertices should lie in the same disk, for otherwise there arise two equal facets in both vertices.
Thus, two multiple edges bound a 2-gon. A contradiction.

At the end of this step we obtain a simple spherical graph with each facet bounded by
a simple cycle with at least 3 edges. Now we will add edges to this partition to obtain another
3-valent partition such that each facet is bounded by a simple edge-cycle with at least 3 edges
and the closures of two different facets have at most one edge in common. The last condition is
equivalent to the condition that all the edges of any facet belong to different facets surrounding
it. The graph of the new partition is 3-connected and by the Steinitz theorem it corresponds to
a boundary of a simple 3-polytope. Then the original complex is obtained from P by a sequence
of operations of a deletion of an edge and has the form C(P, c), where c(Fi) = c(Fj) if and only
if the facets of P belong to the same facet in the initial partition.

Now let us describe the last step. If a facet has with another facet more than one common
edge, then their intersection consists of a disjoint set of edges lying on the boundary of each
facet. We can “cut off” all but one these edges. Namely, for each edge we add inside the first
facet an edge with vertices on its boundary close to the vertices of the chosen edge outside it.
As a result the edge is substituted by a quadrangle adjacent to 4 different facets (see Fig. 1b).
Repeating this procedure we will obtain a new partition of the sphere such that all the edges
of the chosen facet belong to different facets and all the arising quadrangles also satisfy this
condition. Applying this argument to all the facets one by one we see that at each step there
arise no new bad facets, and their total number is decreasing by one. �

10. A criterion when N(P,Λ) is a sphere for 3-polytopes

In this section we will give a criterion when a manifold N(P,Λ) corresponding to a vector-
coloring Λ of rank r+1 of a simple 3-polytope is homeomorphic to a sphere S3. Since N(P,Λ)
should be closed and orientable, it has the form N(P, λ) for an affine coloring λ of rank r. Thus
we will consider only affine colorings.

Following [VM99S1] we call a 3-valent graph consisting of 2 vertices and three edges con-
necting them a theta-graph. By Kn we denote a complete graph on n-vertices.

Theorem 10.1. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P . The space
N(P, λ) is homeomorphic to S3 if and only if C(P, λ) is equivalent to C(3, r + 1). In other
words, if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

(1) r = 0 and C1(P, λ) is empty;
(2) r = 1 and C1(P, λ) is a circle;
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(3) r = 2 and C1(P, λ) is a theta-graph;
(4) r = 3 and C1(P, λ) is the complete graph K4.

In all these cases the image of λ is a boolean (r + 1)-simplex.

Remark 10.2. The spheres in the theorem arise in Construction 5.8 and can be imagined as
follows. In the first case S3 is glued of two copies of a polytope along the boundaries. In the
second case – of 4 copies of the ball with the boundary sphere subdivided into two hemispheres.
If we glue two copies along the hemispheres we obtain a ball with the boundary subdivided into
two hemispheres again. Then we glue two copies of this ball along boundaries. In the third case
N(P, λ) is glued of 8 copies of the ball with the boundary sphere subdivided into three 2-gons
by the theta-graph. We can imagine this sphere as follows. Let the vertices of the theta-graph
be the north and the south poles and edges be three meridians. The sphere and the ball are
subdivided by the equatorial plane into two balls combinatorially equivalent to a 3-simplex ∆3.
Then 8 copies of this simplex are glued at one vertex to an octahedron as the coordinate octants
in R3. The resulting sphere is glued of two copies of this octahedron along the boundaries. In
the case of K4 the space N(P, λ) is homeomorphic to RZ∆3 ≃ S3. All these 4 cases arise if we
subdivide the standard 3-sphere in R4 into 3-disks by 1, 2, 3, or 4 coordinate hyperplanes.

Proof of Theorem 10.1. The “if” direction follows from Construction 5.8.
Now let us prove the theorem in the “only if” direction. By Corollary 5.6 N(P, λ) is a closed

orientable 3-manifold for any affine coloring λ of a simple 3-polytope P .
If a facet Gj of C(P, λ) is a sphere with at least two holes, then there is a simple closed curve

γ inside Gj separating its two boundary components. Then C(P, λ) can be represented as a
connected sum of spherical complexes C(P, λ′) and C(P, λ′′) arising if we change the points at
all the facets of P inside one of the connected component of ∂P \γ to λj. Denote r′ = rkλ′ and
r′′ = rkλ′′. Both spaces N(P, λ′) and N(P, λ′′) are closed orientable manifolds by Corollary 5.6.

Lemma 10.3. There is a homeomorphism

(4) N(P, λ) ≃ N(P, λ′)#2r−r′

#N(P, λ′′)#2r−r′′

#(S2 × S1)
#
[

2r−2r−r′−2r−r′′+1
]

Corollary 10.4. If C(P, λ) has a facet, which is a sphere with at least two holes, then
in the Knezer-Milnor prime decomposition of N(P, λ) there is a summand S1 × S2. In par-
ticular, N(P, λ) is not homeomorphic to a sphere and it is not a homology sphere for any
coefficient group.

Proof. Indeed, in the Knezer-Milnor decomposition of N(P, λ) there is a summand #(S2 ×
S1)

#
[

2r−2r−r′−2r−r′′+1
]

. But 1 6 r′, r′′ 6 r, since on both sides of the curve γ there is a facet
with λi 6= λj , where Gj is a chosen facet, which is a sphere with at least two holes. Also
r′ + r′′ = r + dimaff(λ′) ∩ aff(λ′′) > r, since λj ∈ aff(λ′) ∩ aff(λ′′). Hence,

2r − 2r−r′ − 2r−r′′ + 1 = 2r−r′(2r
′ − 1)− (2r−r′′ − 1) >

> 2r−r′(2r
′ − 1)− (2r

′ − 1) = (2r−r′ − 1)(2r
′ − 1) > 0
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Moreover, if the left part is equal to zero, then r′ = r − r′′ and either r′ = 0 or r = r′ (then
r′′ = 0). A contradiction. �

If a facet of C(P, λ) is the whole sphere, then C1(P, λ) = ∅. Thus, we can assume that each
facet of C(P, λ) is a disk. If the intersection of two facets Gi and Gj is a boundary circle of both
facets, then C1(P, λ) is a single circle. Thus, we can assume that a nonempty intersection of
each two disks Gi and Gj consists of a disjoint union of edges. If there are more then one edge,
consider a simple closed curve γ consisting of two simple paths connecting the points inside
two common edges – one path in Gi and the other in Gj.

Then C(P, λ) can be represented as a connected sum of spherical complexes C(P, λ′) and
C(P, λ′′) arising if we change the points at all the facets of P \ Gi inside one of the connected
component of ∂P \γ to λj. Denote r′ = rkλ′ and r′′ = rkλ′′. Both spaces N(P, λ′) and N(P, λ′′)
are closed orientable manifolds by by Corollary 5.6.

Lemma 10.5. There is a homeomorphism

(5) N(P, λ) ≃ N(P, λ′)#2r−r′

#N(P, λ′′)#2r−r′′

#(S2 × S1)
#
[

2r−1−2r−r′−2r−r′′+1
]

Corollary 10.6. Let each facet of C(P, λ) be a disk and an intersection of two different
facets be a disjoint set of at least two edges. Then in the Knezer-Milnor prime decomposition
of the manifold N(P, λ) there is a summand S1×S2. In particular, N(P, λ) is not homeomorphic
to a sphere and it is not a homology sphere for any coefficient group.

Proof. Indeed, if the Knezer-Milnor prime decomposition of N(P, λ) there is a summand #(S2×
S1)

#
[

2r−1−2r−r′−2r−r′′+1
]

. But 2 6 r′, r′′ 6 r, since on both sides of the curve γ there is a vertex
of a common edge, and therefore a facet with λk /∈ {λi, λj}, where Gi and Gj are the facets
under consideration. Also r′+r′′ = r+dimaff(λ′)∩aff(λ′′) > r+1, since λi, λj ∈ aff(λ′)∩aff(λ′′).
Hence,

2r−1 − 2r−r′ − 2r−r′′ + 1 = 2r−r′(2r
′−1 − 1)− (2r−r′′ − 1) >

> 2r−r′(2r
′−1 − 1)− (2r

′−1 − 1) = (2r−r′ − 1)(2r
′−1 − 1) > 0

Moreover, if the left part is equal to zero, then r′ − 1 = r− r′′ and either r′ = 1 or r = r′ (then
r′′ = 1). A contradiction. �

Thus, we can assume that any facet of C(P, λ) is a disk bounded by a simple edge-cycle and
any nonempty intersection of two facets is an edge. We know, that the boundary cycle of a facet
can not contain only one vertex. If there are only two vertices v and w on the boundary of
a facet Gi, then the vertex v belongs to some other facets Gj and Gk. Moreover, each facet
Gj and Gk has a common edge with Gi, and this edge contains w. Then Gj ∩ Gk is an edge
connecting v and w, and C1(P, λ) is a theta-graph.

Now assume that each facet has at least 3 vertices on its boundary. Then C1(P, λ) has
no multiple edges, for otherwise a 2-gonal facet arises. Then C1(P, λ) is a simple planar 3-
connected graph with at least 4 edges, and by the Steinitz theorem it corresponds to a boundary
of some simple 3-polytope Q. This polytope has an induced affinely independent coloring λ and
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N(P, λ) = N(Q, λ), where N(Q, λ) is a quotient space of a free action of a subgroup K of Zl
2 on

RZQ. In particular, it is covered by RZQ. Hence, if N(P, λ) is a sphere, then N(P, λ) = RZQ.
Assume that P 6= ∆3. If P has a 3-belt, that is a triple of facets Gi, Gj and Gk with an empty

intersection such that any two of them are adjacent, then Q is a connected sum of two polytopes
Q1 and Q2 along vertices (see details in [E22M]). It is proved in [E22M, Corollary 3.8] that
there is a homeomorphism

RZP ≃ RZ#2l−l1

P1
#RZ#2l−l2

P2
#(S2 × S1)#[(2

l−l1−1)·(2l−l2−1)],

where l, l1 and l2 are the numbers of facets of Q, Q1 and Q2 respectively. Also l1, l2 6 l − 1.
Hence, if Q contains a 3-belt, then RZQ contains a summand S2 × S1 in its Knezer-Milnor
decomposition. If Q 6= ∆3 has no 3-belts, then Q is a flag polytope and RZQ is aspherical (that
is πi(RZQ) = 0 for i > 2, see [DJS98, Theorem 2.2.5] or [D08, Proposition 1.2.3]). Thus, if
N(P, λ) ≃ S3, then Q = ∆3 and the theorem is proved. �

Corollary 10.7. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P . Then any
hyperelliptic involution τ ∈ Zr

2 is special, that is C(P, λτ ) ≃ C(3, r).
Definition 10.8. Let us call by a theta-subgraph and a K4-subgraph of P the image of an em-
bedding of the theta-graph or the compete graphK4 to the 1-skeleton of P such that each vertex
of the embedded graph is mapped to a vertex of P and each edge – to a simple edge-path.

Corollary 10.9. Let P be a simple 3-polytope. The subgroups H 6= H0 of Zm
2 such that

N(P,H) ≃ S3 are in one-to-one correspondence with simple edge-cycles, theta-subgraphs and
K4-subgraphs of P . The subgroup corresponding to a subgraph is defined by the linear equations∑
Fi⊂G

xi = 0 corresponding to its facets G.

Example 10.10. Any facet Fi is bounded by a simple edge-cycle. This fits Example 2.9 for
G = Fi.

Example 10.11. It is known that for any two different vertices of P there is a theta-subgraph
with these vertices. This is one of the equivalent definitions of the 3-connectivity of the graph
(see [Gb03, Section 11.3]). Each edge Fi∩Fj of P corresponds to a theta-subgraph according to
Example 2.9. Its two additional edges are formed by edges of the facets Fi and Fj complementary
to Fi ∩ Fj.

Example 10.12. Each vertex Fi ∩ Fj ∩ Fk of P corresponds to a K4-subgraph according to
Example 2.9. Its edges are Fi∩Fj, Fj ∩Fk, Fk ∩Fi, and three additional edges formed by edges
of the facets Fi, Fj and Fk complementary to the first three edges.

Example 10.13. It is known that any simple 3-polytope can be combinatorially obtained
from ∆3 by a sequence of operations of cutting off a vertex or a set of successive edges of some
facet by a single plane (V. Eberhard (1891), M. Brückner (1900), see [Gb03]). Each operation
corresponds to a subdivision of a facet of a graph into two facets by a new edge. Each sequence
of such operations connecting ∆3 and P corresponds a K4-subgraph of P .

There is the following characterisation of complexes C(3, k).



30 N.YU. EROKHOVETS

Lemma 10.14. Let c be a coloring of a simple 3-polytope P . Then

(1) C1(P, c) is empty (equivalently, C(P, c) ≃ C(3, 1)) if and only if the complex C(P, c) has
exactly one facet;

(2) C1(P, c) is a circle (equivalently, C(P, c) ≃ C(3, 2)) if and only if the complex C(P, c) has
exactly two facets;

(3) C1(P, c) is a theta-graph (equivalently, C(P, c) ≃ C(3, 3)) if and only if C(P, c) has exactly
three facets and all of them are disks;

(4) C1(P, c) is a K4-graph (equivalently, C(P, c) ≃ C(3, 4)) if and only if C(P, c) has exactly
four facets, all of them are disks and any two of them intersect.

Proof. The “only if” part follows from the definition. If C(P, c) has exactly two facets, then
both of them are disks and they intersect at the common boundary circle C1(P, c). If C(P, c)
has exactly three facets and all of them are disks, consider two of them. Their intersection
should be an edge, and the complement to their union is the interior of the third disk. Thus,
C1(P, c) is a theta-graph. If C(P, c) has exactly four facets, all of them are disks and any two
of them intersect, consider two disks. Their intersection can be either an edge, or a pair of
edges, for otherwise there are more than 4 facets. If the intersection is a pair of edges, then the
complementary two facets do not intersect, which is a contradiction. Thus, the intersection of
any two facets is an edge and any edge belongs to two facets. Then any facet is a triangle and
C1(P, c) is a K4-graph. �

11. Hyperelliptic manifolds N(P, λ) over 3-polytopes

Definition 11.1. A Hamiltonian cycle of a polytope P is a simple edge-cycle in the graph of P
containing all the vertices of P . Let us call a theta-subgraph or a K4-subgraph of P Hamiltonian
if it contains all the vertices of P . More generally, for a coloring κ of a simple polytope P we call
an empty set ∅, a simple cycle, a theta-subgraph or a K4-subgraph of C1(P, κ) Hamiltonian,
if it contains all the vertices of C(P, κ). Here by a simple cycle we mean either a circle (that
is a 1-face without vertices) or a simple edge-cycle in C1(P, κ). In particular, if an empty set
or a circle is Hamiltonian, then C1(P, κ) has no vertices, and it is a disjoint union of circles.

In the papers [M90, VM99M, VM99S2] the authors constructed examples of hyperelliptic
3-manifolds in five Thurston’s geometries R3, H3, S3, H2 × R, and S2 × R. In each case M
is obtained as X/π, where X is a geometry and π is a discrete group of isometries acting
freely on X . These examples were build using a right-angled 3-polytope P equipped with
a Hamiltonian cycle, a Hamiltonian theta-subgraph, or a Hamiltonian K4-subgraph.

In this section we will enumerate all hyperelliptic 3-manifolds N(P, λ) corresponding to affine
colorings of rank r such that the hyperelliptic involution belongs to the group Zr

2 = H ′
0 canoni-

cally acting on N(P, λ). In turns out that in the case of a right-angled polytope P and an affinely
independent coloring λ these are exactly manifolds built by A.D. Mednykh and A.Yu. Vesnin. In
general case these manifolds correspond to proper Hamiltonian cycles, theta- and K4-subgraphs
in the complexes C(P, κ) defined by colorings κ of simple 3-polytopes.
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Construction 11.2 (An affine coloring induced by a Hamiltonian subgraph). Let κ be a col-
oring of a simple polytope P . Given a proper Hamiltonian cycle, theta-, or K4-subgraph
Γ ⊂ C1(P, κ) one can define an affine coloring ΛΓ induced by Γ and a special hyperelliptic
manifold N(P, κ,Γ) = N(P, λΓ) as follows.

Consider a facet D of Γ such that D is a union of more than one facets of C(P, κ). Such
a facet exists if Γ 6= C1(P, κ). The facet D is a disk bounded by a simple cycle of C1(P, κ) and
containing no vertices of C1(P, κ) in its interior. Consider the adjacency graph GD of the facets
of C(P, κ) lying in D. Its vertices are facets and its edges correspond to 1-faces of C(P, κ) lying
in two facets. The graph GD is connected. If its edge E corresponds to an edge e of C(P, κ), then
e has vertices on ∂D and E is a bridge. If E corresponds to the circle of C(P, κ), then E is also
a bridge. Thus, GD is a tree and its vertices can be colored in two colors such that adjacent
vertices have different colors. Hence, the facets of Γ define a coloring c of P constant on them,
and the tree corresponding to each facet defines the 0/1-coloring χ in Construction 8.6. We
obtain an affine coloring λΓ = λ(c, χ) and a special hyperelliptic manifoldN(P, κ,Γ) = N(P, λΓ)
of rank r, where r = 2 for a Hamiltonian cycle, r = 3 for a Hamiltonian theta-subgraph, and
r = 4 for a Hamiltonian K4-subgraph. Moreover, C1(P, (λΓ)τ ) = Γ.

Similarly, a proper Hamiltonian empty set Γ = ∅ induces an affine coloring λΓ and defines
a special hyperelliptic manifold N(P, κ,Γ) = N(P, λΓ) of rank r = 1. Namely, if the complex
C(P, κ) has no vertices, then C1(P, κ) is a disjoint union of circles and each circle divides
the sphere ∂P into two disks. Then the adjacency graph of facets of C(P, κ) is a tree and we
can define the 0/1-coloring χ and the constant coloring c in Construction 8.6.

Remark 11.3. It is not true that if the manifolds N(P, κ,Γ) and N(Q, κ′,Γ′) are weakly equiv-
ariantly homeomorphic, then there is an equivalence C(P, κ) → C(Q, κ′) such that Γ → Γ′. Two
combinatorially different Hamiltonian subgraphs in C(P, κ) may induce the same affine coloring
λ(c, χ). In Fig. 17 there is a polytope P with three Hamiltonian cycles inducing the same affine
coloring of rank 2 in four colors. Two of these cycles can be moved to each other by a combi-
natorial equivalence of P , but the third can not.

Definition 11.4. A matching of a graph G is a disjoint set of edges. A matching is perfect,
if it contains all the vertices of G. Perfect matching is also called a 1-factor. A 1-factorization
is a partition of the set of edges of G into disjoint 1-factors. A perfect pair from a 1-factorization
is a pair of 1-factors whose union induces a Hamiltonian cycle. A perfect 1-factorization of a
graph is a 1-factorization having the property that every pair of 1-factors is a perfect pair.

Any Hamiltonian cycle Γ in a 3-valent graph G defines the following 1-factorisation of G.
Each edge of G not lying in Γ connects two different vertices of G and any vertex belongs
to a unique edge of this type. We obtain a 1-factor. Then there are even number of vertices and
edges in Γ and it is partitioned into two additional 1-factors.

We will call a Hamiltonian cycle in a 3-valent graph k-Hamiltonian, if the corresponding
1-factorization has exactly k perfect pairs.
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Theorem 11.5. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P . Then N(P, λ)
is a hyperelliptic manifold with a hyperelliptic involution lying in the group Zr

2 = H ′
0 of ori-

entation preserving involutions canonically acting on N(P, λ) if and only if 1 6 r 6 4 and λ
is induced by

(1) a Hamiltonian empty set in C1(P, λ) for r = 1;
(2) a Hamiltonian cycle in C1(P, λ) for r = 2;
(3) a Hamiltonian theta-subgraph in C1(P, λ) for r = 3;
(4) a Hamiltonian K4-subgraph in C1(P, λ) for r = 4.

Hyperelliptic involutions in Zr
2 bijectively correspond to the Hamiltonian subgraphs of the above

type inducing the coloring λ. Moreover,

(1) for r = 1 there is a unique hyperelliptic involution;
(2) for r = 2 there can be 1, 2 or 3 such involutions. If the Hamiltonian cycle is a circle,

then there is a unique hyperelliptic involution. For the Hamiltonian edge-cycle each
involution corresponds to a perfect pair of 1-factors. In particular, there are k > 2
hyperelliptic involutions if and only if C1(P, λ) is a connected 3-valent graph and λ
is induced by a k-Hamiltonian cycle.

(3) for r = 3 and
(a) I(λ) = 4 there can be 1, 2, 3, 4 or 6 hyperelliptic involutions;
(b) I(λ) = 5 there can be 1, 2 or 3 such involutions;
(c) I(λ) = 6 there is a unique hyperelliptic involution;

(4) for r = 4 and
(a) I(λ) = 5 there can be 1, 2 or 6 hyperelliptic involutions;
(b) I(λ) = 6 there can be 1 or 2 such involutions;
(c) I(λ) ∈ {7, 8} there is a unique hyperelliptic involution;

We will obtain this result as a corollary of the following lemma and a more technical theorem.

Lemma 11.6. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P and τ ∈ Zr
2. Then

C(P, λτ ) ≃ C(3, r) (that is, τ is a hyperelliptic involution) if and only if one of the following
conditions hold:

(1) r = 1 and C1(P, λτ) is a Hamiltonian empty set in C1(P, λ);
(2) r = 2 and C1(P, λτ) is a Hamiltonian cycle in C1(P, λ);
(3) r = 3 and C1(P, λτ) is a Hamiltonian theta-subgraph in C1(P, λ);
(4) r = 4 and C1(P, λτ) is a Hamiltonian K4-subgraph in C1(P, λ).

In all these cases λ is induced by the corresponding Hamiltonian subgraph.

Proof. The lemma follows from Theorem 10.1 and Corollary 5.13. �

Theorem 11.7. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P . Then N(P, λ)
is a hyperelliptic manifold with a hyperelliptic involution lying in the group Zr

2 = H ′
0 of orien-

tation preserving involutions canonically acting on N(P, λ) if and only if 1 6 r 6 4 and one
of the following conditions holds:
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(1) I(λ) = {p1, . . . ,pr+1} is a boolean r-simplex, 1 6 r 6 4, and at least for one vector
τ = pi + pj, i 6= j, the complex C(P, λτ ) is equivalent to C(3, r). Each hyperelliptic

involution τ ∈ Zr
2 has this form and there are at most r(r+1)

2
such involutions. More

precisely, an involution τ ∈ Zr
2 is hyperelliptic if and only if τ = pi + pj, i 6= j, and for

• r = 1 it is equal to 1 ∈ Z2. This is always a unique hyperelliptic involution.
• r = 2 the set G(pk), {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3} is a disk. There can be 0, 1, 2, or 3 such
involutions.

• r = 3 each set G(pi,pj), G(pk), G(pl), {i, j, k, l} = {1, 2, 3, 4} is a disk. There can
be 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 or 6 such involutions.

• r = 4 each set G(pi,pj), G(pk), G(pl), G(ps), {i, j, k, l, s} = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} is a disk
and any two of these disks intersect. There can be 0, 1, 2 or 6 hyperelliptic involu-
tions.

The classification of complexes with more than one hyperelliptic involution and the cor-
responding manifolds N(P, λ) is presented in Fig. 2.

(2) I(λ) = Π2 ∗ ∆r−3, 2 6 r 6 4, where Π2 = {q1, q2, q3, q4} ≃ Z2 is a boolean 2-plane
and ∆r−3 = {p1, . . . ,pr−2} is a boolean simplex, and at least for one vector τ = qi+qj,
i 6= j, the complex C(P, λτ) is equivalent to C(3, r). Each hyperelliptic involution τ ∈ Zr

2

has this form and there are at most three such involutions. More precisely, an involution
τ ∈ Zr

2 is hyperelliptic if and only if τ = qi+qj = qk+ql for some partition {1, 2, 3, 4} =
{i, j} ⊔ {k, l}, and one of the following conditions hold

• r = 2 and G(qi, qj) is a disk (then G(qk, ql) is also a disk bounded by the same
Hamiltonian cycle Γ in C1(P, λ)). There can be 0, 1, 2, or 3 such involutions.
Moreover, there are k > 2 hyperelliptic involutions if and only if C1(P, λ) is a con-
nected 3-valent graph and Γ is a k-Hamiltonian cycle in it. For k = 3 additionally
C(P, λ) ≃ ∂Q for a simple 3-polytope Q.

• r = 3 and each set G(qi, qj), G(qk, ql) and G(p1) is a disk. There can be 0, 1, 2
or 3 such involutions. Moreover, if there are 2 hyperelliptic involutions, then G(p1)
is a quadrangle, a triangle, or a bigon, and the complex C(P, λ) can be reduced
to a complex C(P, λ′) for an affine coloring λ′ of rank 2 either

– with 2 or 3 hyperelliptic involutions by reductions (a)-(d), or (f) in Fig. 3, or
– with 2 hyperelliptic involutions by reduction (e).

If there are 3 hyperelliptic involutions, then G(p1) is a triangle and C(P, λ) can be
reduced to C(P, λ′) of rank 2 with 3 hyperelliptic involutions by reduction (e).

• r = 4 each set G(qi, qj), G(qk, ql), G(p1) and G(p2) is a disk and any two of these
disks intersect. There can be 0, 1 or 2 hyperelliptic involutions. Moreover, if there
are 2 hyperelliptic involutions, then G(p1,p2) is a quadrangle, a triangle, or a 2-
gon, and the complex C(P, λ) can be reduced to a complex C(P, λ′) for an affine
coloring λ′ of rank 2 with 2 or 3 hyperelliptic involutions by reductions (a)-(f) in
Fig. 3.
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Figure 2. All complexes with more than one hyperelliptic involution for the case
when I(λ) is a boolean simplex. On the top we write the homeomorphism type
of N(P, λ), where k > 0 is the number of dashed circles

(3) I(λ) = Πk ∗ ∆r−k−1, r > k > 3, and for the main direction τ = l of Πk the complex
C(P, λτ ) is equivalent to C(3, r). In this case the main direction is a unique hyperelliptic
involution in Zr

2.

Proof. The proof essentially follows from Propositions 8.11 and 8.12, Lemma 10.14, Theorem
10.1, and Corollary 10.7.

We need to prove only statements concerning the enumeration of special hyperelliptic invo-
lutions in Zr

2 and the classification of complexes with more than two involutions.
Let I(λ) = {p1, . . . ,pr+1} be a boolean r-simplex, 1 6 r 6 4. The case r = 1 is trivial.



MANIFOLDS DEFINED BY NON-FREE ACTIONS 35

1

1

2 3

1

1

2 3

12 3

1

4

2 3

1

4

2 3

1

4
2 3

1

2

3 1

2

3

(a) (c)

(e)

(d)

1 4 1 4

(b)

(f)

Figure 3. Reductions for complexes with 2 and 3 hyperelliptic involutions for
r = 3 and |I(λ)| = 5. By dotted and dashed lines we mark possible edges
for the case r = 4 and |I(λ)| = 6

Let r = 2. If all the facets G(p1), G(p2) and G(p3) are disks, then C(P, λ) is a theta-graph
(Fig. 2(a)) by Lemma 10.14. If two facets G(pi) and G(pj) are disks and the third facet G(pk)
is not, then we have the complex draw in Fig. 2(b).

Let r = 3. Assume that G(p1,p2), G(p3), G(p4) are disks, that is the involution p1 + p2 is
hyperelliptic. The involution p3+p4 is hyperelliptic if and only if both G(p1) and G(p2) are also
disks. We obtain two complexed drawn in Fig. 2(c) and (d). They have 6 and 4 hyperelliptic
involutions respectively. Now assume that one of these facets is not a disk, say G(p2). Then
there are at most 3 hyperelliptic involutions and all of them have the form p2+pi. If either G(p1)
is not a disk, or it is a disk and does not intersect the disk G(p3,p4), then p1 + p2 is a unique
hyperelliptic involution. Thus, we can assume that G(p1) is a disk and it intersects the disk
G(p3,p4). Then their intersection consists of k + 2 > 2 disjoint segments, G(p2) a disjoint
union of k + 2 disks, and the combinatorics of the complex C(P, λ) depends on the position of
the edge G(p3) ∩ G(p4) in the disk G(p3,p4) in relation to these k + 2 disk, see Fig. 4(a). If
G(pi,p2) is a disk for i = 3, 4, then G(pi) intersects each connected component of G(p2). In
particular, if this holds for both i = 3 and i = 4, we obtain the complex in Fig. 4(b) and in Fig.
2(e). If only this holds only for one index, say i = 3, then we obtain complexes in Fig. 4(c)-(f).
The complexes (c), (d), and (e) correspond to the complexes in Fig. 2(h), (f), and (g), and for
the complex (f) the set G(p2,p3) is a cylinder.

Let r = 4. Assume that G(p1,p2), G(p3), G(p4), G(p5) are pairwise intersecting disks,
that is the involution p1 + p2 is hyperelliptic. If some of the involutions p3 + p4, p3 + p5,
p4 + p5 is hyperelliptic, then both G(p1) and G(p2) are disks, and they are glued to the disk
G(p1,p2) along the common edge G(p1)∩G(p2). If the ends of this edge belong to the same disk
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Figure 4. A complex C(P, λ) when G(p1) and G(p3,p4) are intersecting disks,
and G(p2) is not a disk

G(pi), i = 3, 4, 5, then we obtain the complex in Fig. 2(j) with k = 0 dashed circles. It has 2
hyperelliptic involutions. If the ends of G(p1)∩G(p2) belong to different disks G(pi) and G(pj),
then we obtain the complex in Fig. 2(i) with 6 hyperelliptic involutions. Now assume that one
of the facets G(p1) and G(p2) is not a disk, say G(p2). Then there are at most 4 hyperelliptic
involutions and all of them have the form p2 + pi. If either G(p1) is not a disk, or it is a disk
and does not intersect the disk G(p3,p4,p5), then p1 + p2 is a unique hyperelliptic involution.
Thus, we can assume that G(p1) is a disk and it intersects the disk G(p3,p4,p5). Then their
intersection consists of k + 2 > 2 disjoint segments, G(p2) a disjoint union of k + 2 disks, and
the combinatorics of the complex C(P, λ) depends on the positions of the ends of the edges
G(p3) ∩ G(p4), G(p4) ∩ G(p5), and G(p5) ∩ G(p3) on the circle ∂G(p3,p4,p5) in relation to
these k + 2 disk, see Fig. 5(a). If G(pi,p2) is a disk for i = 3, 4, 5, then G(pi) intersects each
connected component of G(p2). In particular, this can not hold for all i ∈ {3, 4, 5}. If this holds
for two values of i, say i = 3 and 4, then we obtain the complex in Fig. 5(b) without dashed
arcs. Now assume that only one set G(pi,p2) is a disk, say for i = 3. We obtain complexes
in Fig. 5(b)-(g). In the complexes (b), (d), and (g) the facet G(p5) does not intersect G(p1),
hence they have a unique hyperelliptic involution p1+p2. The complexes (c), (e), and (f) have
two hyperelliptic involutions and correspond to complexes (l), (k), and (j) in Fig. 2 (the latter
with k > 1 dashed circles).

The homeomorphism type of manifolds N(P, λ) corresponding to complexes in Fig. 2 follow
directly from Lemma 10.5.

If I(λ) = {q1, q2, q3, q4} ≃ Π2, then special hyperelliptic involutions are exactly sums qi +
qj = qk + ql corresponding to partitions {1, 2, 3, 4} = {i, j} ⊔ {k, l} such that G(qi, qj) is
a disk (as well as its complement G(qk, ql)). The boundary of this disk is a Hamiltonian cycle
in C1(P, λ). There can be one, two or three such partitions corresponding to a Hamiltonian
cycle as it is shown in Fig. 6, 10, and 9.

Lemma 11.8. If I(λ) ≃ Π2 and there are at least two hyperelliptic involutions in Z2
2, then

C1(P, λ) has no circles.

Proof. Indeed, each circle γ is a boundary component of two facets G1 and G2 of different colors
qi and qj . At least for one partition {i, k} ⊔ {j, l} = {1, 2, 3, 4} the sets G(qi, qk) and G(qj , ql)
are disks. Hence, their common boundary is γ. Since each disk consists of facets of two colors,
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Figure 5. A complex C(P, λ) when G(p1) and G(p3,p4,p4) are intersecting
disks, and G(p2) is not a disk
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Figure 6. The Hamiltonian cycle on the 5-prism

each of the facets G1 and G2 has more than one boundary components and each component
different from γ leads to the facet of the color qk for G1 and ql for G2. But both sets G(qk, qj)
and G(qk, ql) are disconnected, and they can not be disks. A contradiction. �

The group Z2
2 contains three hyperelliptic involutions if and only if for each of the three parti-

tions {i, j}⊔{k, l} = {1, 2, 3, 4} the sets G(qi, qj) are disks. This holds if and only if the bound-
ary of any of these disks is a 3-Hamiltonian cycle in C1(P, λ). By Lemma 13.5 C(P, λ) ≃ ∂Q for
a simple 3-polytope Q, since C1(P, λ) is not a theta-graph for |I(λ)| = 4.

Assume that I(λ) = {q1, q2, q3, q4}∗{p1, . . . ,pr−2}, r > 3. An involution τ is hyperelliptic if
and only if τ = qi+qj = qk+ql and C(P, λτ ) ≃ C(3, r). Assume that there are at least two such
involutions. For each of them the sets G(qi, qj), G(qk, ql), and G(p1, . . . ,pr−2) are disks, and
these disks are facets of a theta-graph Θi,j. Without loss of generality assume that hyperelliptic
involutions correspond to partitions {1, 2} ⊔ {3, 4} and {1, 3} ⊔ {2, 4}. Consider the vertices
of C(P, λ) lying on the boundary of the disk G(p1, . . . ,pr−2) and corresponding to edges lying
outside this disk. Each edge is an intersection of two facets of C(P, λ) of different colors. Let
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us assign this pair of colors to the corresponding vertex. Then the two vertices corresponding
to the vertices of Θ1,2 have colors (a, b), a ∈ {1, 2}, b ∈ {3, 4}, and all the other vertices – (1, 2)
and (3, 4). Each vertex of types (1, 2) and (3, 4) necessarily corresponds to a vertex of Θ1,3.
Therefore, there are at most two such vertices, and G(p1, . . . ,pr−2) is a quadrangle, a triangle,
or a bigon (for r = 4 we do not take into account the vertices of G(p1) ∩ G(p2)). If there
are two vertices, then either they both correspond to one type, say (1, 2), and we obtain the
configuration in Fig. 3(a),(b), or they correspond to two types and up to a renumbering of
colors we obtain the configuration in Fig. 3(c),(d). In the first case we can change the colors
at all the facets of P corresponding to G(p1, . . . ,pr−2) to 2 (or to 3) to obtain the reduction
(a), or to 1 to obtain the reduction (b). In the second case we can change the colors to 2 (or
3) to obtain the reduction (c), or to 1 (or 4) to obtain (d). In all these cases each of the two
Hamiltonian theta-graphs or K4-graphs is reduced to a Hamiltonian cycle. Moreover, in both
cases the third partition {1, 4}⊔{2, 3} does not give a Hamiltonian theta-graph (or aK4-graph),
while for the reduced complex C(P, λ′) it can give. For r = 4 the edge G(p1)∩G(p2) in the first
case should have one vertex lying on the boundary of a facet of color 2 and the other – of color
3, and in the second case these vertices can lie either on the boundaries of facets of colors 1
and 4, or 2 and 3.

If there is only one vertex of types (1, 2) or (3, 4), then up to a renumbering of colors we obtain
the configuration in Fig. 3(e). Changing the colors to 1 (or 2, or 3) we obtain the reduction (e).
For r = 3 the reduced complex has the same number of Hamiltonian subgraphs corresponding
to the partitions of colors. For r = 4 the vertices of the edge G(p1) ∩ G(p2) should lie on the
boundaries of facets of colors 2 and 3, and the third partition can not give the Hamiltonian
K4-graph, while for the reduced complex it can give.

If there are no vertices of types (1, 2) and (3, 4), then up to a renumbering of colors we
obtain the configuration in Fig. 3 (f). In this case both for the complex and for the reduced
complex the third partition does not give the Hamiltonian theta-graph (K4-graph). For r = 4
the vertices of the edge G(p1) ∩G(p2) should lie on the boundaries of facets of colors 1 and 4.

If I(λ) = Πk ∗∆r−k−1, r > k > 3, then by Proposition 8.12 the main direction is a unique
hyperelliptic involution. This finishes the proof. �

Example 11.9. Example 8.17 implies that for a simple 3-polytope P hyperelliptic manifolds
N(P, λ) of rank r with affinely independent colorings λ and a hyperelliptic involution τ ∈ Zr

2

correspond to Hamiltonian cycles, Hamiltonian theta-subgraphs and HamiltonianK4-subgraphs
of P for r = 2, 3, and 4 respectively. Indeed, in this example we showed how a manifold N(P, λ)
gives a Hamiltonian subgraph, and Construction 11.2 gives the manifold from a subgraph.

For right-angled 3-polytopes in one of the geometries R3, H3, S3, H2 ×R, and S2 ×R, these
are exactly examples built in [M90] and [VM99S2]. The same manifolds arise for the pairs (P, λ)
with C(P, λ) equivalent to boundaries of right-angled polytopes. On the other hand, if C(P, λ)
is not equivalent to a boundary of a right-angled polytope, then our manifolds are not reduced
to the examples from [M90] and [VM99S2].
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12. Rational homology spheres N(P, λ) over 3-polytopes

In this section we will classify all rational homology 3-spheres N(P,Λ) over simple 3-
polytopes P .

Definition 12.1. We call a topological space X a rational homology n-sphere (n-RHS), if X
is a closed topological n-manifold and Hk(X,Q) = Hk(S

n,Q) for all k.

We will use the following result, which was first proved for small covers and Q coefficients
in [ST12, T12]. Let us identify the subsets ω ⊂ [m] = {1, . . . , m} with vectors in x ∈ Zm

2

by the rule ω = {i : xi = 1}. For a vector-coloring Λ of rank (r + 1) denote by rowΛ the
subspace in Zm

2 generated by the row vectors of the matrix Λ. Equivalently,

rowΛ = {(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Zm
2 : ∃c ∈ (Zr+1

2 )∗ : xi = cΛi, i = 1, . . . , m}.
Remind that Pω =

⋃
i∈ω Fi.

Theorem 12.2. [CP17, Theorem 4.5] Let Λ be a vector-coloring of rank (r + 1) of a simple
n-polytope P and R be a commutative ring in which 2 is a unit. Then there is an R-linear
isomorphism

Hk(N(P,Λ), R) ≃
⊕

ω∈rowΛ

H̃k−1(Pω, R)

Remark 12.3. Originally, the theorem is formulated for a simplicial complexes K and its full
subcomplexes Kω, but for a simple polytope P and a simplicial complex K = ∂P ∗ there
is a homotopy equivalence Kω ≃ Pω, see [BP15, The proof of Proposition 3.2.11].

The universal coefficients formula and the Poincare duality imply

Lemma 12.4. A 3-manifold M is a rational homology 3-sphere if and only if it is orientable,
and H1(M,Q) = 0.

Let is remind that an orientable manifold N(P,Λ) is defined by a an affine coloring λ of rank
r, where for some change of coordinates in Zr+1

2 we have Λi = (1, λi).

Theorem 12.5. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P . The space
N(P, λ) is a rational homology 3-sphere if and only if one of the following equivalent conditions
holds:

(1)
⋃

i : λi∈π

Fi is a disk for any affine hyperplane π ⊂ Zr
2;

(2)
⋃

i : λi∈π

Fi is a disk for any affine hyperplane π ⊂ Zr
2 passing through some pint p ∈ Zr

2.

Proof. Linear functions c ∈ (Zr+1
2 )∗ correspond to affine functions on Zr

2. ThenH
1(N(P, λ),Q) =

0 if and only if for any affine function c we have H̃0(Pω,Q) = 0 for ω corresponding to the vec-
tor (c(λ1), . . . , c(λm)). There are two constant affine functions. For 0 we have Pω = ∅, and
for 1 we have Pω = ∂P ≃ S2. All the other affine functions c correspond to affine hyperplanes
c(x) = 0. For each affine hyperplane the set Pω should be connected. This set is a disjoint union
of spheres with holes, and the complementary hyperplane corresponds to the complementary
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set. Both sets are connected if and only if they are disks, which is equivalent to the fact that
one of them is a disk. Since for any affine hyperplane in Zr

2 the point p either lies in this plane
or in the complementary hyperplane, items (1) and (2) are equivalent. �

Proposition 12.6. If a 3-manifold N(P, λ) is a rational homology sphere, then

• either C(P, λ) ≃ C(3, r + 1), 0 6 r 6 2 (in this case N(P,Λ) ≃ S3),
• or C(P, λ) ≃ C(Q, λ′) for an affinely independent coloring λ′ of a simple 3-polytope
Q (in this case N(P, λ) ≃ S3 if and only if Q = ∆3 and r = 3, which is equivalent
to the fact that C(P, λ) ≃ C(3, r + 1) and r = 3).

Proof. Indeed, Corollaries 10.4 and 10.6 imply that if N(P, λ) is a rational homology sphere,
then each facet of C(P, λ) is a disk and any two such disks either do not intersect or intersect
by an edge. Then by the Steinitz theorem either C(P, λ) ≃ C(3, r + 1) for 0 6 r 6 2, or
C(P, λ) ≃ ∂Q for a simple 3-polytope Q with an induced affinely independent coloring λ′.

On the other hand, Proposition 12.6 can be proved directly using Theorem 12.5. Namely, for
r 6 1 it is clear. For r > 2 if a facet Gi of C(P, λ) is a sphere with more than 2 holes, then we
can take an affine hyperplane in Zr

2 containing λi but not λj and λk for facets Gj and Gk lying
in different holes to obtain a contradiction. If each facet of C(P, λ) is a disk and an intersection
of two different facets Gi and Gj is a disjoint set of at least two edges, then one of these edges
intersects two additional facets Gk and Gl. Then we can take an affine hyperplane containing
λi and λj but not λk and λl to obtain a contradiction. �

Corollary 12.7. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank r of a simple 3-polytope P . If a 3-manifold
N(P, λ) is a rational homology, then for any subgroup H ′ ⊂ Zr

2 = H ′
0 the space N(P, λ)/H ′ =

N(P, λ′) is also a rational homology sphere.

Proof. Indeed, affine hyperplanes π′ in Zr
2/H

′ bijectively correspond to affine hyperplanes π
in Zr

2 parallel to H ′. Then λ′i = λi +H ⊂ π′ if and only if λi ∈ π, and
⋃

i : λ′

i∈π
′

Fi =
⋃

i : λi∈π

Fi. �

Remark 12.8. Corollary 12.7 also directly follows from Theorem 1.19.

Example 12.9. For r = 0 we have N(P, λ) ≃ S3 and the condition of Theorem 12.5 is trivial.
For r = 1 Theorem 12.5 implies that N(P, λ) is a rational homology sphere if and only if

C(P, λ) ≃ C(3, 2). In this case N(P, λ) ≃ S3.
For r = 2 Theorem 12.5 and Proposition 12.6 imply that N(P, λ) is a rational homology

sphere if and only if either C(P, λ) ≃ C(3, 3) (in this case N(P, λ) ≃ S3) or C(P, λ) ≃ ∂Q for
a simple 3-polytope Q with the induced affinely independent coloring λ′, and

⋃
i : λ′

i∈π

F ′
i is a disk

for any line in Z2
2. There are six lines and each pair of parallel lines corresponds to a partition

of Z2
2 into a pair of points such that for each pair the union of facets of Q of the corresponding

colors is a disk. Moreover, each vertex of Q lies on the boundary of each disk. Thus, taking into
account item (2) of Theorem 11.7 we obtain the following result.

Proposition 12.10. Let λ be an affine coloring of rank 2 of a simple 3-polytope P . Then
N(P, λ) is a rational homology 3-sphere if and only if one of the following equivalent conditions
hold:
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(1) ether C(P, λ) ≃ C(3, 3) or C(P, λ) ≃ ∂Q, where Q is a simple 3-polytope, and λ is
induced by a 3-Hamiltonian cycle on it.

(2) each nonzero involution in Z2
2 is hyperelliptic.

In Fig. 7, 8, and 9 we show that the simplex ∆3, the 3-prism ∆ × I and the dodecahedron
admit a 3-Hamiltonian cycle. Examples of such polytopes are also shown in Fig. 14.
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Figure 7. Three Hamiltonian cycles on the simplex
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Figure 9. Three Hamiltonian cycles on the dodecahedron

On the other hand, not any simple 3-polytope admits a 3-Hamiltonian cycle. For example,
the cube up to symmetries has only one Hamiltonian cycle drawn in Fig. 10 on the left. If we
draw the facets of the cube in four colors using the Hamiltonian cycle and group colors into
pairs in three different possible ways, then we see that two partitions give Hamiltonian cycles
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Figure 10. The Hamiltonian cycle of the cube

and one partition gives two disjoint cycles. Thus, the 3-cube does not admit a small cover that
is a rational homology sphere.

More details on simple 3-polytopes admitting a 3-Hamiltonian cycle see in Section 13.
For r = 3 Theorem 12.5 (applied for the point p = 0) and Proposition 12.6 imply thatN(P, λ)

is a rational homology sphere if and only if either C(P, λ) ≃ C(3, 4) (in this case N(P, λ) ≃ S3)
or C(P, λ) ≃ ∂Q for a simple 3-polytope Q with the induced affinely independent coloring λ′

such that
⋃

i : a(λ′

i)=0

F ′
i is a disk for any vector a ∈ (Z3

2)
∗\{0}. For short we will identify the point

(x1, x2, x3) ∈ Z3
2 with the number 4x1+2x2+x3 having the corresponding binary expression. The

vectors a ∈ (Z3
2)

∗ \ {0} correspond to partitions of Z3
2 into two parallel hyperplanes consisting

of four points:
(0,0,1) 0,2,4,6 1,3,5,7
(0,1,0) 0,1,4,5 2,3,6,7
(0,1,1) 0,3,4,7 1,2,5,6
(1,0,0) 0,1,2,3 4,5,6,7
(1,0,1) 0,2,5,7 1,3,4,6
(1,1,0) 0,1,6,7 2,3,4,5
(1,1,1) 0,3,5,6 1,2,4,7

An example of the cube with an affinely independent coloring of rank 3 producing an RHS
is shown in Fig. 11. It can be proved that up to a symmetry this is a unique affine coloring
with these properties.
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Figure 11. The cube with an affine coloring of rank 3 producing an RHS
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An example of the 5-prism with an affinely independent coloring of rank 3 producing an RHS
is shown in Fig. 12.
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Figure 12. The 5-prism with an affine coloring of rank 3 producing an RHS

An example of of the dodecahedron with an affinely independent coloring of rank 3 producing
an RHS is shown in Fig. 13. In Fig. 14 we show its affine colorings of rank 2 corresponding to
factorisations by 1-dimensional subgroups in Z3

2.
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Figure 13. The dodecahedron with an 8-coloring producing an RHS

Example 12.11. The simplex in Fig. 7, the 3-prism in Fig. 8, the cube in Fig. 11, the 5-prism
in Fig. 12, and the dodecahedron in Fig. 9 and 13 give examples of manifolds that are rational
homology 3-spheres and admit geometric structures modelled on S3, S2 × R, R3, H2 × R, and
H3 respectively.
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Figure 14. The dodecahedron with 4-colorings arising after factorisation
of the 8-coloring from Fig. 13 by 1-dimensional subgroups in Z3

2. Each subgroup
is generated by a vector x ∈ Z3

2 and gives the identification λi = λj if λi+x = λj.

13. Simple 3-polytopes with 3 consistent Hamiltonian cycles

13.1. General facts. In this section we will discuss simple 3-polytopes P admitting a 3-
Hamiltonian cycle. Such a cycle corresponds to 3 consistent Hamiltonian cycles such that each
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edge of P belongs to exactly two of them. This is exactly a Hamiltonian double cover in termi-
nology of the paper [F06]. The graphs of such polytopes are strongly Hamiltonian in terminology
of [K63], that is they are regular (any vertex has the same degree) and perfectly 1-factorable
(see Definition 11.4). Each of the three consistent Hamiltonian cycles is a 3-Hamiltonian cycle
and defines the other two. In our paper three consistent Hamiltonian cycles arise in the classi-
fication of

(1) hyperelliptic manifolds N(P, λ) in Theorem 11.7. They correspond to hyperelliptic man-
ifolds N(P, λ) with λ of rank 2 and |I(λ)| = 4 having exactly three hyperelliptic invo-
lutions in Z2

2.
(2) rational homology 3-spheres in Theorem 12.5 and Proposition 12.10. They correspond

to rational homology 3-spheres N(P, λ) with λ of rank 2 and |I(λ)| = 4 .

13.2. Polytopes without 3 consistent Hamiltonian cycles. In Section 12 we showed that
the simplex ∆3, the 3-prism ∆× I and the dodecahedron admit three consistent Hamiltonian
cycles, and the cube I3 does not admit. It is not difficult to show that a situation similar
to the case of the cube arises for all the k-prisms with k > 5. Namely, for k odd up to combina-
torial symmetries there is a unique Hamiltonian cycle shown in Fig. 15, which exists for any k.
For k even there is also the second Hamiltonian cycle shown in Fig. 16. Thus, k-prisms do not
admit small covers that are rational homology spheres for k > 4.
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Figure 15. A Hamiltonian cycle on the k-prism
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Figure 16. A Hamiltonian cycle on the 2k-prism

Moreover, there is the following result generalizing the case of (2k)-prisms.
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Definition 13.1. A graph G is called bipartite if its vertices can be divided into two disjoint
sets such that any edge connects vertices from different sets.

Any (2k)-prism has a bipartite graph. It is easy to see that if a simple 3-polytope P has a
bipartite graph, then any its face has an even number of edges. The converse is also true.

Lemma 13.2. A simple 3-polytope P has a bipartite graph if and only if any its face has
an even number of edges.

Proof. One of the ways to prove the lemma is to use the fact that any face of a simple 3-polytope
P has an even number of edges if and only if the facets of P can be colored in 3 colors such
that any two adjacent facets have different colors (see the proof in [I01, J01]). Then the vertices
where the colors 1, 2, and 3 follow each other clockwise and counterclockwise give the desired
partition of the vertex set of the graph. �

Theorem 13.3. [K62, Theorem 3] If G is a plane cubic bipartite graph, then G cannot possibly
have a Hamiltonian double cover.

Corollary 13.4. If a simple 3-polytope P has three consistent Hamiltonian cycles, then P has
a facet with an odd number of edges.

A short proof of Theorem 13.3 was given in [F06, Theorem 12]. Is is based on two facts.

Lemma 13.5. [F06, Remark 10] Let G be a connected 3-valent planar graph. If it admits three
consistent Hamiltonian cycles, then either G is a theta-graph or a graph of a simple 3-polytope.

Proof. Indeed, G can not have loops. If G has two edges with the same ends, then one of
the Hamiltonian cycles consists of these two edges. Then G has no other vertices and G is
the theta-graph. Thus, we can assume that the graph G is simple. If the boundary cycle of
some its facet is not simple, then there is a bridge which belongs to all the three Hamiltonian
cycles. A contradiction. If the boundary cycles of two facets have in common two disjoint edges,
then the deletion of these edges makes the graph disconnected. Hence, all the three Hamiltonian
cycles contain these edges, which is a contradiction. Then the graphG is simple and 3-connected
and by the Steinitz theorem it corresponds to a boundary of a simple 3-polytope. �

Lemma 13.6. [F06, Remark 11] If a simple 3-polytope P admits 3 consistent Hamiltonian
cycles and P has a quadrangular facet, then there is a pair of opposite edges of this facet such
that the deletion of them produces the theta-graph or a graph of another simple 3-polytope Q
with 3 consistent Hamiltonian cycles.

13.3. Reductions. The reduction from Lemma 13.6 can be generalized as follows. If a simple
3-polytope P has 3 consistent Hamiltonian cycles and a triangular facet, then this facet can be
shrinked to a point to produce either the theta-graph or a graph of another simple 3-polytope
Q with three induced consistent Hamiltonian cycles. More generally, if P has a 3-belt, that is a
triple of facets (Fi, Fj, Fk) such that any two of them are adjacent and Fi ∩ Fj ∩ Fk = ∅, then
the boundary of P can be cut along the triangle connecting midpoints of Fi ∩ Fj, Fj ∩ Fk and
Fk ∩ Fi and each arising triangle can be shrinked to a point to produce two simple polytopes
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Q1 and Q2 such that P is a connected sum of Q1 and Q2 at vertices. Then P has 3 consistent
Hamiltonian cycles if and only if Q1 and Q2 both have this property.

If P has a 4-belt, that is a cyclic sequence of facets (Fi, Fj, Fk, Fl) such that the facets are
adjacent if and only if they follow each other, then P can be similarly cut along this belt to two
simple polytopes Q1 and Q2 such that P is a connected sum of Q1 and Q2 along quadrangles.
It turns out that there can be Q1 and Q2 both admitting no 3-Hamiltonian cycles such that P
admits. The example is given by the connected sum of two 5-prisms along quadrangles such that
the prisms are “twisted”: base facets of one prism correspond to side facets of the other. We
proved above that 5-prisms does not admit 3 consistent Hamiltonian cycles, while the resulting
polytope admits, as it is shown on Fig. 17.
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Figure 17. Three consistent Hamiltonian cycles on the connected sum of two
5-prisms along quadrangles

Problem 1. To find a set of reductions and a set of initial polytopes such that any simple 3-
polytope P with a 3-Hamiltonian cycle can be reduced to an initial polytope by a sequence of these
reductions in such a way that all intermediate polytopes also have a 3-Hamiltonian cycle.

13.4. Fullerenes. Fullerenes are simple 3-polytopes with all facets pentagons and hexagons.
They model spherical carbon atoms. As was shown by F. Kardoš in [K14] any fullerene admits
a Hamiltonian cycle (it is not valid for all simple 3-polytopes, see [T46, G68]). The simplest
fullerene is the dodecahedron. As we have shown above it admits 3 consistent Hamiltonian
cycles. The next fullerene is the 6-barrel shown in Fig. 19. It is also known as a Löbell poly-
tope L(6) (see [V87]). Using the fact that locally near any 6-gon a Hamiltonian cycle has one
of the types shown in Fig. 18 it is easy to see that up to combinatorial symmetries the 6-barrel

Figure 18. Local forms of a Hamiltonian cycle near a 6-gon
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Figure 19. Hamiltonian cycles on the 6-barrel

has only four Hamiltonian cycles shown in Fig. 19. Each of these cycles can not be included
to the triple of consistent Hamiltonian cycles. Thus, the 6-barrel does not admit 3 consistent
Hamiltonian cycles.
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